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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript assessed factors which influenced drug use in undergraduate and medical students. Interestingly and relevantly, differences in rationales for drug use emerged between both groups, with college-level students claiming anxiety, stress and social awkwardness while for medical students, managing emotional burden and profession-specific anxieties were determining factors. Gaining awareness about these distinctions can create more effective anxiety-management and drug-prevention interventions for these populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title: “Drug Abuse Among University and Medical College Students regarding Motivations and First Encounters: A Qualitative Study” is suitable for the article, being both accurate and appropriately descriptive of the nature of the study.

	

	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 suitably worded and comprehensive. I have no particular suggestions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. Proper ethical considerations and qualitative methodology for the thematic analysis were undertaken.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Reference #11 is lacking date and editorial information. Journal titles may need to be italicized. The section should be reviewed for appropriate formatting. 

In terms of quality, the references are sound and mostly recent, though some are over 5 years old. More recent studies can corroborate any innovations or update any discussions regarding those phenomenons.
	

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

	
Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication. No grammatical or language issues were detected during this review, but the author should review the paper for any odd mistakes.
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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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