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Review 1.)

Summary:

This is a very clear description of the essential elements of the methods used for production of Aedes aegypti RIDL strain in Brazil. 



	# 
	Time in the video
	Comment
	Change in video 
Yes/No
	Change in text  
Yes/No

	
	11:25
	Area of male curve under graph at vertical line does not correspond to narrative
	Yes
	

	
	
	Yes it does, a dotted line shows clearly that at day 8 70% of the larvae have pupated, as narrated in the video.
	Not required
	

	
	17:00
	I suspect consistent cephalothorax width can be achieved under a wide variety of conditions and is only a very crude estimator of quality.
	No
	

	
	
	It is a crude estimate of quality but an easily measurable one relative to all other tests of fitness. If a change is seen then other tests are required to investigate what has caused the change.
	Agreed
	

	
	10:51
	Is the size of the powder important?
	
	Yes

	
	
	Not really but getting consistent sized particles is important but the actual size is not. Calibration of equipment (like the food aliquoting spoons) is important and related to particle size, so this must be kept consistent for accuracy.
	No
	Added some text

	
	12:06
	The separator should not be called a “Hock’s” separator as it was not manufactured by that company which manufactures the device designed by Fay-Morlan and later modified by Focks. “Fay-Morlan” or “Focks” separator would be accurate as is the relatively vague “plate separator” term used in the text.
	Yes
	

	
	
	The Hock’s machine is a term that has been used a lot by other groups to describe this machine, which can only be purchased from the J.W. Hock company. However the company does not describe it as a Hock’s machine but as a ‘larval-pupal separator’. Overall the reviewer is correct and the terms we have used are too generalized. We will change the narrative in the video.
	Yes
	

	
	6:45
	Are hatching larvae given food?
	Yes
	

	
	
	The hatched larvae are not given food.
	No
	

	
	17:00+
	Check calculations of female contamination rate.
	
	

	
	
	Not sure what reviewer means? Female contamination is not mentioned past 17 minutes in the video but earlier at 16.07. Calculations for this have been checked and are correct.
	No
	No

	Exp. 
	1:28
	Some viewers may notice that the floorplan does not match the facility shown
	Yes
	Yes

	
	
	This is true. However explaining this in simple terms in the video was not easy and considered not necessary. The techniques and procedures are applicable to any scale of rearing and we feel the viewer is not compromised in any way by the video being shot in a different facility.
	No
	No

	1
	…7:00
	Seive mesh size should be mentioned
	…Yes
	…

	
	
	This is a valid point and will be changed in the text and the video.
	Yes
	Yes

	
	1:07 
	Use of term highest possible, highest, optimal assume that every possible combination was tested and the best chosen when these are likely a compromise of production needs vs biology
	No
	[bookmark: _GoBack]

	
	
	OK.
	No
	No



Video Comments:






Manuscript Comments:

The text of the pdf I received is clear. However the spacing between lines is annoyingly inconsistent due presumably to the superscript of the citations.

· Protocol 2.2 - Assuming they are talking about large releases of wild irradiated mosquitoes, this is not an advantage as the wild-types do not NEED any biosecurity as there is no novel trait transmitted.

The WT do need biosecurity because the factory is a source of re-invasion of the mosquito. If you treat an area and remove the mosquito the main source of re-invasion becomes the mass rearing factory. Therefore you need a high level of biosecurity to prevent the WT escaping from the factory and re-establishing the mosquito population. With RIDL there is no need for as high level biosecurity as any escapees are already sterile.

· Protocol 9 – Capitalize ‘place’

Done, see new version of manuscript.

· Copyedit Representative Results section

Done, see new version of manuscript.


Reviewer 2.)

Summary
The paper describes rearing methods necessary for producing the great numbers of mosquitoes required for a RIDL control effort. The accompanying video is an excellent addition to this article. It clearly shows and explains the necessary procedures. Both the demonstrations and the voiceover / text are well done.
While the video is clear, concise and well thought out, the accompanying manuscript is not. In general, the manuscript would benefit from careful review of the language, grammar and style employed. Apart from switches between American and British English (e.g. program/me), the grammatical errors can, in parts, be confusing. The use of the spell check function should be encouraged. 

Major Concerns
Video: no major concerns / no changes

Manuscript: The contents of the manuscript is adequate, yet the language, grammar and style employed, need to be reviewed.

Manuscript has been reviewed and corrections are in the new version with track changes.



