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	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.


	Manuscript highlights the value of including STEM students in research and innovation, this article is significant to the scientific community. It provides helpful information about teaching methods that can motivate and equip the upcoming generation of engineers, and scientists.
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	1- conceptual framework is missing moreover, underpinning theory is not discussed how engagement categorizes: motivational, social, behavioural, and cognitive are chosen. Provide a strong rationale for their selection.
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How it is claimed that “Interestingly, a large significant positive association occurs with social engagement showing that students with certain learning styles—particularly Reading/Writing learners—engage more actively in social discussions and collaborative work “although preferred learning style are not individually measured.
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