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Study on Teaching Practice of Integrative STEM Education in American Schools
YANG Yaping CHEN Chen

Abstract: Advocates of more integrated approaches to primary and secondary school STEM education
argue that teaching STEM should be in a more connected manner. This manner can enhance motivation for

learning and improve student interest, achievement, and persistence. This paper may sort out the theory and
practices of integrated STEM education in primary and secondary schools in the U.S., including the definition
and characteristics of STEM education, the high-quality integrated STEM teaching principles, pedagogical
approaches, and contents of integrative STEM activities, which can bring us some enlightenment.
Keywords: primary and secondary schooling Integrative STEM Education; teaching practice
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