Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed a modified version of my high school textbook chapter manuscript “The Masked Nature of Chlamydia”. 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,

Brianna Hamilton


Reviewer 1:
1. I found reviewer one’s comments helpful. I turned in the wrong document as my draft. My summary was turned in instead. Reviewer one was kind and helpful in telling me what to fix. I appreciated all comments made by reviewer one!
2. I explained the topic clearly and added supplemental information to my manuscript based on reviewer one’s comments.

Reviewer 2: 
1. I found reviewer two’s comments very helpful and constructive. I appreciated the constructive criticisms from reviewer two. Their comments allowed me to reconstruct part of my manuscript for the better.
2. Reviewer two suggested that I explain the significance of my topic more in my manuscript, which I did. I made the manuscript in more of a journal format as well thanks to the helpful suggestions from reviewer two.

Reviewer 3:
[bookmark: _GoBack]1. I did not find reviewer three’s comments helpful in any way. Reviewer three was rude, snarky and did not provide me any feedback whatsoever. Reviewer three put, “You literally don’t have a manuscript,” repeatedly in every single suggestion/critique box. I found that reviewer three was not helpful or kind at all. I uploaded the wrong manuscript to be critiqued and reviewer three was very impolite and I am unsatisfied with their “help.”
2. I changed nothing based on what reviewer three said. They provided no true feedback.
