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Abstract
In this paper, we propose a dynamic shared comedessing
method based on DS©ynamic Shared Contéxtnodel, applied
in an e-collaborative learning environment. Firstlye present
the model. This is a way to measure the relevarteden events
and roles in collaborative environments. With thisthod, we
can share the most appropriate event informatiore&zh role
instead of sharing all information to all rolesancollaborative
work environment. Then, we apply and verify thistinegl in our
project with Google App supported e-learning cabiaive
environment. During this experiment, we comparedDethod
measured relevance of events and roles to manuasured
relevance. And we describe the favorable pointsnfrthis
comparison and our finding. Finally, we discuss duture
research of a hybrid DSC method to make dynamidafmation
shared more effective in a collaborative work eswment.
Keywords: Dynamical Shared Context, Relevant Information
Sharing, Computer Supported Collaborative Learn@§CW

1. Introduction

Everyone now recognizes that effective collaboratio
requires that each member of the collaborationivese
relevant information on the activity of his parteieihe
support of this relevant information sharing cotssief
models for formalizing relevant information, prosess for
measuring relevance, and indicators for preseméteyant
information. Various concepts and implementatiorfs o
relevant information models have been presentethén
areas of HCI and Ubiquitous Computing.

System Engineering (SE) is the application field oo
research activity. According to ISO/IEC 15288:2002
standard [1], designing a system-of-interest neg@s
processes which are grouped into technical propesgct
processes, etc. The system life cycle stages awided
by 11 technical processes.
Stakeholder Requirements Definition Process,
Design Process. They correspond to the left sid¢hef
well-known entity Vee cycle [2] which links the tedcal

processes of the development stage with the projaie

The first ones are the
the
Requirements Analysis Process and the Architectural

(described by the ISO/IEC 26702:2007 standard [Bhe
system architect plays a significant role during fystem
development. Despite description of different talskshas
to realize, there is a risk of lack of understagdai his
activity and of supporting the results of his sgste
architecture design, in a collaborative manner.

Hence, to improve collaboration between systemitects
and other designers, we have defined two scientific
objectives: 1) observing, studying and modeling dady
activity of system architect in order to producewne
knowledge and to propose an activity model which
describe his critical activity, and 2) facilitatimgoperative
activity of designers and system architects, inrowjng

the sharing of their work context [4].

Regarding the second objective, we conducted two
experiments in educational context (student prejéat a
course in digital factory):

« For the first experiment during spring semester9200
we developed and implemented a computational model
of relevant shared information (0-1 static modeg§sed
on an activity modelling using Activity Theory [B]
and a pre-acquisition of student interests, acogrdd
roles they would play in the proposed project.
Kaenampornpan and O’Neill [5] have built a context
classification model based on AT to define the
elements of context. Cassens and Kofod-Petersen [6]
have proposed the use of AT to model the context. B
extension of this work, we proposed a context model
consisting of subject context, object context, rule
context, community context, tool context and diwisi
of labour context (Figure 1).

« For the second experiment, by repeating the sap® ty

of project during spring semester 2010, based on

knowledge acquired from previous experience, we
developed and implemented a dynamic computational
model of relevant shared information (DSC model).
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firstly, how to capture and identify event attribsitof an
event when it is generated in the collaborativenieg
environment? Secondly, how to identify and evaluate
] Community\ role’s interest degree in the collaborative leagnin
environment, which means: what kinds of events bl
useful for him, and we can share these eventsrirgtion
to him? Thirdly, how to measure the relevance degre
between these roles and these events in the codiim
environment? In the following section, these steplsbe
explained in detail.

’ Division oflabour‘ ’ Tool ‘ ’ Object ‘ ’ Subject‘

-

Fig. 1: Context modeling based on Activity Theory

In this paper, we firstly present DSC methodolodyoh is

a technique to measure the relevance between eapdts
roles. Then, we apply this method in our collabgeat
environment project, and compare the related resuith

the results of manual-analyzing of the relevancelaAt,

we analyze the results of relevance measurememt, an
propose a new research direction to further imprines
relevance of calculation of information sharing teos.

3. Method of Research

Our research has been carried out with two stepsvin
years experiments:

e« Step 1: Context Factor collectiouring the first
experiment, we collected the context factors
according to our context model from all the
information of events.

2. Issue of this Research e Step 2. Relevance measurememuring this
experiment, we calculate the relevance dynamically
through the context factor, which represent the
event attribute.

Information technology has played an important ioléhe
higher education infrastructure, and E-learningtesys
make the education more and more flexible and ttoigs!
[7, 8]. Since learning is considered as a collafiea DSC is a generic extensible context awareness metho
activity, a variety of CSCL Gomputer Supported which includes simple but powerful and lightweight
Collaborative Learniny systems have been developed in mechanisms for the generation of relevant shared
order to have a more effective study performancghw information to the appropriate users. The concé@@$C
CSCL systems, students and teachers can perfortine@ill ~ is based on event attributes, roles’ interest degesd
activities in this virtual classroom environmentor f  relevance measurement. Relevance has been stodit f
instance, shared resources, disseminating knowledge  recent fifty years, and the general practice oévahce
information, discussing, and following the projes. analysis is to research or to analyze the relatipss
between events or entities. The relevance measigeooe
In E-learning systems, sharing and disseminatingiS @ quantitative result of the relevance analys# 15,
information among the students and the teacherseme  16]. In this paper, our method is based on conteodel
helpful and meaningful, such as learning resources,and relevance analysis (Figure 2). This method loan
questions, feed-backs, etc. However in most CScwdescried in three parts from left to right:
(Computer Supported Collaborative Wprksystems, e Part 1: Event capture and Role’s interests captline
sharing and disseminating information may cause a this part, we suppose that events could be predente
redundancy which has a bad influence on work andyst by text and we gathered them during the experiment.
performance [9, 10]. In our project, it is foundattthe Then we used Natural Language Processing tool to
redundant shared information will affect study mation capture the key words as our context factors. &imil
and performance. Therefore the elimination of the demonstration can be made for the role’s interest
redundant shared and disseminated information begom capture. By supposing that the role’s interestddccou
more and more crucial and important [11]. be presented by text, we captured them during the
ongoing of the experiment.
Measuring the relevance between events and raleh, as * Part 2: Relevance measuremebBretails of this part

what the information retrieval does, when thera iguery
[12, 13]. In present study, that measurement isathg to

do share more precisely, when an event occurs én th

collaborative learning environment. We need to fthd
most appropriate roles or users to share this ipesient

information. This problem is resolved in three step

are illustrated in the following paragraph.

Part 3: Relevantly shared informatiomhe measured
information will be shared by relevance with diéfat
role in order to reduce the redundancy of inforomati
shared.
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In this paper, we do not describe the first phak¢his

methodology, to focus on treatments carried out on

knowledge (events and interests of roles). Simplty the
automatic capture of events, during the cooperaoiwity
mediated by our environment, can be done autonfigtica
by an agent-based system [17, 18]. Indeed, ageams c
observe the work conducted in the environment am c
capture and record all
appearance.

Event
capture

Role’s
Interests
capture

Event
Attributes

Role’s
Interests
Degree

Relevantly
shared
information

Relevance
measurement

Context
model

>

-

Fig. 2: Methodology of modeling Dynamical Sharech@xt (DSC)

3.1. Context Modeling

events and their context of
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with |E| . total number of events in the corpus,

|{e: ¢l é| number of events wheoeappears.

With theselEF parameters ofCF, event attributes and
role’s interest degree will be presented in follogyi

3.2. Event Attributes Modeling

For an event, we need a parameter to speefy(Event
Attributes), which is a set of importance degre€Bfin a
specific event. Firstly, we defin€FF (Context Factor
Frequency) in equation (3) to present the probghdlf c;

in the total words appear in an event description o
presentation.

cff =

ank

wheren; is the number of occurrences of the considered
in an event\(Vis the sum of all the words in this event).

3

Then, we defindeW (Event Weight) oft; in equation (4),

In the presented model, contexts are used to clustewhich indicates the importance degreecofn a specific

information semantically. If we have a closer |catkthe

term context, Wang [19] defines a context as “any

information that can be used to characterize tlwatson of

entities in the collaborative space.” We propose a

conceptual model that classifies contextual infdroma
into 7 categories as expressed in equation (1):e Rol
context, Task context, Object context, Tool context
Requirement context, Community context and Evepety
context [5, 6, 20, 21, 22].

Context = {Role, Object, Tool, Requirement, Comuyini
Event_type} (1)

In each category, there are many terms to presest t
context characteristic. We define these terms Cis
(Context Factor)c; which can be a word, or a sentence. A
CF is used to synthesize and describe an event#tritr

a role’s interest degree. In our ca€&; is extracted by a
probability method from a specific collaborativealging
environment. We extract 60 CF from previous expentn
and we will use these CF in the next section.

Inspired from TF-IDF (Term Frequency - Inverse
Document Frequency) method [23, 24, 25, 26], wéndef

event.

ew = cff x ief, 4
Finally, EAis obtained as (5):
ea=(ew,ew,ew,..ew,) )

3.3. Role Interest Degree Modeling

A parameter presenting tiID (Role’s Interest Degree),
which represents the interest degreeCséf for a specific
role is needed. In the proposed method this can be
presented and evaluated BY. Firstly, we define role’s
REF (Relevant Event Frequency) in equation (6) to gpec
the probability of the events whecgappears in the total
number of events relevant with a role.

fe :c Oe}

ref. =
E|

(6)

with |Er| : total number of events in the corpus relative to

this role |{er -G Der}|: number of events relative to this

IEF (Inverse Event Frequency) as a measure of generafole wherec; appears.

importance of CF in a special corpus. Equation (2)
presents the general importancediCF):

E]

ief =log+———:
=l Og|{e:c|De}|

)

Then, RW (Role Weight) ofc; is defined in following
equation for a role, which specifies the importadegree
of ¢; for a specific role (7).

rw, =ref xief (7
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Finally, RID is obtained as (8):

rid = (rw,, rw,, rw,..rw, ) (8)

3.4. Context Relevance Measurement

The relevance measurement is realized by cosini&asiy

method [27, 28, 29] in (9). Relevant sharing isoacept

which describes the relevance of shared informatlon
considers that the relevance of shared informaisom

measurable and quantitative issue. In our opinibe,

relevance of sharing is the most essential motetof to

share information in the collaborative work. Oumds to

measure relevance between events and roles.

v, [V,
[veflv |

relevancéy,,v, ) = cosd =
©)
In practice, it is easier to calculate the cosifi¢he angle

between the vectorsd is the angle between event
attributes vector and role’s interest degree vector

The event attributes vector for evantan be built from
equation (10):

v, =[ew,.ew, ew,..ew,| (10)

The role’s interest degree vector fote r can be built
from equation (11):

v, =g, g, |

(11)

4. Experiment

In this section, we test the above method abowutating

Issue 5, September 2010

As shown in table 1, the students are divided thggoups
of 15 persons. Each group aims at designing amémge
system based on a concept which is different frioendane
of the other group. The two different concepts sffeanbly
system are firstly given to students at the begipmf the
project. Then, each group is organized in 3 detégms:
two teams are in charge of one sub-assembly (A1)
and the third one is in charge of the last subrabbke
(SA 4) and the whole assembly of the product. Ttero
sub-assembly (SA 3) is assumed to be provided by an
external provider.

Table 1: Project organization

Product Group 1 Group 2 Layer
SA1l Team 1 Team 1 L2
SA2 Team 2 Team 2 L2
SA3 External External L2

provider provider
SA 4 +product Team 3 Team 3 L2 +L1

The following roles are defined and assigned tamtea
members respectively:
* Team manager (TM): Responsible of the planning
and costs;

* Synthesis responsible (SR): Management of the
architecture and simulation of the assembly
system;

e Quality responsible (QR): Responsible of the
quality according to the requirement and standard;

Designer (DS),
member.

Common role to each team

According to the architectural Vee cycle [29],
identified two architectural layers. The top laygrl)
corresponds to the development of the whole assembl

we

the relevance degree between events and roles by agystem and the bottom layer (L2) corresponds to the

example from our project. In practice, we applysthi
method in our Google App collaborative learning vehi
helps to send the email and announce to the apptepr
receivers instead of all members in the projedyfa 3).

The project given to the students aims at desigring
assembly system following the lean manufacturing
principles, using the e-collaborative learning eowiment

to manage cooperation in groups and project. Tindiexd
product is a hydraulic motor composed of 4 sub+ablies
(SA). The inherent structure of this product impltee use

of the first three sub-assemblies to assembleatinetf sub-
assembly (SA 4) and then creates the final product.

development of the three sub-assembly systems.éd-iec
team in charge of the whole assembly of the prodaict
responsible of the top layer. From stakeholders
requirements, it defines the design requirementd an
architects the whole assembly system. Then it aléscto
the bottom layer a set of derived requirementse-sthib-
assembly systems must satisfy. Finally, the syighes
responsible of the bottom layer provide the asddtitres

of the sub-assembly systems which are then integyiiato
the whole assembly system by the synthesis redgensi
the top layer in order to provide a system whichifies
the synthesized stakeholders’ requirements.
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Fig. 3: lllustration of the e-collaborative leargienvironment used by the students: here, theqirtgader of Group 11 is currently editing the wofktem 6
(information will be forwarded by email to membefsGroup 11)

4.1. Context Modeling

In our case, we get 219 samples of recorded evaunth, as
email, message and question or notification. Tluesgext
factors are classified according to our context ehodnd
82 typical event examples are selected to meadwge t
relevance.

We take an example frofieamlof Groupl called Group
11. This event happened at the final step in the ptoje
cycle (Event 80, illustrate in Figure 4). Theeaml
Managerannounced their team’s layout situation in digital
factory relative to the other 2 team$eaml Manager
shared this information usually only with his team
members, but this is not a relevant sharing by mkanu
analysis. In this part, we measure relevance betvileis
event and all the roles Broupland compare calculating
result of relevance with another model realizecalsurvey
and manual-analysis of relevance. Finally, we discthe
meaning of results.

In this project, we calculated tHEF of all words in the
events samples by using equation (2), and we selaébe
64 highestEF as ourCF according to context model whic
are partially listed in table 2. ThéF here was selected
with context knowledge, not only with calculateuks.

Table 2: Inverse Event Frequency

CF IEF
1 1.4366926
2 0.83463261
3 0,46665582
4 0,95957134
64 0,83463261

4.2. Event Attributes Modeling

In table 3, we present the number of e@thappeared in
original description of this event example. Then @an
calculate theCFF by dividing it by the total words in event
by equation (3). There are 289 words in this eesample.

Table 3: Context Factor Frequency

CF CFF
1 0
2 0
3 0.00692042
4 0,00346021
64 0

h We present theEW of these context factors in table 4
calculated by equation (4).

Table 4: Event Weight
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CF EW
1 0
2 0
3 0,0031
4 0,0032
64 0

The event attributes can be obtained via equatigj (
ea=(0, 0, 0.0031, 0.0032,...... 0) (12)
Sequentially, we use the obtained event attribtdemake
the event attributes vectet by equation (13)
ve= [0, 0, 0.0031, 0.0032,...... 0] (13)
4.3. Role Interest Degree Modeling

The different rolesREF calculated by equation (6) is listed
in tables 5-7.

Table 5: Team1'’s roles Relevant Event Frequency

CF REF
™ QR SR DS1 DS2
1 0.15 0 0.1428| O 0
2 0.2 0,3333 | 0.1428| O 1
3 0.75 0,3333 | 0.7143| 0.6667 0
4 0.4 0,3333 | 0.1428| O 0
64 0.5 0 0.1428 | O 0

Table 6: Team2's roles Relevant Event Frequency

CF REF
™ QR SR DSs1 DS2
1 0 0 0 0 0
2 0.1333 | 0,1111| O 0.5
3 0.2667 | 0,1111 0
4 0,0667 | O 0 0 0
64 0,1333 | O 0 0 0

CF REF
™ QR SR DS
1 0 0 0
2 0 0 0
3 0.1 0.125 0 0
4 0 0 0
64 0 0.125 0 0

The RWof these context factors calculated by equatign (7VYrzsr= [0,0,0,0, ..., 0]

is listed in tables 8-10.

Table 8: Team1's Role Weight

CF RW
™ QR SR DS1 DS2

1 0,2155 | 0 0,2052| O 0

2 0,1669 | 0,4789| 0,1192] O 0,8346
3 0,3500 | 0,2782| 0,3333] 10,3111 O

4 0,3838 | 0,1556| 0,1370f O 0
64 0,4173 | O 0,1192| O 0

Table 9: Team2's Role Weight
CF RW
™ QR SR DS1 DS2

1 0 0 0 0 0

2 0,1915 | 0,0927| O 0 0,4173
3 0,2226 | 0,0927 0

4 0,6077 | O 0 0 0

64 0,1113 | 0 0 0 0

Table 10: Team3'’s Role Weight
CF RW
™ QR SR DS1
1 0 0
2 0 0 0
3 0,0467 | 0,0583| O 0
4 0 0 0 0
64 0 0,1043 | O 0

The roleTeam1Manager’s interest degree can be obtained
by (14):

ridrim= (0.2155, 0.1669, 0.3500, ..., 0.4173) (14)
The Teaml1lManager's interest degree is sequentially used
to make the role interest degree vector by equdfibh
vrim=[0.2155, 0.1669, 0.3500, ..., 0.4173] (15)

The same demonstration can be made to get othes rol
interest degree vectors, which are expressed iatiems
(16)-(28), respectively:

vrior= [0, 0.4789, 0.2782, 0.1556, ..., 0] (16)

Vrise= [0.2052, 0.1192, 0.3333, 0.1370, ..., 0.11927)

VT1ps1— [O, 0, 0.3111,0, ..., O] (18)
VT1DS2— [O, 08346, 0, 0, ey 0] (19)
V= [0, 0.1915, 0.2226, 0.6077, ..., 0.1113]  (20)
Vizgr= [0, 0.0927, 0.0927, 0, ..., 0] (1)

(22)

vrpsi= [0, 0,0, 0, ..., 0] (23)
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VT2DS2— [O, 04173, 0, O, veey O] (24) Model High Low High Low Low
V13m= [O, 0, 00467, 0, ey O] (25) Useq to No No No No No
Vraor= [0, 0, 0.0583, 0, ..., 0.1043] (26) sharing
Vr3sR= [0, O' 0, O, ey O] (27) analysis Yes No No No No
VT13ps= [O, 0, 0, O, ceey 0] (28)
Table 13: Teaml's roles Relevance
4.4. Context Relevance Measurement Relevance Team3 roles
T3M T3QR T3SR T3DS

With the above mentioned method, we developed a DSC 0.4129 0.2465| 0.2424| 0.0917
simulator which can calculate the relevance deheteeen Model High Low Low Low
this event and all the roles in this project. Tsiiswlator 0-1 Model 12 4 8 >

. . Low Low High Low
uses DSC model and 0-1 model (mentioned in the Used o
following). It can also show the highest relevanmembers sharing No No No No
with this event sample in red, and this is a slarin Manual Yes No No No
recommendation for the user, when they want toeskame analysis

information with others. The relevance measuremesuilts
are listed in tables 11-13.

A student survey conducted at the end of the projecl'
confirmed the interest and increasing relevance of
information they had received over the project pesged.

In this survey, we evaluated the students’ satisfacof
relevance information shared recommended by our DSE.
model. To further improve the relevance of inforimatto
deliver, we now have to work on a hybrid model that
combines the advantages of both models (TF-IDF inodes
and 0-1 model): a previous knowledge acquisitiopriari
interests expressed by the different roles), amtyreamic
calculation based on events captured by the envieoh
Our first action in this direction has been to depea tool
to trace and compare the two approaches (Figur@hi3.
tool allows one to follow step by step the evolntiof the
dynamic calculation of relevance of information rég for
different roles, and to establish where the dynamadel
TF-IDF is more efficient than the static model 0-1.

Table 11: Teaml'’s roles Relevance

Relevanc Teaml roles
e T1TM T10R T1SR T1DS1 T1DS2
DSC 0.7654 0.3141 0.4218 0.245¢ 0.0405
Model High High High Low Low
0-1 12 4 8 5 5
Model High Low High Low Low
Usedto |y Yes Yes Yes Yes
sharing
I\/Ianua_l Yes Yes Yes No No
analysis
Table 12: Team?2'’s roles Relevance
Relevanc Team?2 roles
e T2M T20QR T2SR T2DS1 T2DS2
DSC 0.4748 0.1224 0.1099 0.0551 0.0689
Model High | Low low Low Low
0-1 12 5 8 5 6

From these results, we conclude that:

Relevance measured by DSC model shows that this
event has high relevance withM, T1QR T1SR T2M,
T3M, which are the same shared results by manual
analysis.

In results from 0-1 model, some roles’ relevancads
coherent with the manual analysis shared situatiooh
asT1QR

In usually shared way, sharing information with gvhi
person is not accurate. By this sharing way, saoesr
have been missed, such B8M and T3M, some roles
have been shared with redundancy, sucild3S1and
T1DS2

Through this example, we find that DSC model cakera
reasonable relevance measurement between evembland
relative to the manual analysis of sharing, ands thi
application can make sharing more accurate anciesfti
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74 Relevance Processing V_0.1

To improve the relevance of information shared, ave
now working in two directions: 1) proposition ofhgbrid
model, combining acquisition of interests as thkegoof
actors, and dynamic capture of events occurringhin
course of a project, and 2) analysis of the releganf a
model based on a hierarchy ©F. This hierarchy could be

Event; 80

(Between 1 and 82)

DSC Modele 0-1 Modele

“Roles*™ =*DSC Model™ **0-1 Model**

Teaml_Manager: 07654 iz

Teaml_Quality Responsible: 0.3141 4
Team1 Synthesis Responsible: 04218 5 established by an expert before start of collabarat
Teaml_Designerl: 0.2456 5 projects.
Teaml_DesignerZ; 0.0405 5
Team2 M L 04784 12
e References
Team2_Cuality Responsible: 0.1224 5
fesnisyimes Rsposenlc:. | LMY B [1] ISO/IEC 15288:2002, "Systems engineering — Systiéen |
Team?2_Designerl: 0.0551 5 Cyc|e processes"’ 1SO 2002.
Team2_ DesignerZ:  0.0689 & [2] K. Forsberg, and H. Mooz, "The relationship of epst
Team3_Manager: 04129 5 engineering to the project cycle", in Proc. of tNEOSE
Team3_Quality Responsible: 0.2465 5 conference, 1991, pp. 5"7'65- . )
s By Respi " - [3] ISO_/IEC_: 26702:2007, "Standard for Systems Englng_eﬁ _
i i A Application and management of the systems engingeri
SR : process", 1ISO 2007.
[4] J. Peng, A.-J. Fougeéres, S. Deniaud, and M. FefheyE-
Fig. 4: Tool for tracking and calculating relevarméenformation to share Collaborative Learning Environment Based on Dynamic
Workflow System”, in Proc. of the 9th Int. Conf. on
Information Technology Based Higher Education and
Training (ITHET), Cappadocia, Turkey, 2010, pp.2Z38.
5. Conclusion [5] M. Kaenampornpan, and E. O’'Neill, "Modelling corttean
activity theory approach”, In Markopoulos, P., Eggé.,
E-collaborative learning systems have been devdidpe Aarts, E., Croeley,_ J.L., eds.:_Amblent_Intelllgen(Second
support collaborative learning activity, which makthe Egr%%‘;ag?z"g%%i”m on Ambient Intelligence, EUSB02
study more and more effective. Now we think thairiéng [6] J. Cassens, and A. Kofod-Petersen, "Using actiepry to

activity will have a better performance and effeetiess if
we can eliminate the redundant shared informaticthé e-
collaborative system. Therefore, we proposed an
implementation of DSC method supported by an ef7]
collaborative  learning system environment. This
environment can supply pertinent useful resourpesyose
appropriate workflow to realize project, share and
disseminate relevant information. ]

We have described an original methodology of DS@eho
to address the problem of shared redundancy
collaborative learning environments. In this method
context model are applied for preparing the DSC efingd.

A collective activity analysis approach (Activityh@ory)
allows us to build this context model. This phaseritical,
since the dynamic shared context model dependsisn t
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