[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Editor 


	In this enclosed modified version of my Microreview manuscript over Neoteny. To address the concerns and comments raised by 2 reviewers, I made the following changes to improve and clarify the manuscript. It is my hope these changes make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreview in Cell and Molecular Biology. 

Sincerely

Chanti Walker



Reviewer 1: 
	The comments from reviewer 1 were very helpful. Once re-read over the manuscript I was able to find the grammatical errors and the places hard to read which the reviewer 1 mention I needed to fix. 
	2.  The reviewer 1 mentions that I had a few misspelled words, punctuation errors and a few words missing. Once I review my manuscript I went through again with spell check to make sure everything was spelled correctly then I noticed that some of my sentences were run-on. I broke up the run-on sentences into two sentences, which helped with the clarity of the manuscript. Each part the Reviewer mention I lacked in I changed in the manuscript, which helped with understanding of my manuscript. 


Reviewer 2:
	1.  The comments in Reviewer 2 were somewhat helpful. Although I didn’t agree fully with what reviewer 2 I took in consideration. Some of the errors Reviewer 2 mentions were similar to Reviewer 1. The Reviewer 2 mention that there was a lack of connection between certain statements, I did not agree with this comment. Each statement tied into each other there was a reason on why certain subjects were mention. 
	2.  The changes I made to the manuscript were breaking up run-on sentences and spell checking more than once. The reviewer 2 mentions to have statistical data, I looked into that adding more data to my manuscript but it was hard to find but the little data I found I added to the manuscript. I also changed some sentence structure and took out sentences to help with the logical flow. 
