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TOEFL iBT Writing Task 2

Inquiry-Based Learning approach (IBL) to improve the Earaphrasin skills of
engineering students by employing eye-tracking technology as a tool. Eye-tracking technology allows
investigators to provide empirical evidence of the writing process by recording both eye movements
during the writing process. We used different types of reading during the TOEFL iBT. Integrated
Writing Task in which test-takers were required to summarize the main points from multiple sources.
The study used the eye-tracking method to help elicit differences between skilled and unskilled
readers during summary writing (n=22). The eye-tracking data were used to test the difference in
their cognitive processes and decision-making process, while questionnaires and stimulated
interviews were coded for triangulating qualitative data. The study explored the efficacy of the
eye-tracking technology as an additional tool for the IBL approach (Choy Lee, 2012), which creates
self-awareness to improving summary writing.
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ANFA A =11:11 TFM3EAME - B - LR =3:15:4 Tho,

#1213 TOEFL iBT®&H 5\ [ELTSTMO 27 A HE L ThHHV Y, Z4% CEFR L~UL(CH#
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LIE V=T 7 BRARE D S0 100 FH”ICBEIL T, &EEEM R IOV~ LT 2Tk
HI7R FEBR SN O AEE) 27 A X7 oy NCRIBUEL , SEEEN R ) O &b IRVH D (BL L
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1 “Fe10> 100 FHH” OABREB) O SEFEE A HE STV~ UL DE N

WA, “EeID 100 " DY —F 4 7E“2 [ H D 100 " OY—F 4 71280 T, BALL~
VE TR~V DT, RSEEB OFERH I DN B D E D ARG /3T L7, Urquhart&
Weir (1998)33 L U1 Rayner &Pollastek (198928 5E, BERZ LD EHHE T 57 DI LEATER
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DIE A FRRIRIYITHEA D expeditious reading 0 )7 23HE T L~ VA& DT80 D LU NEEIZ
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B2, d) CEOFARIZ IV THEL W EEEA 8 XX D7D IC MR HEEZ 25, e) HiLn
HEED B R HER T 2D 5EAR E 7 IR £ I3 R P AT T 5 2 Ll Lo THER D R AHER
T5.5 N Thole, 7o r—rDEEND, FFEEMNGE S OIRWFEE D a) HLLb) EWVHF
BETHHDDOIZH L, BOFEEE D db LT )RR TODZENRTRELV LT,

T = OEIEIZBNT AL~V LRI~V D BB ZRBE WO bR oTz,
DOFEFIT, expeditious reading 73 S FEAE IV UL D XU MRIEEIZ 720 ED EWIIBEDOBFZED 50 A
(21, Urquhart&Welr 1998; Rayner &Pollastek, 1989) & J& 9%, Fkx DML LT, T~V
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AN Aoy f@ﬁﬂ(ﬁ I%. Rayner, 1998; 2009) Ti%, LV E W [E i (fixation) &iH1T
(regression) 23734 FH N SLENB OFRIZ A TWDZEZ R T HHAEEN RS ChDH LS
NTWD, oL, 20X IR — T 12 7 227 BR TIA L LI 2Ro7eb DT, vl
—IAT 4T DI B BIRZ AT M TG LTI ENSE LT TE R, Fox DA
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