
Dear Editor 


Please enclose a modified version of my Microreview for Neoteny disorder. To address the concern and comments rose by the 3 reviews. I made the following changes to improve and clarify the manuscript. It is hope that these changes make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology. 

Sincerely,
Chanti Walker


Review 1: 
1. Reviewer 1 mention to define some words, but didn’t mention which words to define so I know. Overall that was helpful comment because I assumed that my audience knew the definitions of each word.
2. I looked through the manuscript to find words that might be hard to understand the definition. 
Review 2:
1. Reviewer 2 comments were very helpful pointed out the grammar mistakes that the reviewer find and even some confusing sentences. The only thing that the reviewer mention that I didn’t understand was the re-writing of the abstract part of the manuscript if I knew what was confusing from the manuscript I could fix it
2. I went through my paper and fixed the grammatical issues and looked through my abstract and tried to fix the sentences that were confusing. 
Review 3:
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Comments made by this reviewer were helpful, pointed out my grammatical errors. The only concern I had about this reviewer was they address some of the wording but it shows that I quoted were from the article not from me. Also asking the question was neaten was genetic disorder when I addressed that in the paper that some scientist did and some didn’t so if the disorder was a genetic disorder it was up for debate.
2. I fixed the grammar issues with the paper and added more information about the disorder.  
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