[bookmark: _GoBack]Point-to-point reply to the editorial comments:

Line 1, The title is reworded to reflect the protocol. Please check.
 We thank the editor for the suggestion and we acknowledge the title as suggested.

Line 91, We cannot have paragraph of text in the protocol section. Hence this section is moved here. Please check.
 We acknowledge the change.

Line 100, Please move this part to the table of materials.
 We added the information about the mice in the table of materials.
 
Line 111: This is redundant and can be deleted.
 We deleted the sentence as adviced.

Line 133, What volume? OR do you inoculate with a single colony? Please be specific.
 For the establishment of the first Malassezia culture we strictly followed the instruction from the datasheet of the vendor (in our case ATCC, see documentation/data sheet of M. furfur ATCC 14521 under www.lgcstandards-atcc.org), which suggested to use “several drops” of the revived Malassezia suspension for the inoculation of the medium. The amount of Malassezia used to establish the first culture most likely varies, depending on the source/vendor. Thus, no accurate information about a particular volume or density can be provided.  We rephrased this sentence for further clarity (line 138). 

Line 159, So you do not plate from the already growing culture? 
 As described in the section 2, for the establishment of an infection inoculum we use colonies from the plate, which we store at RT for approximately two weeks. After the two weeks we prepare a new Dixon agar plate by streaking from frozen glycerol stock.

Line 163, Again this is redundant and can be removed. 
 We removed the paragraph as adviced.

Line 164, Do you inoculate single colony in a tube? This needs clarity. If not then how many colony per flask? Also how many flasks are inoculated per mouse/ per infection?  
 We are not sure what the editor means with “single colony in a tube”. For the establishment of an infection inoculum, 10ml of liquid Malassezia culture needs to be set up in an 100ml Erlenmeyer flask, as indicated (point 2.1). We rephrased the sentence for more clarity and added the approximate number of colonies (“3-5 colonies”) used for the inoculation of the 10 ml of liquid mDixon medium (line 172).



Line 170, It will also depend on number of colonies inoculated. Do you check the O.D at this stage?
 We thank the editor for the suggestion and rephrased the sentence for more clarity. We do check the OD of the liquid culture after 48 – 96 hours of incubation, as outlined in point 2.3 – 2.5.

Line 177, Is this correct?
 Yes, 10, 000 x g is correct.

Line 179, How much ?
 The amount of the volume of the aliquot used for OD measurements depends on the particular device and should be used accordingly. We rephrased the sentence accordingly.

Line 184: So you do the OD measurement after 3 days. Please include this in step 2.3 to bring out clarity.
 We measure OD after 48 to 96 hours of incubation of the liquid culture, as indicated in point 2.2). The NOTE under 2.5 should give the reader an approximation of what OD can be expected after 3 days of Malassezia culture (with the Malassezia strains and species indicated in the protocol).

Line 197, Why is this done? Why can’t the infection be performed in PBS? Please discuss this in the discussion section.
 We extended the NOTE under 2.8 by one sentence explaining why olive oil is suitable for topical infection with Malassezia (line 205).

Line: 206, Again, this is redundant and can be removed. 
 We deleted this sentence as adviced.

Line 207, Please provide age and sex of the mice used for the study.
 We added the specification of sex and age of the C57BL/6 mice we used for this particular protocol in last paragraph of the introduction (line 102). However, the age and the sex of the animals can vary depending on the particular research question and thus we did not give any specification in point 3.1.  We also mention in the discussion (line 408) that animals should be age and sex matched to ensure reproducibility of the experiments.

Line 211, We cannot have commercial term in the manuscript. Please move the commercial term to the table of materials and use generic term instead.
 We changed the terminus to “Ketamine”.

Line 211, Please specify what is meant by according to need. Do you have a specific volume/concentration for injection?
 We rephrased the sentence about the adjustment accordingly (Line 227). We also provide details about the final concentration of each compound in the anesthesia cocktail (point 3.2) and the amount of anesthesia cocktail to be injected per g body weight (3.4). The final volume of anesthesia cocktail to be injected depends on the animal’s weight.

Line 221,  Point 3.4, After anesthesia, do you check the depth of anesthesia before proceeding?
 Injecting the suggested amount of narcotics should result in an appropriate depth of anesthesia of the animals. However, we added a NOTE to point 3.4., which explains how to check the depth of anesthesia (Line 233/234).

Line 226, We cannot have commercial terms in our manuscript. Please use generic term instead.
 We adjusted the sentence accordingly.

Line 229, Step 3.5 states this is optional however the note states this is necessary, since this is a parameter of skin inflammation. Please clarify.
 Malassezia induces ear swelling when applied onto tape stripped skin and measuring the ear swelling over time is a frequently used read out for skin inflammation. Whether ear swelling is measured during the course of the infection (or not) is up to the experimenter and the research question and thus optional (point 3.6). However, if the research question requires the measurement of the ear thickness, it is necessary to measure baseline ear thickness prior to infection (as indicated in the NOTE). We adjusted the text for further clarification.

Line 233: Please move the commercial term to the table of materials.
 We moved the commercial term to the Material table.

Line 241: Would the right vs left ear would be a better control in this case? Please explain why or why not?
 No, treatment of just one ear is not advised because the animals might spread the fungus when grooming. Treating animals with just the vehicle should be used as a negative control. We mention this in the discussion (line 405).

Line 292, Again this is redundant as all these are mentioned in the steps below.
 We deleted this paragraph.


Line 301, Reworded to bring out clarity.
 We thank the reviewer for the  suggestion and rephrased the wording.

Line 307, Please move this to the table of materials. We cannot have commercial terms in the manuscript.
 We moved the commercial term to the Material table.

Line 334, Did you perform any biomarker studies in the host- any mRNA, protein studies? 
 We carried out several measurements of immunological parameters at the mRNA and/or protein level. They are all included in our recent publication (Sparber et al. Cell Host & Microbe, 2019).

Also how did you confirm which fungal species was growing on the plate?
 Our SPF mice are Malassezia-free as we did not recover any fungal colonies from sham-infected animals. Microscopic analysis confirmed that the recovered yeast cells growing on mDixon agar was Malassezia. 

Line 367, How many per group? 
 Each symbol in the summary graphs in Figure 2B and 2C represents one animal. We added this sentence to the figure legend for more clarity (Line 395).

Line 377, The subheadings can be removed.
 We removed the subheadings.





