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Table 1. Distribution of learners by grade and Ratio of
non—face—to—face classes in hybrid classes by subject type
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Fig. 1. Learner preference by subject type
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Table 2. Learner satisfaction with non—-face—-to—face and
face—to—face classes
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Fig. 2. Future expectations for face-to-face and
non-face-to-face mixed classes by grade
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