Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my high school textbook chapter, “Chapter 20: Overview of Extremophiles”. To address the concerns and comments raised 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,

Codi Sandefur


Reviewer 1:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 1 helpful or not.
	While I did agree with all comments that Reviewer 1 had to say, I tried to accommodate as much as I could.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 1?
 Reviewer 1 wanted to see more information and more explanations, in hopes that the reader could get a better understanding of the paper. I tried to clarify this issue as much as I could.

Reviewer 2: 
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 2 helpful or not.
	Comments from Reviewer 2 were the most helpful. 
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 2?
	I thought about separating a section into two sections, like the person suggested, but I felt that giving an example of an extremophile and explaining how it lived there worked better for the flow of the paper. The person wanted more information about bio-based economy, so I added some more information and a link. The person suggested to add seven life processes, instead of my four, I chose not to add the seven to keep it simple for the high school students. 

Reviewer 3:
1. Briefly state if you found the comments of Reviewer 3 helpful or not.
	Reviewer 3 was helpful. They made some valid points.
2. What changes did you make to your manuscript as a result of the comments of Reviewer 3?
[bookmark: _GoBack]	I added more examples of different types of extremophiles, and I tired to further explain how and why each extremophile can survive in a said environment.
