Dear Editor,

[bookmark: _GoBack]Please find enclosed a modified version of my Newspaper Science Column Manuscript “An Insider’s Look with Dr. Matt Lovern”. 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,

Brynn Danilowicz


Reviewer 1:
1. The comments made by Reviewer 1 were helpful because they pointed out the aspects of my paper that were written well and that made sense, but also things that should be worked on. One of the comments regarded a picture that I included in my article. Also, a concern about the relevance and importance of my article not being clear was brought to my attention.
2. Based on the comments made by reviewer 1, I removed the photo of Dr. Lovern because it is not a picture that I took, and in the rubric it states that no such pictures are allowed. Regarding the comment about the importance I reread my article and made the importance clearer by adding more explanation and general comments that the audience would be able to understand.

Reviewer 2: 
1. Reviewer 2 made comments more based on grammar than content, so these concerns were addressed. A comment was also made about the indentions of the paragraphs within my article, this was also revised.
2. In order to address the comments about grammar I did a thorough revision of my paper and fixed them in order to make the article easier to read. To fix the indentions of my paragraphs, which were over-indented due to the column format of the article, I instead used the space bar instead of the tab button, this again will hopefully improve the readability of my article.

Reviewer 3:
1. Reviewer 3 did not make many comments, but the comments that were made were addressed. These regarded a possible increase in the importance explanation within the article and the layout being somewhat confusing.
2. The comment about importance was already addressed because of a previous reviewer’s comment. The comment about layout was addressed by shifting some of the paragraphs around to make a more logical and meaningful flow throughout the article.

