Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my Microreview “New Techniques of Gene Modification in Plants that Overcome Previous Challenges Using Magnetic Nanoparticles as Gene Carriers”. To address the concerns and comments raised by the three 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,

Jeffrey Krall


Reviewer 1:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 1 helpful or not.
	Reviewer 1 did not make any specific recommendations or suggestions as to how I should change my paper.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 1?
 As for the general comment that some terms needed to be defined more explicitly, I have given more information on why transformation is difficult in cotton plants.

Reviewer 2: 
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 2 helpful or not.
	I agree with Reviewer 2 that my discussion section would benefit if I explained the potential benefits and applications of the methods used in the study.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 2?
	As per the comment above, I expanded the last paragraph of my microreview to include the potential benefits and applications of said methods.

Reviewer 3:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 3 helpful or not.
	I do not particularly agree with Reviewer 3’s comment on how to change one of my sentences, however, it did make me rethink and simplify other sentences in the review to remove confusing concepts or jargon.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 3?
[bookmark: _GoBack]	I changed certain sentences that sounded confusing, or added sentences to clarify others.
