Dear Editor,
	Enclosed you will find a modified version of my textbook manuscripted titled “The Restaurant Inside Your Colon”. To address concerns and comments raised by 3 reviewers I made the following changes to improve and clarify the manuscript. It is my hope that these changes will make the manuscript acceptable for publication in Microreviews in Cell and Molecular Biology. 
Sincerely,
James Biggerstaff
Reviews
Review 1:
	Reviewer 1 reported that the manuscript appeared to be factually correct, followed a logical flow and that it adequately discussed the link between diet and gut health. Reviewer 1 was concerned that the importance of good gut health was not discussed enough and that the closing sentence was confusing.
	I agree that the manuscript is factually correct, as it reflects the information gathered in the interview I had with Dr. Conway. I also agree that it follows a logical flow and that the link between diet and gut health is adequately discussed. I agree that the closing sentence was confusing. To rectify this, I changed the closing sentence so the wording would not be ambiguous in meaning and so it would better encompass the importance of the discovery and it’s implications. I do not agree that the importance of good gut health in underdiscussed, as it is common knowledge for the intended audience that good gut health is desirable. It is for this reason that I chose not to elaborate further.	
Review 2:
	Reviewer 2 reported that there were no issues regarding factual correctness, that the introduction was relevant and engaging, and that the manuscript is well organized. Reviewer 2 also reported multiple grammar and syntax errors throughout.
	I agree that the manuscript is factually correct, relevant and organized. I agree that the previous version of the manuscript had multiple grammar and syntax errors throughout. The paper was edited and the grammar and syntax errors were corrected.
Review 3:
	Reviewer 3 reported that the manuscript is factually correct as well as engaging for both the lay person and those with a background in microbiology. They also reported that the paper was descriptive and relevant. Reviewer 3 suggested adding in-text citations as well elaborating further on the implications of the discovery.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	I agree that the manuscript is factually correct, descriptive and relevant. I do not agree that in-text citations should be added o the manuscript, as this would break the format of the manuscript. For this reason, I did not add in-text citations. I agree that the implications of he discovery needed to be further discussed, so the mechanisms and their relevance was elaborated on. 

	
	




