Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview “Understanding the antibiotic resistance data analyses”. 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,
[bookmark: _GoBack]Rachel Martin


Reviewer 1:

1. Reviewer 1 stated that they saw no changes that needed to be made to factual correctness or relevance/importance. They did suggest to check the wordiness of some sentences to make the manuscript flow easily. This tip helped me to improve the overall quality of my manuscript.
2. The comment of reviewer 1 to change the minor wordiness was very helpful. I fixed this issue throughout my manuscript with run-on sentences that made it easier to read. There were a few sentences throughout the manuscript that had this minor issue, so this was helpful for the overall clarity of my manuscript. 

Reviewer 2: 

1.  While I did not agree with all of the comments made by reviewer 2, I did find their point of discussing the issue of doctors over-prescribing medication as something that could help the relevance of my manuscript. 
2. The comment that reviewer 2 made about the relevance of doctors over-prescribing antibiotics was beneficial. I added it to the discussion portion to add to the overall relevance of this issue. It really ties all of the research together to realistic issues that all people are able to understand. Reviewer 2 suggested to add statistics of the prior research that was proven wrong, but I had already included those statistics in my introduction paragraph. To not sound repetitive, I did not implement this suggestion into my manuscript.

Reviewer 3:

1. While I did not agree with the amplitude to which reviewer 3 addressed some issues, I did find their suggestion of a minor in-text citation correction to be helpful. I also considered their proposal to reconstruct some sentences to help the overall clarity. 
2. The comment of the in-text citation in the introduction section was fixed to avoid plagiarism. I did reconstruct a few sentences that could be broken down into simpler, easier to read sentences. I disagreed with reviewer 3’s comment that the majority of my manuscript needed to be rewritten due to clarity issues because my writing fellow, nor did the other 2 reviewers see this necessary. 
