Rebuttal Letter

Editorial comments:
1. Please note that the manuscript attached has been formatted to fit the journal standard. Some comments to be addressed are included in the manuscript itself. Please review and revise accordingly.
2. Figure 1: Please remove the commercial term “opSens” from the figure. Define M-L, A-P in the figure legends. Replace “gauge” with “G”.
3. Please consider including the catalog numbers of the reagents, chemicals, consumables and equipment in the Table of Materials.

Response to the Editor:
1. The supplied manuscript has been reviewed and revised accordingly.
2. Commerical name has been removed and abbreviations have been defined. 
3. Catalog numbers have been included when possible.

Reviewer #2 comments: 
Manuscript Summary:
The authors bring a method which - despite it´s not new - can be interesting for many researchers. The authors did address all reviewer's comments.

Major Concerns:
The number of animals in each group is low - only 1 per group. On the other hand, the focus of this journal is to visualize the methods; I leave the decision on the Editor whether this is acceptable.

Minor Concerns:
line 57: space is missing between „elucidated.In"
line 135: into is missing („submerging its tip a small")
line 199: recover is missing („Allow rats to fully after surgery")
line 216: weight instead of age („mean age of 495 17 g")
line 255: MAPs instead of MAPS
Please unify the naming of Lactated Ringer's solution (e.g. lines 136, 137)

Response to Review #2:
The goal of this manuscript was to describe the technique used for measuring ICPs in a nontraumatic IVH rat model. All the minor concerns have been addressed and changed in the manuscript. 

Reviewer #4 comments: 
I have checked the revised version sent by the authors
I am satisfied that the authors have incorporated all my suggestions
The Editor may now kindly adjudicate for publication pls

Response to Reviewer #4:

Thank you.



