Letter to the Editor

Reasonable/Helpful Critiques
A reviewer suggested that I lessen the word count in the abstract to less than 200 words (I had way more than 200).
· I shortened up the abstract by moving parts of it into the introduction and revising it.

A reviewer suggested that I add more source/sources to make my review more factually correct.
· I added another source that I found helpful and relevant to my topic.

A reviewer suggested that I see how breastfeeding helps infants all over the world. 
· My sources came from different countries, so I felt it did not need to be too in depth on this. However, I did add a few sentences comparing how bad bacteria effects infants in developing countries versus developed countries.

A reviewer suggested that I use stronger terminology for my audience.
· I changed some of my wording and added some stronger sentences.

A reviewer suggested that I explain which months were he most crucial for infants to receive healthy bacteria and why.
· I added that the most important months for infants to create a healthy microbiome was early on (24 months).

A reviewer suggested that I give an example of some of the bad bacteria and explain why they’re bad.
· I explained how Cronobacter sakazakii can be found in certain infant formulas’ and the harmful diseases it can cause (meningitis, sepsis, etc..)

My writing fellow made two comments about wording and a confusing sentence.
· I followed her advise and changed the sentence and my wording. She was very helpful!

Critiques Not Followed

A reviewer noticed a few grammatical errors.
· I did not find the errors they were referring to. My writing fellow read over my review twice and did not find any grammatical errors either. It would have helped if the reviewer explained where they saw the errors.

A reviewer suggested that I add more research and less discussion.
· I thought I had a decent amount of research in my review. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]I really appreciated every review and critique! 
