Dear Editor,
	Enclosed you will find a modified version of my textbook manuscripted titled “Nico-teen: Nicotine, Cigarettes, Electronic Nicotine Delivery System and the Body”. To address concerns and comments raised by 3 reviewers, as well as a microbiology writing fellow, I made the following changes to improve and clarify the manuscript. It is my hope that these changes will make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology. 
Sincerely,
James Biggerstaff

Reviews
Review 1:
	Reviewer 1 reported that the references cited are reliable and credible, and as a result, the text is factual. A concern of Reviewer 1 was that there were no in-text citations. Reviewer 1 also stated that the manuscript followed the format of a textbook chapter and met those guidelines. Reviewer 1 reported that they enjoyed that the definitions of key terms were bolded. 
	I do agree that the references are reliable, and that the manuscript is factual. I believe this to be true because it uses a variety of credible resources. I also agree that the manuscript followed the format of a textbook chapter in that it had a relevant introduction to the subject that is relatable to the intended audience as well as sections discussing important concepts within the topic, followed by a conclusion. I agree that having bold terms is useful, as it draws attention to key point being discussed throughout, followed by a brief explanation. I do not agree that the textbook chapter should have in-text citations, as most high school textbooks do not have in-text citations. For this reason, I will not be adding in-text citations.
Review 2:
	Reviewer 2 reported that there were no issues regarding factual correctness, and that the statistics included support the claims that were made. Reviewer 2 also reported that information presenting in the manuscript was relevant and that there were no weaknesses regarding relevance or importance. Reviewer 1 stated that the manuscript flowed from one section to another comfortably and that the bold terms and subject headers contributed to this. Reviewer 2 brought to my attention that there were minor grammatical issues throughout the paper.
	I agree that the claims made in this manuscript, and the statistics that support them, are factual and credible. I agree that all topics discussed were relevant and important to this topic. However, I added additional information to important concepts related to microbiology, cell biology and molecular genetics, and shortened areas that speculate on sociological topics. I agree that bolded terms and subject headers are a useful and non-distracting method of organization within a text book chapter. I agree that there were minor grammatical errors, but they have since been corrected.
Review 3:
	Reviewer 3 found the manuscript to be factually correct and relevant, as ENDS use is presently common among youth and adolescents. The reviewer also stated that the flow of information was consistent and easy to follow, as well as the documented being well-formatted. Reviewer 3 suggested that “addiction” and “dependence” who not be explicitly defined, as most high school students are aware of the difference. Reviewer 3, like Reviewer 2, brought to my attention that there were minor grammatical errors in the manuscript.
	I agree that manuscript is factually correct and that it is relevant for the reason Reviewer 3 stated; that ENDS use is becoming increasingly more common among youth. I agree that the manuscript flows well and that the formatting aids this. I agree that the terms “addiction” and “dependence” are words that high school students would be familiar with, but I do not agree that they understand the nuances of these different terms. However, editing, those terms were not explicitly defined as it was no longer necessary to do so. I do agree that there were grammatic errors, but they have been corrected. 
Writing Fellow:
	The writing fellow was concerned that I had gone somewhat off-topic, with too much emphasis on psychology and sociology, rather than microbiology, cell biology and molecular genetics. The writing fellow suggested that I refocus my paper on these topics by elaborating on subjects within the manuscript that have components in microbiology, cell biology and molecular genetics. The writing fellow also brought to my attention that there were minor grammatical errors, and that the conclusion could be expanded.
	To attempt to fix this issue, I reduced areas that speculated on topics without major components in relevant subject matter. I greatly elaborated on the topics of cancer, withdrawals, nicotine dependence and the neurobiology of nicotine in the brain. I also corrected any grammatical areas I came across. I rewrote the conclusion section so I conclude and summarize the topics presented in my manuscript, mostly the areas I have now elaborated on. 
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