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	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.


	1-This manuscript provides valuable insights into the intersection of food safety knowledge, behavioral practices, and infrastructural challenges among university students living off-campus in Nigeria—a population often neglected in food safety research. 

2-By identifying the gap between theoretical awareness and practical food handling behaviors, the study highlights a critical area for public health intervention in low-resource academic settings. 

3-The findings contribute to global understanding of how environmental constraints, such as electricity and water shortages, influence foodborne illness risks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
Bridging the Gap Between Knowledge and Practice: Food Poisoning Risks Among Off-Campus Students in Abia State University, Nigeria"
	

	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.


	YEs
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its stated objectives. It applies a valid cross-sectional descriptive design, uses a well-structured questionnaire, and employs recognized statistical tools (SPSS and chi-square tests) to analyze associations between knowledge, practices, and demographic factors. The findings are consistent with the literature cited and align with established patterns in similar studies across developing countries.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes  the references are largely sufficient and recent, covering publications from 2019 to 2024, which ensures contemporary scientific relevance. The cited works include peer-reviewed journal articles and WHO reports, effectively supporting the study’s rationale, methodology, and discussion.

However, to further strengthen the manuscript, a few additional references could be added to deepen its international and contextual grounding  particularly in the areas of food safety behavior models, infrastructure-related food risks, and university student food safety education.
	

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


	Grammar and sentence flow:

Some sentences are long and could be simplified for clarity.

Example: “Despite growing concerns about foodborne illnesses in Nigeria, little research exists on students' knowledge and preventive practices in these settings.” → clear, but other sentences occasionally mix tenses or lack punctuation.

Repetition and redundancy:

The text sometimes repeats the same idea (e.g., “high awareness but poor practice”) in multiple sections. One concise statement would suffice.

Consistency in terms:

Use either “foodborne illnesses” or “food poisoning” consistently throughout the paper. Both appear interchangeably.

Formatting of tables and results:

Ensure table captions and in-text references follow a consistent academic style (e.g., APA, Vancouver, or journal-specific guidelines).

Minor typographical issues:

Occasional missing commas, unnecessary capitalization (e.g., “Food Safety”), and spacing around statistical values (e.g., write “p < 0.05” not “p<0.05”).
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