[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview manuscript “Gene Therapy: A New Advancement in Stopping Disease”. 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,

Cambrey Gallardo


Reviewer 1:
1. Reviewer 1 had very helpful comments as well as grammar corrections. The fact that they submitted a revised word document as well as a response form was very helpful and appreciated 
2. I corrected all the grammar mistakes that the reviewer brought to my attention. I also made the corrections recommended to help the flow of the document. While I agree with the comment about elaborating about CD30, I did not want to go into too much detail since it was not the focus of my paper, but I did add some.

Reviewer 2: 
1. Overall the comments of reviewer 2 were helpful, but I was a little confused about the comment reviewer 2 made about the abstract and conclusion. I think being a little more specific because I was not sure what part of the paper they were directly talking about.
2. Since I was a little confused on what they wanted to change when they were talking about the order of the paper, I did not make changes. I feel like I followed the recommended order of topics. I also felt like the discussion part of my paper is supposed to have some of my opinion in it, so that it why I put some “I think” sentences in it.

Reviewer 3:
1. I think review 3 was clear and helpful about making the paper flow better and less wordy. Also, the comments about wanting things clarified more were helpful as well. 
2. I tried to make the paper flow better by correcting sentences as well as taking some words out. I also added more details throughout the paper.

