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Abstract

It is applying the various learning contents to improve leamner’s studying desire and effect in E-Learning system. In
this learning contents, there are text, animation, sound and picture etc. But, multimedia leaming contents which has big
file size need much transmission service times. In this paper, I proposed a scheduling technique of LMS to be faster and
service efficiently the multimedia learming contents which was managed and processed it in LMS. For this purpose, I used
message and scheduler at LMS. While learning was processed, it saved the result information of leaming contents request
to LMS. In this case, if the learner request learning contents request, it could be possible to support the learning contents
efficiently to use leaming contents information in LMS without connecting to LCMS. As application result of this
techniques, at the first learning course, existent techniques displayed faster learning contents service than proposal
techniques. But the more learning process, proposal technique is faster service than existent.
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Table 1. Learning contents of example system.
Zelx H3E #Y a7 N
1 203 MB 1
2 136 MB 1
TR 3 114 MB 1
4 390 MB 1
A 4
1 23 KB 1
2 17 KB 1
3 20 KB 1
4 22 KB 1
. 5 o1 KB 1
6 19 KB 1
7 25 KB 1
A 7
1 34 MB 1
2 31 MB 1
a0 3 24 MB 1
&2 7 4 40 MB 1
5 2.1 MB 1
A 6
1 2 KB 3
2 3 KB Y/
HAE 3 4 KB 2
T 4 5 KB 2
5 7 KB 1
A 10
Z 2 EFsUE *4Md
Table 2. Construction of learning contents.
3 1 Sdx W3E Ry
el 5P = a9 A | ZYA | Bapx
HoE & &G | EFE)
1 5 7 1
2 4 1 4 4.06
3 1 1 13.83
4 3 4 3 2.28
5 4 6 5 2.35
6 2 4 761
7 1 3 1 383
3 3 5 2 379
9 2 2 9.09
10 1 2 3 8.34
A 56.18
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