February 28, 2019

Dear Dr. Editor,


I am currently a sophomore at Oklahoma State University, and I am studying microbiology. I very much value the opportunities I’ve had to participate in my biology labs, and I feel like I have learned a lot from them. My favorite lab of course was my Intro to Microbiology lab. Currently that is the only microbiology lab I have had the opportunity of participating in, but I greatly valued the experience it gave me, and I am excited to participate in other microbiology labs in the future. 

I am submitting my Microreview manuscript over the article “Mechanisms of Bacterial Persistence During Stress and Antibiotic Exposure.” I chose this article because I have always been interested in how bacteria evolve and change over time. I have learned a lot from this article, and I hope you enjoy reading my Microreview as much as I have enjoyed writing it. To address the concerns and comments from the 3 reviewers, I have made the following changes to improve and clarify my manuscript. I hope that these changes make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology. 


Thank you for your time,


Danielle Roufs


Reviewer 1:
	The concern brought up by Reviewer 1 was that my manuscript was a little short and could include more detail. I agree with Reviewer 1, and I have included more detail in my manuscript and in doing so increased its length. These comments were helpful.

Reviewer 2:
	The concerns of Reviewer 2 were regarding grammatical errors, formatting errors, and the length of my manuscript. I have gone back and fixed my grammatical and formatting errors, and also included more information in my manuscript. These comments were very helpful. 

Reviewer 3:
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The concerns of Reviewer 3 were regarding my references and improving my conclusion. I have included my reference of the article I have used, and I have also worked on my conclusion to better the flow of the manuscript. These comments were helpful. 
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