JoVE63181: The authors would like to thank the reviewers for their comments and edits to this manuscript. The response to reviewers’ comments can be found below with the original comment (in black) and authors’ response (in red). Thank you again, we appreciate the time and effort put into editing our manuscript.
Editorial comments:
Changes to be made by the Author(s):
1. Please take this opportunity to thoroughly proofread the manuscript to ensure that there are no spelling or grammar issues. Please define all abbreviations at first use. Done
2. Please provide an email address for each author. Done
3. Please revise the following lines to avoid overlap with previously published work: 38-41. Done.
4. Please rewrite your protocol to number headings, steps, sub-steps as 1., 1.1., 1.1.1., 1.1.1.1. Done
5. Please ensure that all text in the protocol section is written in the imperative tense as if telling someone how to do the technique (e.g., “Do this,” “Ensure that,” etc.). The actions should be described in the imperative tense in complete sentences wherever possible. Avoid usage of phrases such as “could be,” “should be,” and “would be” throughout the Protocol. Any text that cannot be written in the imperative tense may be added as a “Note.” However, notes should be concise and used sparingly. Please include all safety procedures and use of hoods, etc. Done
6. The Protocol should contain only action items that direct the reader to do something. Please move the discussion about the protocol to the Discussion. The Protocol should be made up almost entirely of discrete steps without large paragraphs of text between sections. Please simplify the Protocol so that individual steps contain only 2-3 actions per step and a maximum of 4 sentences per step. Done
7. Please note that your protocol will be used to generate the script for the video and must contain everything that you would like shown in the video. Please ensure you answer the “how” question, i.e., how is the step performed? Alternatively, add references to published material specifying how to perform the protocol action. Please ensure the inclusion of specific details (e.g., button clicks for software actions, numerical values for settings, etc) to your protocol steps. There should be enough detail in each step to supplement the actions seen in the video so that viewers can easily replicate the protocol. Done
8. Please format the manuscript as: paragraph Indentation: 0 for both left and right and special: none, Line spacings: single. Please include a single line space between each step, substep and note in the protocol section. Please use Calibri 12 points and one-inch margins on all the side. Please include a ONE LINE SPACE between each protocol step and then HIGHLIGHT up to 3 pages of protocol text for inclusion in the protocol section of the video. Done
9. Please discuss all figures in the Representative Results. However, for figures showing the experimental setup, please reference them in the Protocol. Done
10. Please include at least one paragraph of text to explain the Representative Results in the context of the technique you have described, e.g., how do these results show the technique, suggestions about how to analyze the outcome, etc. The paragraph text should refer to all of the figures. Data from both successful and sub-optimal experiments can be included. Done
11. Please remove the embedded Table from the manuscript. All tables should be uploaded separately to your Editorial Manager account in the form of an .xls or .xlsx file. The table legend or caption (title and description) should appear in the Figure and Table Legends section after the Representative Results in the manuscript text. Done
12. Please include a section “Figure and Table Legends” to follow the representative results section (before the discussion section) and include the figure and table legends in this legends section. Done


General comments
The present study aimed to investigate the three different methods of inoculation to ascertain race of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum (Fon) isolates. Some observations of the manuscript are highlighted below:

Introduction
1) Line 58 - A new taxonomic classification based on multi-locus sequencing of F. oxysporum (Lombard et al. 2019, https://doi.org/10.3767/persoonia.2019.43.01). Please update this situation on this sentence.

The article has been edited to include this recent research (lines 64-66) and the suggested citation included.

Protocol
2) The Journal of visualized experiments is a specific journal for visualization of experimental protocols. I Suggest improving the pictures, with more clear information. Therefore, I would like to know if a video with a description of methods will be shown after the paper acceptance?

Yes. A video with a description of the methods will be included. Improved figures and captions have been added.

Root-dip Bioassay
3) Need more explanations. Has any cut been made to the roots? Or just dipped in suspension.

This has been clarified by the addition of the word “undamaged” on line 238. 

Disease Rating
4) How long did the evaluations take? Was a scoring scale adopted based on symptoms seen only by the dead plants? Some re-isolation was done to meet Kochi's postulates in order to demonstrate the efficiency of the methodology.

The combined dataset will include five sets of observations taken during this time period. This is now stated on lines 480-481. 
Only incidence is calculated during these assays. Incidence includes the number of symptomatic plants, as compared to the healthy control, and the number of dead plants as a proportion of the total number of plants in that cultivar as described in lines 490-492. Severity could be a possible in future adaptation of these methods. However, a severity calculation needs further development as fusarium wilt symptoms are variable and subjective.
Re-isolation after the experiment is possible to satisfy Koch’s postulates and Fon specific primers can be used to confirm this result. However, the assumption in this assay is that disease or symptom development is the result of the fusarium inoculation and re-isolation is not necessary. 

Representative Results
5) More explanations in Tables 1 and 2 are necessary. Please, include additional information like a scoring scale adopted based on symptoms seen only by the dead plants.

A more detailed explanation for table 1 is now included (lines 585-588).
A more detailed explanation for table 2 is now included (lines 590-598).
A scoring scale has yet to be developed for this particular patho-system. Incidence is typically calculated as described above. However, this does not preclude the possibility of a scoring system being developed, rather it needs further study.

Discussion
6) According to the results observed, the inoculation methods showed high correlation, which should be emphasized.

These are representative results and do not reflect the results of actual evaluation (lines 596-598). To see results of actual assay please refer to Fulton et al., 2021.

Reviewer #2: 
Manuscript Summary:
fine.

just some english editing needed

Done.
