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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This manuscript provides timely evidence on how menstrual disorder affects women participation and productivity in the workplace, this is an area which gets less attention in wide relevance. By bring up global data together it clarifies how various symports can affect women. This research promotes more equitable and supportive work environment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, However it could changed to review study or systematic review
	

	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.


	Author must include a sentence about research gap.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically sound however, some limitation are there that can be added in the script; including predominance of cross-sectional studies, variation in definitions of menstrual disorders and work outcome. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes just fix the citation.
	

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


	Yes after few correction that are mention. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Check all the citation make sure they are in same format.

2. In the method section for the abstract and for the main body, could you clarify how the research question was developed and what specific gap in the literature this review aimed to address?

3. Your report associations between menstrual disorder and work outcome, but you didn’t mention explicitly state: “overall the evidence supports the hypothesis that menstrual negatively impact workforce participation.” Suggestion: Include a sentence synthesizing all the finding directly answer your revies question.

4. In the discussion section, Mental health intersection is briefly mentioned (depression/stress), but more discussion integrating psychological factors into intervention could strengthen the review.

5. No mention of economic cost or workplace policy changes in high income vs low-income setting, which would make finding more actionable. 
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