
Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview manuscript “Focused Ultrasound-Induced Neurogenesis Requires an Increase in Blood-Brain Barrier Permeability. 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,

Tiana Billy


Reviewer 1:
   1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 1 helpful or not.
 I found the comments of reviewer 1 very helpful. They told me how they think I could improve on adding a few things throughout the manuscript in order to tie every paragraph together and still contribute to the overall tone of the manuscript. Which is something I had trouble figuring out how to do by myself.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 1?
 I made slight changes such as defining terms better, elaborating on data interpretation, and adding a few sentences in each section that help tie the paragraphs together.

Reviewer 2: 
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 2 helpful or not.
The most helpful part about the comments made by this reviewer was in regards to the tiny details. They told me that I had tiny spelling errors and so on. This helped me tremendously because I probably never would have seen the tiny mistakes without someone pointing them out to me.

       2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 2?
 I changed the tiny things that were pointed out to me, such as changing hinder to hindered. I did this throughout the manuscript to make it clean and less choppy.

Reviewer 3:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 3 helpful or not.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The comments of this reviewer made me see that I worked from an assumption that was not true. This being that people would know what neurogenesis was without me defining it. And various other terms that I should not have assumed. They also helped me see that the facts were too overwhelming.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 3?
The changes I made were to the main body of the text. I defined terms better and I elaborated on the facts more thorough than I had before.

