Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview. To address the concerns and comments raised by the 3 reviewers, I corrected some grammatical and wording issues and explained some of the target concepts further. It is my hope that these changes make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology.

Sincerely,

Karley Brock


Reviewer 1:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 1 helpful or not.
Reviewer 1’s comments were clear and I appreciated their feedback regarding the relevance of the study’s topic.  
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 1?
Reviewer 1 made a comment about reducing the use of references from websites, as they make the paper lose credibility. While in general I agree, I felt the references I used allowed me to adequately explain my topic and removing them would have required removing important explanations from my paper, so I did not make the change. 

Reviewer 2: 
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 2 helpful or not.
I found Reviewer 2’s comments helpful and practical. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 2?
Reviewer 2 suggested I further explain some of the concepts that the study focused on more in-depth. I added more clear explanations to my paper. 1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 3 helpful or not.

Reviewer 3:
1. I found Reviewer 3 somewhat-helpful. I felt some of their comments were issues with the content of the study rather than my review of it. 
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 3?
Reviewer 3 brought up some points about the clarity of my writing, which led me to correct some wording and grammatical errors. Reviewer 3 made comments about the study’s results being ambiguous, which I tried to clarify further.

