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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.


	This paper makes a meaningful contribution to understanding the relationship between menstrual disorders and women's work performance. It also provides a clear scope of study by describing various risk factors that cause menstrual disorders, including dysmenorrhoea and premenstrual syndrome. In general, findings from various countries show a consistent pattern, in which menstrual disorders are significantly associated with a decline in women's work performance, characterised by decreased productivity and increased absenteeism.
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	The abstract is quite comprehensive. However, I would suggest that the author add information regarding the inclusion criteria, particularly in relation to the female population that is the subject of the study, for example, by specifying the age range of women who are menstruating and actively working.
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	Yes, overall this manuscript is scientifically sound because it includes an abstract, introduction, clear systematic methodology using the Garrad matrix method, utilises the STROBE checklist, and includes a PRISMA diagram and synthesis table, searches for reputable data sources, presents a discussion and includes conclusions.
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	Yes, the references used are adequate and relevant to the topic of study. However, there are still several sources from 2001, 2009, and 2010, which can be considered outdated.
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