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Limitations and Further Research

Limitations
The study does not take into consideration the characteristics of the instructor and
student (personalities, attitudes, emotional intelligence)

The study does not take into consideration the field of study, its ease or difficulty in
grasping the concepts, the interests of the students, the expertise of the instructor

The study does not take into consideration if the students have taken the instructors’
classes before this course.

Future Research

Focusing on Developing a quasi-experimental study-to control for multiple individual
and contextual characteristics related to student-teacher email communication
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