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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.


	This manuscript is vital for the scientific community as it led credence on innovative educational technologies to enhance learning in primary education. The article when published could boost better understanding of innovative educational technologies in primary education. There is no any other better time than now for the paper to be published. 
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2. Diagram of Conceptual and Theoretical Framework of the study could boost the paper
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	The author made good effort in the article
The manuscript is timely as it provides better understanding on innovative educational technologies in primary education to enhanced learning, equity and teacher-led driven change.
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