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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript addresses a critical and timely intersection between social-emotional learning (SEL), artificial intelligence (AI), and STEM education. With increasing interest in holistic educational approaches, the paper contributes to the growing discourse on how emotional intelligence and personalized learning can support academic equity, particularly in underserved populations. The exploration of AI as an enhancer of SEL in STEM contexts introduces practical insights and future directions valuable for educators, policymakers, and researchers. Its interdisciplinary nature makes it a meaningful addition to education technology and pedagogy literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is informative and mostly appropriate. However, it could be more concise. Consider this revision:

“Integrating SEL and AI in STEM Education: Enhancing Engagement and Conceptual Understanding”
	

	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 but overly long and somewhat repetitive. It could benefit from tighter structuring and clearer articulation of objectives, methodology, and key findings. Specific suggestions:

· Condense redundant points, especially those restated in similar terms.
· Clearly mention the methodology (e.g., survey-based study).
· Highlight key findings more explicitly.

Suggested removal/addition:
· Remove repeated ideas about equity and personalization.
· Add a clear sentence on what the authors actually did and discovered through their methodology.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound in concept and argument. However:
· It lacks clarity in methodology (e.g., sample size, survey tools, data analysis).
· Some claims would benefit from more robust empirical backing or detailed evidence (e.g., statements on AI improving emotional intelligence).
· It reads more like a conceptual review than a rigorous empirical study.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are a mix of recent (2021–2023) and slightly outdated works. While sufficient in number, several references do not appear to come from high-impact or peer-reviewed journals. Suggestions:
· Replace or supplement weaker sources with more authoritative, peer-reviewed articles.
· Include more recent studies on SEL, AI in education, and AR/VR implementation in STEM (especially post-2023).

	

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

	The language is understandable but not consistently scholarly:

· There are grammatical inconsistencies and awkward sentence constructions.
· Repetition and verbosity reduce clarity.
· The tone should be more formal and concise in some sections.

Suggested improvement:
· A thorough professional English language edit is recommended for clarity, cohesion, and academic tone.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript presents a compelling and timely topic with strong relevance to modern educational challenges. Its interdisciplinary focus on SEL, AI, and STEM is a major strength. However, the paper would benefit from substantial revision, particularly in the following areas:

· Clarifying research methods and findings.
· Condensing redundant language and improving academic tone.
· Strengthening citations with more scholarly and recent sources.

With these revisions, the manuscript could make a more rigorous and impactful contribution to the field of educational innovation.

This manuscript requires a major revision before it can be considered for publication. With targeted improvements, it has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the educational sciences community
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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