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	I will present three main review points for this manuscript, which generally include all the observations that I deem necessary to consider because they may affect the quality of the manuscript. These points are:
1- The first point concerns the systematic and experimental design of the study. The study relied heavily on the agar disc diffusion test to evaluate disinfectants and sanitizers. This method is considered inadequate for liquid disinfectants as it does not accurately reflect their effectiveness in practice. Furthermore, the sample size was small and heterogeneous, and the study did not provide justification or calculation of the test's power. Therefore, this may limit the robustness and generalizability of the results.
2- The second point is that there is a weakness between the results and their practical and clinical significance. The study indicated that disinfectants are only effective when the concentrations recommended by the manufacturer are exceeded and the contact time is increased to between 10 and 20 minutes. These conditions are unrealistic and impractical for routine healthcare practices. The study did not address safety or toxicity, and these results may affect infection control methods.
3- The final point I would like to mention is that there is a weakness in data interpretation and statistical conventions. Although the researcher used GraphPad Prism software, inferential statistical analysis is absent from the study. Specifically, the p-value, confidence intervals, and comparative tests between disinfectants are missing. The results are mostly limited to descriptions and claims of effectiveness or resistance without addressing standardized interpretive criteria for disinfectant sensitivity. This may reduce the scientific accuracy and interpretability of the findings.
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