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A Study on the Mode of Computer Text Input and
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Abstract: For better alignment with the curriculum and to prepare students for the challenges of
the 21t century, computer-based writing was introduced in the assessment of written
interaction skills in national examinations. Part of the Singapore pre-university GCE H2 Chinese
Language and Literature examination (Reading Comprehension and commentary component)
was changed from pen-based assessment to computer-based assessment since 2016. This paper
shares some key findings of a research study on students’ performance and experiences in
computer text input and pen-based writing. Preliminary results revealed that students’
performance in computer text input was comparable to that of pen-based writing. Feedback from
students also showed that with the use of technology, they were able to better organize their
responses and elaborate their ideas during the examination. In general, students and teachers
reported positive experiences in the use of computer text input in assessment.
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(Comparison of Performance between CBT & PBT)
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(Cross-tabulation of PBT & CBT)
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(A summary of band change distribution)
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(Frequency distribution of the Absolute Mark Difference between
CBT and PBT marking modes)
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