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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript presents a relevant study on the Atal Tinkering Labs (ATLs) initiative, which is a significant topic within the context of STEM education and the National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 in India. The effort to evaluate the status of these labs across the Western Region is commendable and holds potential value for policymakers and educators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive. However, please address the following: 
i. The acronym "MOU" appears in the abstract without definition. Please spell it out or clarify it for context.

ii. Please write "National Education Policy" in full in the keywords section rather than using the acronym "NEP."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, please address the following: 
i. Inconsistency: The usage of "ATLs" is inconsistent throughout the text. It alternates between the abbreviation and the full form ("Atal Tinkering Labs") randomly. Please define the abbreviation at the first instance and use it consistently thereafter.
ii. Numbering System: Please convert the Indian numbering system (e.g., "16 lakh") to the formal international numbering system to cater to a global readership who may be unfamiliar with South Asian numbering conventions.
iii. Statistical Rigor: The data analysis relies exclusively on percentages. A purely descriptive percentage analysis is considered weak. I strongly recommend incorporating descriptive statistics to provide a more robust interpretation of the data. Specifically, please calculate and report the Mean (M) and Standard Deviation (SD) for the Likert-scale items or continuous variables. This will allow for a more meaningful comparison between the states and demographic groups than simple percentages can provide.
iv. Instrument Validity and Reliability: The manuscript lacks crucial details regarding the quality of the research tools. 

v. Expert Validation: The abstract states that the questionnaires were "validated by various experts," yet the Methodology section fails to identify who these experts were. Please clarify the number of experts and their fields of expertise. 
vi. Reliability Statistics: There is no mention of the reliability of the self-developed questionnaires. Please calculate and report the reliability coefficients. 
vii. Data Presentation: Currently, the manuscript utilizes an excessive number of tables to present simple data. This disrupts the flow of reading. Please condense these findings. 
viii. Sampling Description: There is a significant disconnect between the abstract and the methodology section. The abstract mentions "stratified random sampling," yet Section 4 (Methodology) fails to elaborate on this technique. You must detail the sampling frame, how the strata were defined (urban/rural), and the selection process within the main text to ensure replicability.
ix. Educational Implications: The manuscript currently presents data without sufficient pedagogical context. You need to explicitly address the implications of the study. 
x. Future Directions: The paper ends without providing a roadmap for further research. Please add a discussion on the future direction of the study. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.  
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