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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.


	I think this manuscript addresses a very important and under-researched topic. Menstrual health is often neglected in low- and middle-income countries, and the study highlights the serious microbiological risks associated with reusable sanitary pads manufactured under insufficient quality control. I like that the manuscript not only identifies contamination levels but also frames the findings in terms of public health, regulatory gaps, and socioeconomic implications. This is highly relevant for both the scientific community and policymakers in the field of global health. However, I feel that the study’s limited sample size and narrow scope (one manufacturer, only a few pathogens) somewhat reduce the generalizability of the conclusions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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 generally clear and well-structured, covering background, methods, results, and conclusions. I do see that some quantitative details (like exact contamination levels) could be presented in a more reader-friendly way rather than inserting scattered numerical notations that may confuse non-specialist readers. I also think the abstract could benefit from explicitly stating the sample size (number of batches and pads analyzed) in the methods section to give a better sense of study scale. Otherwise, it is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, I think the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, based on pharmacopeial microbiological testing standards, and the results are consistent with the methods. The discussion effectively links the findings to health risks and regulatory implications. That said, I feel that the study could have benefited from statistical analysis beyond descriptive reporting (e.g., confidence intervals, variance measures) to strengthen the validity of the conclusions. Also, the lack of antimicrobial resistance testing is a limitation that should have been more explicitly addressed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include both global and African studies, as well as key regulatory documents. Many are recent (2016–2021), though I think the authors could strengthen the literature review by citing more recent global standards or WHO/UN guidance documents on menstrual product safety, if available. One additional reference that may be useful:

· Van Eijk, A.M., et al. (2023). “Safety and acceptability of reusable menstrual products: A systematic review.” BMJ Global Health.


	

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


	I find the English quality clear and acceptable for scholarly communication. A few sentences in the results and discussion sections are overly long and could be broken down for clarity, but in general the manuscript reads well. Minor language editing for grammar and flow would improve the final version.
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