Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview manuscript “An analysis of the roles of reactive oxygen species and RBOHD in Arabidopsis immune response”. To address the concerns and comments raised by the 3 reviewers, I made the following changes to improve and clarify the manuscript. It is my hope that these changes make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology.

Sincerely,

Emma Philbin

Reviewer 1:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 1 helpful or not.
	I found the comments of Reviewer 1 to be very beneficial when improving the final draft of my Microreview. Reviewer 1 mentioned that the information cited in the “Recent Progress” section needed more information in order to support the argument and that some clarification would improve the manuscript.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 1?
 With that in mind, I added an explanation in the “Recent Progress” section to clarify any points that were confusing to the reader.

Reviewer 2: 
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 2 helpful or not.
I found the comments of Reviewer 2 to also be very beneficial when improving my final draft. Reviewer 2 noted that the topic I wrote about may be difficult to comprehend given its complexity. However, they also mentioned that this weakness is “insignificant” given the thorough explanations provided on the topics. 
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 2?
	Taking these comments into consideration I tried to clarify each section of my Microreview in order make it easier to comprehend.

Reviewer 3:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 3 helpful or not.
I found the comments of Reviewer 3 to be beneficial when improving my final draft given that the comments made were similar to Reviewer 2’s. Reviewer 3 noted that the paper might be “difficult to follow” if the reader does not possess a background in biochemistry or immunology.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 3?
	Given these comments, I tried to simplify each section in order to help the reader comprehend the information.
