Dear Author,

This document is divided into a number of sections in which you can add your comments to the video, voiceover, online text, and .pdf.   Please be aware that our policy is to do a single complementary revision, so it is critical that all participants in this project offer their comments collectively.   In addition, please make sure that your comments are easily interpreted, transparent, and where appropriate, specifically reference a time-point in the video or step in the written section.   

Have fun!

Project Name: A Microplate Assay to Assess Chemical Effects on RBL-2H3 Mast Cell Degranulation: Effects of Triclosan Without Use of an Organic Solvent.
Date: 9-4-13
Authors and Affiliations

Please fill in any missing author information not included in the video.
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	Author
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Please note:  on the title slide of the video, “University of Maine,” should be followed by “Orono, ME  04469.”  Also, the corresponding author information is missing—should be included as Corresponding author: Julie A. Gosse, Phone: (207) 581-4833, Fax: (207) 581-2801
Also, many things that were correct in the 4-10-13 version of the paper (which we have attached), previously accepted by JOVE, have been messed up in the version currently posted at http://www.jove.com/video/50671?status=a52677k .  For example, the tables in this 4-10-13 are not used, citation superscripts are brought down, many errant semicolons are added, etc.  We detail those errors below.
Video Comments:

Please fill in any comments you wish to make in the “comment” column and insert the time-code that references the video at the time of the mistake in the “time-code” column.   Also, please make suggestions to correct the mistake.   For example it is not enough to say that 0.25 mM Fluo-4 is incorrect.  You must suggest the correct concentration.   If you need more space to write, please do so below the table.  DO NOT ADD CORRECTIONS TO THE VOICEOVER HERE.  PLEASE DO THIS IN THE NEXT SECTION.

	Time-code
	Comment
	Suggestion 

	1.
	7:00-7:04
	The plate layout picture that is being shown puts squares around the top and bottom sections to highlight the correct sections.  The squares are around G and H columns and A through D columns numbers 1 through 8.  This is not correct.
	Put the red boxes around the “chunk” A1 through C8 and, separately, the “chunk” F1 through H8 (these are two 24-well “chunks”).

	2.
	13:56
	During results sections the audio is talking about 5μM TCS but 1μM is being highlighted in the graph.
	Highlight 5μM in the graph while the audio is talking about 5μM.

	3.
	3:57
	CO2 is incorrect
	Should be CO2

	4.
	7:20
	CO2 is incorrect
	Should be CO2

	5.
	10:22
	CO2 is incorrect
	Should be CO2

	6.
	11:33
	CO2 is incorrect
	Should be CO2

	7.
	general
	The videography was excellent.
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Audio Comments:

This section is used to specify the changes that need to be made to the voiceover.   Please specify time code where each mistake in the voiceover occurs, your comment, the step in the script that needs to be changed, and the corrected text.  Please include the entire step from the script in last column with the corrected text in bold.  If there is a pronunciation change, please provide a phonetic pronunciation key.  

EX: 

Restinosis – (Reese-tin-oh-sis)
	Time code
	Comment
	Step in Script (ex 4.2)
	Rewritten Text or Corrected Pronunciation

	1.
	11:03
	Might be beneficial to specify that the cells are still adhered to the bottom of the plate during this step.
	4.15
	going around the well for good mixing but not touching the cells adhered to the bottom of the plate while mixing.


	2.
	general
	The sound of the professional narrator comes across as loud enough, but Lisa Weatherly’s voice is not loud enough.
	
	

	3.
	general
	The narration sounded very good.
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Text Protocol:

Please use this table to address changes that need to be made to the text.  List the step in the text protocol where there is an issue, your comments pertaining to that issue, and how we should resolve it.  For drastic changes to the protocol (major structural changes or more than 10 spelling or grammatical mistakes), we will require re-upload of the entire document.     

	1.
	Step in Protocol
	Comment
	Suggestion

	2.
	Day 2 number 3 step 18.1 table
	Check marks are missing from the table.  Original provided file (correct) was “4.8 – Gosse – tubechart.tif.”  Also, errant semicolon was added in the upper left box of the table.
	Add check marks to all tubes for BSA and Tubes 1 and 2 for antigen.  Delete errant semicolon.

	3.
	Day 2 number 3 step 19 table, and  Day 2 number 5 step 11 table
	Weird errant semicolons have been added to the table.  Table headings are messed up.
	Leave blank boxes blank.  Get rid of semicolons before the dash marks and text for 0μM top and bottom.  Fix Table Headings to be like in the original 4-10-13 approved manuscript.

	4.
	Day 2 number 5 step 10.1 table
	Check marks are missing from table.  Errant semicolon added in upper left box.
	Add check marks to all tubes for BSA, tubes 1 and 2 in ionophore column, and tubes 3 and 4 for DMSO column.  Remove errant semicolon.

	5.
	Throughout entire text
	Many citations are not in superscript.  They had been correctly superscripted in the 4-10-13 approved version of the manuscript.  There are at least 60 of these errors, so we are not specifying the exact locations of these errors.
	Make citation numbers superscript.

	6.
	Introduction paragraph 6
	The word oil has the “l” as a superscript with the citation.
	Make the “l” a normal size font, not a superscript.

	7.
	1.3 and 5.1
	No plate layout is being shown.  Provided file “Gosse_Ag plate layout.tif” is missing.
	Show plate layout

	8.
	Throughout entire text: for examples,  in steps 1.1, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 2.3, 2.5, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7, 3.9, 3.13, 3.15 (3 instances), 3.16 (2 instances), 3.17 (2 instances), 3.18 (2 instances), 3.19, 3.21 (2 instances), 3.26, 3.26.2, 4.4 (2 instances), 5.2, 5.4 (2 instances), 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 (3 instances), 5.9, 5.10 (3 instances), 5.11 (2 instances), 5.13, 5.16, 5.19
	numerous errant semicolons that did not appear in the 4-10-13 approved version of our manuscript
	remove unnecessary semicolons

	9.
	Day 1, Preparation of Cells, Step 1.12
	0.5 x 106 cells/mL is incorrect
	make superscript:  0.5 x 106 cells/mL

	10.
	Preparation of TCS, step 2.7
	280 is used
	280 should be subscript: 

	11.
	Day 2, Step 3 “Antigen-Stimulated Degranulation…” Steps 3.6, 3.11, 3.12
	parenthesis ) in front not needed
	delete )

	12.
	Day 2, step 3.9
	"spontaneous", "TX" and "background" samples
 is incorrect
	should be "spontaneous,” "TX," and "background" samples

	13.
	Day 2, step 3.19
	“bufferstock” is not one word
	should be two words:  “buffer stock”

	14.
	Day 2, steps 3.28, 5.15, 5.18
	CO2 is incorrect
	should be CO2 with subscript

	15.
	Day 2, 4. Flourescence Plate Reader….  Steps 4.3, 4.6, 4.7
	Arrows are missing Should be 

Protocol ( Procedure (
Protocol ( plate layout

Plate ( read
	add arrows

	16.
	Day 2.  Step 5, Step 5.12
	200 ?L/well is incorrect
	should be 200 L/well


.PDF

Please use this table to address changes that need to be made to the pdf.  List the step in the text protocol where there is an issue, your comments pertaining to that issue, and how we should resolve it.  For drastic changes to the protocol, we will require re-upload of the entire document.     

	1.
	Step in Protocol
	Comment
	Suggestion

	2.
	Day 2 number 3 step 18.1 table
	Check marks are missing from the table.  Original provided file (correct) was “4.8 – Gosse – tubechart.tif.”  Also, errant semicolon was added in the upper left box of the table.
	Add check marks to all tubes for BSA and Tubes 1 and 2 for antigen.  Delete errant semicolon.

	3.
	Day 2 number 3 step 19 table, and  Day 2 number 5 step 11 table
	Weird errant semicolons have been added to the table.  Table headings are messed up.
	Leave blank boxes blank.  Get rid of semicolons before the dash marks and text for 0μM top and bottom.  Fix Table Headings to be like in the original 4-10-13 approved manuscript.

	4.
	Day 2 number 5 step 10.1 table
	Check marks are missing from table.  Errant semicolon added in upper left box.
	Add check marks to all tubes for BSA, tubes 1 and 2 in ionophore column, and tubes 3 and 4 for DMSO column.  Remove errant semicolon.

	5.
	Throughout entire text
	Many citations are not in superscript.  They had been correctly superscripted in the 4-10-13 approved version of the manuscript.  There are at least 60 of these errors, so we are not specifying the exact locations of these errors.
	Make citation numbers superscript.

	6.
	Introduction paragraph 6
	The word oil has the “l” as a superscript with the citation.
	Make the “l” a normal size font, not a superscript.

	7.
	1.3 and 5.1
	No plate layout is being shown.  Provided file “Gosse_Ag plate layout.tif” is missing.
	Show plate layout

	8.
	Throughout entire text: for examples,  in steps 1.1, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 2.3, 2.5, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7, 3.9, 3.13, 3.15 (3 instances), 3.16 (2 instances), 3.17 (2 instances), 3.18 (2 instances), 3.19, 3.21 (2 instances), 3.26, 3.26.2, 4.4 (2 instances), 5.2, 5.4 (2 instances), 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 (3 instances), 5.9, 5.10 (3 instances), 5.11 (2 instances), 5.13, 5.16, 5.19
	numerous errant semicolons that did not appear in the 4-10-13 approved version of our manuscript
	remove unnecessary semicolons

	10.
	general
	Keywords at http://www.jove.com/video/ 50671?status=a52677k include “Empty” and “Issue”—don’t know why
	

	11.
	Abstract
	e280 is used
	should be 280 (using epsilon symbol and subscript)

	12.
	Representative Results, line 2
	 Figure 1 not bolded
	bold “Figure 1”

	13.
	Representative Results, line 5
	50oC needs superscript
	change to 50oC

	14. 
	Figure Legend 2
	missing ± between “mean” and “standard”
	change to “mean ± standard deviation”

	15.
	Figure Legend 3
	“Tukey”s” is incorrect
	change to “Tukey’s”

	16.
	Materials tables
	are completely wrong, apparently copied from a different manuscript
	Reagents, equipment, recipes, plastics tables need to be copied over from the correct “4-10-13” manuscript file


