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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.


	It is a common misconception in both Nigeria and India that highly educated individuals, such as professors, naturally take good care of themselves. This study is significant because it demonstrates that, despite their extensive knowledge of illnesses, lecturers are really neglecting their own physicals because of their demanding schedules and exorbitant expenses. It emphasizes that being "book smart" about health is insufficient and that colleges must take action by offering free health examinations on campus. This research contributes to the scientific community's understanding of the practical challenges that prevent professionals from seeking medical attention until it is too late.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is okay, but it sounds a bit like a heading.

· Suggested Title: Knowledge and Practice of Routine Health Checkups: A Study of Academic Staff at Abia State University
	

	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, it covers all the main points.

· Suggestion: You should mention the exact months when you did the survey. Also, mention if you picked the 277 people randomly or just whoever was available (Convenience Sampling).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Using the Taro Yamane formula to find the sample size (277) is a good, standard method. The Chi-square test used to check if age or gender affected the results is also correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite good and recent (many from 2020 to 2025). This shows your work is up-to-date.
	

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


	The English is clear and professional. Just a few small things:

· Instead of saying "Ethical clearance was gotten," use "Ethical clearance was obtained."
· Make sure you use "checkup" or "check-up" the same way throughout the paper.
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