Dear Editor,

Please see the attached, modified version of my Microreview Manuscript “What Makes Pseudomonas aeruginosa a Difficult Microorganism to Kill”. I have addressed most of the suggestions and comments from the reviewers, I increased the length and clarified some points. I hope the changes meet the standards for the publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology.

Respectfully,
Kevin Figueroa

Reviewer 1:
1. Their comments were helpful, and I agree that I should structure my microreview better. 
2. Based on their suggestions I added sections to my manuscript and split off different points of my manuscript.
Reviewer 2:
1. They were helpful in some sections, but I don’t find it helpful to just say, “read the rubric”. I agree that I should elaborate more on my references especially in my discussion. 
2. I wrote a bit more after making references. 
Reviewer 3:
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]I disagree with their suggestion to not repeat talking points, because I believe that sometimes it is important to rephrase something especially when there is a lot of information being thrown at the reader. 
2. I tried to clean up the writing to sound less redundant but still explain my points.
