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4- The research is very interesting, addressing some difficulties detected post-pandemic,
which reveal the need for teachers to implement innovative strategies that motivate students
to actively participate in classes, which can promote understanding of the topics covered.

In addition, in the face of what was experienced in times of pandemic where the availability
of connectivity favoured the teaching and learning of the different disciplines, it makes it
necessary for it to be a priority to strengthen .The authors recognize weaknesses in the
work such as the number of educational institutions analyzed, which would be interesting to
expand, together with the consideration of a greater number of variables.
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