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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
The manuscript entitled “DETERMINATION OF ANTI-PSEUDOMONAL ACTIVITIES OF 

COCOA (Theobroma Cacao) POD HUSK USING TIME-KILL-TEST AND AGAR-WELL 
DIFFUSION TECHNIQUES” is highly relevant for publication in Journal of Advances in Medical 
and Pharmaceutical Sciences, due to the importance of the topic addressed. However, for the 
publication of the manuscript, it is essential to revise it, in order for it to improve. Thus, below are 
suggestions and comments: 
          1 - The abstract of the manuscript is partially presented in the structures requested in 
“Guideline for Authors”. The abstract must contain the following sections: Aims, Presentation of 
Case, Discussion and Conclusion. Therefore, it is necessary for authors to correct the sections 
presented in the abstract. In addition, in order to reduce the size of the manuscript, authors are 
asked to present the abstract section followed by a colon and the text, as shown in the example 
taken from the guide for authors: 
“Aims: Here clearly write the aims of this study. Sample: To correlate platelet count, splenic index 
(SI), platelet count/spleen diameter ratio and portal-systemic venous collaterals with the 
presence of esophageal varices in advanced liver disease to validate other screening 
parameters.”  
         2 - It is suggested that the authors number the sections for a better presentation of the 
manuscript, starting with the INTRODUCTION with section 1, as well as the other sections 
presented (MATERIALS AND METHODS, DISCUSSION...). Regarding the REFERENCES 
section, it is requested that it be written in capital letters as it was done for the other previous 
sections. 
         3 - About the image that demonstrates plate 1, the authors are asked to change part of the 
title. Instead of Plate1 being written Fig.2, since the image presented by the authors is primarily 
classified as a figure.  
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

        
 
  1 - The “Authors' Contribution” section is highly encouraged. Therefore, it would be appropriate 
for authors to add this section to the end of the manuscript. As per the guide for authors, the 
following wording can be used: “‘Author A’ designed the study, performed the statistical analysis, 
wrote the protocol, and wrote the first draft of the manuscript. 'Author B' and 'Author C' managed 
the study analyses. ‘Author C’ managed the bibliographic searches... All authors read and 
approved the final manuscript.” 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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