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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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1. Yes.  The study concluded that LMS has improved the academic performance of a student 
of the Department of Computer Science at Federal Polytechnic Kaura Namoda Zamfara State 
Nigeria. Their scores were higher than they were before, and at the same time, the duration 
of the study had also improved significantly. They now understand why studying is 
academic and collaborative. This is an important motive for demonstrating its practical 
contribution through the recommendations concerned with developing the education 
mechanism in the academic field 
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