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Study on Learners” Interactive Analysis Model
and Its Application in e-Learning Space

ZHU Ke
(College of Education, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang Henan 453002)

[Abstract]| On the basis of instructional interaction model in distance learning, this paper proposes an
interactive analysis model in e—Learning space, including operation interaction, information interaction and
concept interaction. Moreover, the parameters of the model are measured. Then behavior data of learners in
some Normal University in e —Learning space are collected and analyzed through statistical analysis,
content analysis and data mining. Research results indicate that (1) the participation and engagement of
learners in e —Learning space are insufficient; (2) the level of concept interaction is low, and most
interactions center on concept negotiation and concept comparison; and (3) the model can be used to
predict learners” study results. Finally, the deficiency of the model and its future research orientations are
discussed.

[Keywords] e—Learning Space; Learners” Interaction; Interactive Analysis Model; Applied Research

( 42 )
System Structure and Function Evolution of E-learning Space
——Study on Connotation of e-Learning Space and Development of
School Education (2)

HE Xiangchun, GUO Shaoqing, ZHANG Jinliang, GUO Jiong
(College of Education Technology, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou Gansu 730070)

[Abstract] From the perspective of software system architecture, this paper introduces that e—learning
space is composed of three interrelated subsystems, namely digital educational resource, management and
decision, and communication and dialogue. After that, this paper analyzes the function evolution of those
three subsystems from the fusion effects of information technology driven by four key technologies, that is
computer network technology, mobile internet technology, big data analytics technology, and artificial
intelligence technology, which provides supports for further in—depth study of functional architecture of e—
Learning space and its features as well.

[Keywords] e -Learning Space; System Structure of E —learning Space; Function Evolution of e—

Learning Space; Internet Education
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