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Smart Campus: The Developing Trends of Digital Campus

HUANG Ronghuai ZHANG Jinbao HU Yongbin & YANG Junfeng

( Faculty of Education Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China)

Abstract: Campus is a place to educate people to promote social and individual development. With the development
of digital campus smart campus has become very important in the process of embedding information technology in ed—
ucation. By analyzing the origin concept and characteristics of digital campus we propose that smart campus s the
high level of digital campus. We then propose the five key technologies to support the construction of smart campuses:

learning scenario recognition and environment awareness campus mobile internet technology social networking tech—
nology learning analytic technology digital resources organization and sharing technology.

Key words: social informatics; digital campus; smart learning environment; smart campus
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An Analysis of Online Learning Behaviors and lts Influencing
Factors: A Case Study of Students’Learning Process in Online
Course " Open Education Learning Guide" in the Open University
of China

WEI Shunping

( Institute of Open and Distance Education Open University of China Beijing 100039  China)

Abstract: According to the yearly online instruction examinations by the Open University of China and several online
colleges the time students spend on online learning is low in general. As existing research shows two important exter—
nal factors of digital resources and learning support service can influence students”learning time in online learning. In
this paper the author describes behavior characteristics of online learning which has low learning time input and an—
alyzes the internal factors influencing online learning time input through data mining. The author chose an online
course " Open Education Learning Guide" learning process for the case study collected the logging data resource vis—
iting data and formative tests data and discovered some basic online learning behavior characteristics and its influen—
cing factors.

Key words: online learning; behavior characteristics; influence
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