Dear Editor,

Enclosed is a modified version of my newspaper column manuscript “Understanding Trade-offs in Lizards”. In order to address the comments and concerns brought to my attention by the 3 reviewers, I made the following changes to further improve the column. It is my hope that these changes result in an informative scientific newspaper column that is acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Zluticky


Reviewer 1:
1. Reviewer 1 had many compliments to give about my work. They also suggested I add a section explaining why the article I chose is relevant to the public. This is a point I had not thought about and it was an important section I was missing in the column. In response to this feedback, I added a few sentences on how the lizard results relate to humans.

Reviewer 2:
1. Reviewer 2, along with Reviewer 1, had no criticisms about the manuscript column. One suggestion was given in regards to editing the work and it was helpful feedback. The reviewer stated that everything was both relevant to the topic and clear to understand. 
2. It was suggested by Reviewer 2 that I go into more detail throughout the chapter. I agreed with this statement and added more information under the “Is Cancer Always a Tumor?” section in order to further explain what was previously mentioned in that section. 

Reviewer 3:
1. Reviewer 3 had insightful critiques about my scientific column. While the critiques were few, the attention brought to the need to address the relation to humans was touched on again. Having multiple reviewers request additional information really emphasized the need to do so. In response to this suggestion I added more information regarding how this pertains to homo sapiens. 
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]This reviewer suggested moving the paragraph about PHA swelling to be earlier in the work. I disagree with this idea because the information does not fit in anywhere earlier in the column. To me, it seems as though stating the findings regarding PHA swelling and then following them with the breakdown of what the findings mean for the study, is the proper way to set the newspaper column up for the best flow and to be understood by the common public.
