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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 addresses a highly relevant and growing public health issue—drug abuse among university and medical college students—by exploring motivations and first encounters through a qualitative approach. The study provides in-depth insights into psychosocial, academic, and emotional factors influencing substance use, which are often underexplored in quantitative research. The inclusion of medical students as a distinct subgroup adds scientific value, as their academic pressures and exposure to pharmacology create unique vulnerabilities. Overall, the findings are valuable for educators, policymakers, mental health professionals, and public health researchers working on student well-being and substance abuse prevention.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the scope, population, and qualitative nature of the study.
No change is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly outlining the background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it would benefit from:
· Briefly mentioning the sample size (n=10).
· Explicitly stating the qualitative design (in-depth interviews and thematic analysis).
These minor additions would improve clarity without increasing length significantly.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The qualitative methodology is appropriate for exploring lived experiences and motivations related to drug abuse. The use of purposive sampling, in-depth interviews, thematic analysis, member checking, and ethical clearance strengthens the credibility and trustworthiness of the findings. The results are logically presented, supported by participant quotations, and well-integrated with existing literature in the discussion section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent studies up to 2023–2024. They appropriately cover global perspectives, medical students, and substance use normalization. No essential references are missing.
No additional references are required.
	

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

	The language is generally clear, academic, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic improvements are recommended, such as:
· Reducing repetition in the introduction
· Minor sentence restructuring for conciseness
These are minor editorial issues and do not affect the scientific quality.

	

	Optional/General comments

	· The chapter is well-organized and flows logically from introduction to conclusion.
· The qualitative quotes significantly enhance the richness of findings.
· The comparison between university and medical students is a notable strength.
· A brief subsection on implications for institutional policy could further enhance the chapter.
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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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