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The Implementation of Interconnection Modeling between
Learning Management System(LMS)
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Abstract

The educational exchange through e-learning is working very well in such case as develop e-learning,
development of various learning tools, cooperative practical use of e-learning contents, etc. However because
there were no considerations of LMS(Learning Management System) interconnection when each systems were
developed, the exchange through e-learning is starting to raise a problem. Hence in this thesis, this paper
presents designed model about efficient LMS interconnection through analysis case of exchange through
e-learning and deduce problem. In the first place essential part for is defied study such as lecture establishment
data, lecture data, user data, class data, student learning tracking to interconnection data, then constituted data
interconnection table used view by data interconnection process. By experiment result, the accessibility between
students and professors was more convenience, and decreased work process by less data exchange. Henceforth
there are researches in development of various essential parts for study, considered security of LMS
interconnection
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interconnection with LMS
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Fig. 3. Professors information interchange
interconnection with LMS
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Fig. 4. Component and structure of LMS
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