Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview manuscript “Role of Gut Microbiota in Host Health and Disease”. To address the concerns and comments brought to me by the 3 reviewers, I have made the following changes to improve and clarify the manuscript. It is my hope that these changes make the manuscript suitable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology.

Sincerely,
Aidan Wright

Reviewer 1:
1. I agree with most of the points Reviewer 1 made, I found their comments about my quote use especially helpful. They made a comment about adding a conclusion, however, I believe my discussion effectively addresses the paper like a conclusion would. Overall I think their comments helped improve my manuscript.
2. To address this I have removed some quotes and in their place paraphrased the information into my own words. Also, I added more clarifying closing sentences to the end of my discussion.

Reviewer 2:
1. Reviewer 2 was helpful in pointing out how I need to relate quotes and paraphrases back to main points so they are not just random facts. They also mentioned a repetition of thoughts throughout my manuscript, which I pull back to making the manuscript cohesive.
2. To address these concerns, I attempted to remove random fact dropping in the middle of sentences and carry on thoughts throughout using more of a reference than direct quote. I read through my manuscript and made minor changes in topics I felt I touched on too much.

Reviewer 3:
1. Reviewer 3 was helpful in addressing I needed another reference to back up the one I have to further clarify my textual accuracy and support. They also believed I was to vague in my descriptions of the studies and did not show importance which led me to make the following changes.
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]I added another resource to the paper to ensure accuracy was present, also due to the apparent vagueness I went through and focused more in depth on my introduction, recent progress, and discussion. Drawing specific importance to the furthering of these studies in the final paragraph.
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