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Abstract: Student Engagement/Involvement refers to the investment of physical and
psychological energy in various objects. Involvement has both quantitative and qualitative
features. The extent of a student’s involvement in academic work can be measured quantita-
tively and qualitatively. The effectiveness of any educational policy or practice is directly re-
lated to the capacity of that policy or practice to increase student involvement. The theory
provides clues for designing more effective educational programs for students.
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