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Integrating Inputlog and Screen Recorder; New Research Insights
Into the EFL. Writing Process
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Abstract; Research into the EFL writing process has yet to be quantified due to the limitations of previous research

tools. Along with the wide use of computer, writing has shifted from traditional pen-and-paper writing to keyboard

writing, availing us of an opportunity to study this process from a large scale. This article first introduces Inputlog 4.0

Beta and then presents a case study of two EFL writers to demonstrate how Inputlog can be combined with Camtasia to

inform our understanding of the cognitive processes in EFL writing both quantitatively and qualitatively.
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