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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	This manuscript tackles a significant gap in research on learning analytics, specifically addressing actionable (or actionable) data. While learning analytics has become popularized, there has still not been a synthesized body of evidence in the literature on how educational data are used to inform pedagogical and institutional decision making. By reviewing studies across educational levels and methodological types, this review provides perspectives useful for researchers, practitioners, and policy actors who aim to use data to inform teaching. The paper makes an important contribution to the field, both because of its theoretical depth and thematic clarity; it will be a helpful resource for advancing the discussion on how to enact analytics responsibly and effectively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate, specific, and reflective of the content of the paper. No changes are necessary.
	

	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 thorough and encapsulates the study.

It provides brief context, methods, and conclusion, which adds utility to readers assessing relevance.

You may suggest explicitly stating educational levels (e.g., "higher education and K–12") for clarity of scope.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses PRISMA-ScR methodology, which is appropriate for a scoping review, and defines the inclusion/exclusion criteria for the review carefully. The manuscript includes tables to support the synthesis of themes and features a balanced consideration of empirical and conceptual literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All references are mostly sufficiently up to date, and they are mostly within a 5-10 year timeframe.

One possible way to strengthen the ethical considerations is to cite new work on ethical uses of data in learning analytics such as Buckingham Shum (2024), or some of the recent work around IEEE policy.
	

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


	The language is of good scholarly quality.

However, the manuscript is lengthy, and some paragraphs (especially in the Discussion section) could be more concise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Improvements could be made in tightening the discussion, visual representation of results, and minor clarifications in the abstract.
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