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Supplementary Table 1. Risk of bias for the observational studies.
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Supplementary Table 2. Pairwise comparison of menstrual absenteeism by pain severity groups.

Pain Severity Groups Compared 0Odds Ratio (OR) 95% Confidence Interval (CI) p-value
Severe vs. Moderate 4.86 3.25t07.28 <0.0001
Severe vs. Mild 5.76 3.89t0 8.53 <0.0001
Moderate vs. Mild 1.19 0.83t0 1.71 0.342
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