

Aug. 1, 2025 
Dear editor, 
Please express our gratitude to our peers who reviewed and kindly offered suggestions for our manuscript “Title of Manuscript Goes Here.” We have made the suggested changes and think these clarifications will make our article even stronger. On behalf of my co-authors, I am resubmitting the revised manuscript for your consideration. In the table below, we have listed reviewer comments along with our responses. In italics we include any new narrative added to the manuscript as well as the line number where the change currently resides. 
Sincerely, 
Author’s Name

	Reviewer Comment
	Response

	
	

	Reviewer #1 – The abstract does not conform to traditional IMRAD formatting as stipulated. Please include Objective, Design, Setting, Participants, and Intervention.
	Thank you for noting this mistake. We have added the required headings in our abstract. Lines 2-20.

	Reviewer #1 – The results section includes several acronyms that are not identified earlier in the text.
	We confirm that all acronyms are defined the first time they appear in the text. 

	Reviewer #2 -- Line 48 - 49: It might be helpful to indicate how community members were brought into the project. For example, you could say, "Community members were introduced to the work through local churches and barbershops."
	Thank you for the suggestion. We have added the following text to Lines 48-49:

Some community members were recruited through local churches, barbershops, and food pantries dedicated to combatting food insecurity. 

	Reviewer #2 -- Line 56: How did you identify training opportunities? Add a line or two to explain.
	Thank you for the suggestion. We have added the following text to Lines 56-57:

We conducted a series of focus groups to identify training needs and matched community members with local agencies and food insecurity experts in the area. 




