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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.


	STEM Education Research is crucial for the development of learning concepts, for the scientific community, and for the growth of innovation experiences because:

1. Aligned with the objectives of the National Education Policy on Innovation and the STEM Research Cluster

2. Cultivating critical thinking among researchers and students around STEM issues

3. Using ATL as a STEM method

4. A strong interest in STEM is the most influential factor in innovative learning.

5. The method of ATL is needed in STEM education to improve teacher capacity, modify curriculum, and facilitate learning infrastructure
6. Building a theory of learning innovation
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggestions about the title:

Cultivating critical thinking among students using ATL as a STEM method
	

	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 meets the rules of scientific writing. The abstract's writing structure describes the entire content of the manuscript. The researcher explains the purpose of the research, first stating the problem solved using quantitative methods and a survey. Data processing is also clearly explained so that the results serve as the basis for analysis and evaluation, leading to recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound because the researcher presents it well in a structured manner, starting with:

1. An introduction that outlines the problem, the background for continuing this research, and its objectives.

2. The sub-literature review should include perspectives from previous researchers on the concept of TAL learning in STEM to provide a more comprehensive analysis.

3. The researcher has explained the methodology with systematic

4. The analysis data is also clearly and comprehensively presented.

5. The researcher describes the status of ATLs from the perspectives of the ATL in-charges.

6. In the conclusion, the researcher also states the implementation and recommendations.
7. The literature used also overlaps.
	

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

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


	The script's grammar needs to be proofread first.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, researchers need to add a sub-discussion, namely "Literature review." Consequently, researchers adapt by adding literature to support the analysis.
Researchers need to pay attention to grammar.

In the conclusion, researchers should specifically mention the role of ATL in STEM learning.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were found in this manuscript
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