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,
Rachel Martin

Reviewer 1:
1. Reviewer 1 stated that they saw no changes that needed to be made to factual correctness or clarity. The only thing they did suggest changing, while I did not agree with it, was to consider slightly changing the title of the manuscript.
2. The comment of reviewer 1 to change the word “the” in the title to “through” was not implemented into my manuscript because the wording of the title states what the manuscript will be discussing. The main point of the article was to understand how the data analyses should be interpreted, as well as to provide some data. Altering the words of the title even slightly from what they already are would not give the audience a better understanding of what the manuscript discusses, therefore the title remained unaltered.
Reviewer 2:
1. Reviewer 2 said there were no errors found in relation to relevance/importance and clarity. Though I did not agree with their comment to add the researches’ names along with the title, they did point out a typo/font size error that was fixed to help the quality of my manuscript.
2. The comment the reviewer made to edit the font size of a word in the third paragraph was a minor error that I did not catch prior to this comment, so I fixed this error. I did not add the researches’ names along with the title because I pulled all of the information from three different sources, and that would be too much information for a title.
Reviewer 3:
1. There were no comments regarding improvements for the factual correctness and the relevance/importance. They did suggest to define more terms so there is a better understanding of what all is being discusses. This tip helped elevate the overall quality of my manuscript.
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]To help the reader better understand the manuscript, I elaborated more and defined some terms that I could see some people struggling to understand, or that might not be too common. This tip was implemented to help improve the clarity of the manuscript.
