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What is the best standard
for assessing the dimensions
"Digital learning materials™'
and ""Public information"'?
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RESEARCH QUESTION / GOAL

Is it possible to evaluate the quality of the e-learning process-oriented, in particular for the dimensions "digital learning materials" and "public information" with a single specification for each
dimension, at any geographical point of the world and that can be applied internally in universities?
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PARTIAL KEY CONCLUSIONS

1. All find dimensions are necessary for evaluate the quality of e-
learning2 process-oriented

2. With the results of this questionnaire, a tool was built (with
percentages) for each dimension
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