Dear Editor,
Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview manuscript “Assessment of the Protective Effectiveness and Memory Immune Response of a One-Dose Hepatitis A Vaccination in Nicaraguan Children”. To address the concerns and comments raised by the three 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.

Reviewer 1:
1. I found the comments of this reviewer to be very helpful. They gave me advice on grammar errors and tense that helped me to improve the quality of my paper. 
2. The reviewer left comments about how I spoke from the first person perspective in certains areas of my manuscript. I went into my paper and fixed these issues and also found other areas in which I removed or altered any sentences from which I had written in first person. I also went through and found the grammatical errors the reviewer had found and fixed them.

Reviewer 2: 
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]I found the comments of this reviewer very helpful as well. They also pointed out grammatical errors and run-on sentences. They also gave me advice on citing and in-text citations.
2. This reviewer left comments about how I had a few phrases in my manuscript that should be re-worded or taken out such as “Because of” and “lack of”. I wouldn’t have thought to change these, so that was helpful. I always forgot to put in in-text citations and this reviewer noticed that and gave me advice of formatting with citations.

Reviewer 3:
1. This reviewer gave me rather minimal advice. Although, not much advice was given there was one point they gave me that helped improve the quality of my paper. The pointed out that my transition from one article to the next was not very clear. 
2. The advice this reviewer gave me about transitions helped me to improve my paper. I went in and more clearly separated my information from the two research articles and made it flow better. 
