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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.


	The manuscript introduces a structured and timely model that will be effective in combining predictive accuracy and explainable decision-making in the analysis of student performance. The integration of both cognitive and generative explanation is of practical value especially in real world applications of learning education where deciphering is a must. All in all, the research is well-constructed, well-written, and contributes significantly to the body of knowledge in the area of educational data mining and explainable AI.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is usually quite apposite but is too long and idea-packed and this can inhibit clarity and impact. suggests that the title should be made shorter like “A Cognitive-Generative Explainable AI Framework to predict student performance”.
	

	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 includes the presented issue, methodology, and findings in a very descriptive way, but it can be improved by stating the innovation of the presented cognitive-generative framework in comparison to the already available XAI techniques. Further decreasing of technical elaboration and increased focus on the educator-oriented interpretability would enhance clarity and impact as well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically accurate, methodologically valid, and demonstrates an acceptable combination of truthful forecasting and explainable decision wisdom.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references used is sufficient but it could be enhanced with the current research on explainable learning analytics and human focused XAI (e.g., refs. [29]–[34]) to make it more up-to-date and scholarly complete with the addition of the DOI links where possible. The inclusion of these publications after 2021 will bring the study closer to the present developments of explainable and reliable AI in education.
· F. Arrieta et al., “Explainable Artificial Intelligence (XAI): Concepts, taxonomies, opportunities and challenges,” Information Fusion, vol. 58, pp. 82–115, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.inffus.2019.12.012
· A. Khosravi et al., “Explainable learning analytics: A review,” Computers & Education: Artificial Intelligence, vol. 3, 2022. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.caeai.2022.100060
· Y.-S. Tsai, P. Brusilovsky, and D. Gašević, “Explainable AI in education: A systematic review,” Educational Technology & Society, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 1–17, 2023.
· European Commission, “Ethics Guidelines for Trustworthy Artificial Intelligence,” 2022. https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/ethics-guidelines-trustworthy-ai
	

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


	Yes, the tone and language of the article is usually appropriate to academic communication.

Nevertheless, some small grammatical problems, repetitive wording, and a few clumsy sentence structures should be edited to make them more clear, concise, and generally more academic
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a properly formatted and timely framework that is useful in a combination of predictive accuracy and explainability in the analysis of student performance. The suggested cognitivegenerative framework is well-defined, experimentally-tested, and informative to the research of explainable educational data mining.
The manuscript presents a well-structured and timely Cognitive–Generative framework with strong experimental results and clear motivation for explainability in educational analytics. Minor revisions are suggested to further strengthen generalizability claims, clarify the novelty over existing XAI approaches, and refine language consistency in a few sections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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