[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview manuscript “Potential Health Benefits of Dark Roast Coffee on DNA”. 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,

Andy Tran


Reviewer 1:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 1 helpful or not.
	I made changes to my manuscript with all the comments made in mind except one. The only comment I disagreed with was refraining from using “I” in the manuscript to sound more professional. I only added “I” in the last paragraph, which had my personal thoughts added. Using “I” in my opinion adds a more personal touch and since it was only put in the last paragraph of the manuscript I do not believe it derails from the professionalism of the paper. One helpful comment made had to do with clarity over higher rates of pregnancy loss and why this was happening. 

2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 1?
	The changes I made involved correcting some minor grammatical errors. It also involved changing a portion of the manuscript that talks about pregnancy loss as an effect. To add clarity I mentioned that the information came from a previous study and referenced the study it in the sentence.


Reviewer 2: 
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 2 helpful or not.
	The comments made were helpful. The one in particular that I acted on was a suggestion of adding references so the reader can look more into the information of my manuscript. One comment that I disagreed with was about clarity over a sentence mentioning the current study being better because it had a water control group. It was mentioned in the previous paragraph about 3 sentences beforehand that previous studies looked at did not have a water control group but just a control group with a different type of coffee blend. This is why I specified that the current study was improved upon because the control group was a water consuming one rather than a different type of coffee blend.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 2?
	To act on the suggestion of adding references I added references/citations to my manuscript to add more clarity to the manuscript and indicate what information came from which referenced material.

Reviewer 3:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 3 helpful or not.
	Reviewer 3 in terms of helpfulness was average. Most comments made were those that praised my manuscript so not too much was said about what changes specifically that should be made. One comment made that did suggest something, I disagreed with. It was said that the only weakness of my manuscript was adding a conclusion or discussion section that has any unanswered questions on the topic or questions I may have. I believe that I have the discussion section that I already have in my manuscript fulfills this. This is because it has my personal thoughts of how improvements could be made along with open problems in the field of research mentioned.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 3?
	From the comments of Reviewer 3 I did not make any changes to my manuscript in particular. This is because the comments made did not mention many changes that could be made but did define the positives of my manuscript. This aided in reaffirming my feelings on the quality of my manuscript.
