We thank the editor for the thorough appraisal of our work. We would like to respond to the comments as follows (all changes highlighted in red):

Editorial comments:
Point 1: The manuscript is formatted by the editor, please retain the same.
Response: We did not make any changes in text format.

Point 2: Please provide the step number for each of the screenshots provided as supplementary files.
Response: We have added the step number to the file names of the screenshots (see also below):

BioSigRZ Acquisition Setup #1_steps 4.6.6 and 4.9 and 5.1.2
BioSigRZ Acquisition Setup #2_steps 4.6.6 and 4.9 and 5.1.2
BioSigRZ Click SigGen Variable Control_steps 4.6.7 and 4.11
BioSigRZ Click Stimulus Setup_steps 4.1 and 4.6.6
BioSigRZ Tone Stimulus Setup_steps 4.1 and 4.6.6
SigGenRZ Click Duration_steps 4.6.1 to 4.6.2
SigGenRZ Click Overview_steps 4.6.1 to 4.6.2
SigGenRZ Click Specs_steps 4.6.1 to 4.6.2
SigGenRZ Tone Overview_steps 4.6.3 to 4.6.5
SigGenRZ Tone Specs_steps 4.6.3 to 4.6.5

Point 3: Since the parent publication is still under revision, we will hold off to the publication of this manuscript upon acceptance until the parent manuscript gets published. We will also need copyright permission to reuse the figures from this publication.
Response: We had addressed this issue in the previous revision / response letter. We included the submitted original article in the reference list. The figures are reprinted / modified from the following manuscript, the status of which is currently “minor revision” in “Neuroscience” (deadline for minor revision is 15th of February so that we assume acceptance around that time): 
“Cav3.2 T-Type Calcium Channels Are Physiologically Mandatory For The Auditory System” by Andreas Lundt, Robin Seidel, Julien Soós, Christina Henseler, Ralf Müller, Maheshwar Bakki, Imran Muhammed Arshaad, Dan Ehninger, Jürgen Hescheler, Agapios Sachinidis, Karl Broich, Carola Wormuth, Anna Papazoglou and Marco Weiergräber.
Once the aforementioned manuscript is accepted, I will get copyright permission from the publisher.

Point 4: Please reword lines 513-514, 519-521, 523.
Response: It is not clear to us why these lines should be rephrased as no explanation was given.
a)If similarity is a problem, please note that “maintaining sternal recumbency” is a medical term that cannot be changed.
We have rephrased lines 513-514 (“6.1 Do not leave an animal unattended until it has regained enough consciousness to maintain sternal recumbency.”) as follows:
“6.1. Continously monitor the animals until they have regained consciousness and are able to maintain sternal recumbency.”

[bookmark: _GoBack]b) If similarity is a problem here, please note again that we cannot change the dosage description of course. We have slightly rephrased lines 513-514 (“6.3 For post-operative pain management, administer carprofen (mouse: 5 - 10 mg / kg, s.c. once; rat: 2.5 - 5.0 mg / kg, s.c., once).”) as follows:
“6.3) Inject carprofen (mouse: 5 - 10 mg / kg, s.c. once; rat: 2.5 - 5.0 mg / kg, s.c., once) for post-operative pain treatment.”

c) We have rephrased lines 522-523 (“NOTE: As ABR recording electrodes are only inserted subcutaneously, no long-lasting pain management is necessary.”) as follows:
“NOTE: Long-lasting pain treatment is not required as ABR recording electrodes are inserted subcutaneously.”


2

