Dear Dr. Bajaj-

[bookmark: _GoBack]Thank you for your detailed review of our Jove paper, JOVE61672R1 and formatting of the manuscript.  Your comments made our submission better.  Below is a discussion of the in paper comments with comments regarding revision or action taken.
Sincerely-
Kirsten Smith-Page
1. Title change:  Accepted
2. Include gram staining results:  Deleted this section in the protocol.  MacConkey agar is a differential media leading to discrimination between gram negative and positive genera.  Furthermore, review of the gram stain results shows that since most species are Gram positive cocci, there is little visual discrimination between stains.  The included microbiological, biochemical and Maldi-Tof MS tests are better for characterization and identification.  The deletion will streamline the protocol.
3. Include Maldi-Tof MS representative results:  The spectra profiles for S. acidominimus and A. viridans are included as Figure 4. These were selected because it is difficult to differentiate between viridans streptococci and Aerococcus spp. based on phenotypic or biochemical tests (particularly commercially available tests) and highlight the advantage of using Maldi-Tof MS for identification.
4. Results section was expanded
5. Figure numbers: Changed in paper.
6. Number panel markings:  Changed in figures and will be uploaded.
7. Discussion: Thank you for your input on this section.  Critical steps section was added, modifications and limitations expanded and significance with respect to existing methods expanded.  Future applications and the significance of defining the ocular microbiome were maintained.   
8. Only Figures 1 and 2 are associated with the technique to be filmed.
