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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Overall, the manuscript helps bridge the gap between ambitious STEM reform frameworks and the realities of classroom enactment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the focus of the manuscript.
	

	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, coherent, and well-aligned with the content of the manuscript. It clearly states the purpose, conceptual framework, key findings, and implications of the review. The emphasis on mutual constitution of teacher and student roles and the inclusion of digital technologies and AI are particular strengths.
The abstract could briefly mention the timeframe and methodological nature of the review (e.g., “a synthesis of peer-reviewed literature from 2019–2025”) to enhance transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The arguments are well-grounded in recent peer-reviewed literature, and the conceptual claims are consistently supported by empirical and theoretical sources. The review methodology is clearly articulated, inclusion and exclusion criteria are appropriate, and limitations are transparently discussed. The synthesis demonstrates strong analytical rigor, particularly in linking teacher roles, student agency, discourse, and equity within an integrated system.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely up to date, with strong coverage from 2019–2025. The manuscript draws appropriately from high-impact journals in STEM education and related fields.
	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well-structured, and uses precise academic terminology. Only very minor copy-editing (if any) would be needed at the production stage, and there are no significant issues affecting clarity or readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written, theoretically robust, and makes a meaningful contribution to the field of STEM education. It is suitable for publication after minor refinements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study is a literature review based exclusively on previously published, peer-reviewed sources and does not involve human participants, animals, personal data, or intervention-based research. Ethical standards related to citation, transparency of methods, and limitations are adequately addressed.
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