
Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my high school textbook chapter manuscript Bacterial Survival: How Bacteria Deals with Environmental Stress. To address the concerns and comments raided by the 3 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,

Danielle Roufs


Reviewer 1:

1. I found the comments made by the reviewer helpful in my reevaluating my manuscript. However, I disagree with the suggested changes. I feel like explaining the key terms throughout the manuscript was a good way to make sure the reader can understand what is being discussed without having to look up definitions throughout the text.

2. I did not make any changes regarding the key terms included throughout the manuscript.

Reviewer 2:

1. The comments made by the reviewer were very helpful in bringing to my attention the grammatical/spelling errors I made in my manuscript. 

2. I altered the misspellings as well as changing one of the sentences that was repetitive in the first paragraph of the section discussing osmolarity.

Reviewer 3:

1. The comments made by the reviewer were helpful in allowing me to brainstorm how I could further improve my manuscript with including how researchers are combatting the stresses on bacteria. 

2. [bookmark: _GoBack]While I feel like this would be a great element to add to the manuscript, I felt that in order to fully explain the combatting efforts the manuscript would become too long. Therefore, I did not choose to include a discussion of the combatting mechanisms. 
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