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: 51464 "High throughput quantitative expression screening and purification applied to recombinant disulfide-rich venom proteins produced in E. coli"
Date: May 13th 2014
Video Comments:

We have modified (in agreement with the details below) the shotlist file. We have removed all the “old” comments (integrated already in this version of the video) and left (in “comments” or “modification mode”) the new modifications/clarifications. The file (51464_Vincentelli_Shotlist_20141213) was uploaded to the server.
	Time-code
	Comment
	Suggestion 

	1.
	00:59
	The way to give our affiliation has changed since 01/01/2014. We have 2 affiliations, the CNRS and the university. The name of the lab is AFMB. The full correct way to write it is now: “Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, Aix-Marseille Université, CNRS UMR 7257, AFMB, Marseille, France
	We should just write under my name on the video:

AFMB, Marseille, France 

	2.
	6:00
	The tips are empty, not looking nice
	The video (MVI 3230 ) is the good one but you kept after 00:15 when the tips are empty. PLEASE REPLACE IT by the start of the MVI 3230  (00:02-00:15) or less if you want.



	3.
	9:30
	Red circle not adapted to the message
	We would need two small red arrows appearing and pointing toward the upper band and lower band when the VO mention this part. 
Here is how I would do it[image: image1.jpg]Target number MWM 1 2 3 4 5 6

S-S number 12 2 2 2 2
Number of residues 24 19 21 21 24 25
Isoelectric point 10.2 7.6 53 4.5 38 9.7
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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.  

	Time code
	Comment
	Step in Script (ex 4.2)
	Rewritten Text or Corrected Pronunciation

	1.
	0 to 00:36 
	Our text was unclear for the intro and P2 description, please replace by the new text.
	Procedural Narrative
	The overall goal of the following procedure is to use a high throughput expression screening protocol to quantify in E. coli the level of soluble proteins using an automated liquid handling robot (Intro) This is accomplished by first inoculating 96-well pre-cultures with cells transformed with plasmids encoding the target fusion proteins. (P1) The next day, 24-well plates filled with auto-induction media are inoculated with the overnight pre-cultures to generate expression cultures. (P2)

	2.
	4:25
	Wrong value in the text, VO says 3800 g and the value on the video is 3000 g
	2.11
	The following morning, centrifuge the deep well 24 plates for 10 minutes at 3000 g. Discard the supernatant into a waste container containing an antimicrobial agent…

	3.
	5:40
	An addition and a word changed in text to be more precise
	3.1
	- Add “For this demonstration we will use the protocol with 50 microliters of nickel beads”.
- Replace “suspensions” by “lysates”

	4.
	8:45
	Added a comment to fill the blank and be more precise
	3.10
	Quickly visually check that the elution volumes are correct.


	5.
	11:21
	Added an info to be more precise
	4.4.1
	and correspond to a mass difference of 8 Daltons, equivalent to 4 oxidized disulfide bonds




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.     

We have modified the text accordingly and re-uploaded a new file (51464_RE_20140513). It seems that for some reasons,  some modifications present in the file 51464_RE_310314 uploaded end of March were not integrated to the final text while some were… To avoid confusion we have reloaded a modified file (51464_RE_20140513) that includes the final corrected version. In this file, we have removed all the “old” comments (integrated already in this version of the video) and left (in “comments” or “modification mode”) the new modifications/clarifications or the ones forgotten last time.
	1.
	Step in Protocol
	Comment
	Suggestion

	2.
	Authors
	The way to give our affiliation has changed since 01/01/2014. The full correct way to write it is now: “Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, Aix-Marseille Université, CNRS UMR 7257, AFMB, Marseille, France 
	Replaced old name by new one everywhere

	3.
	5
	Wrong way of putting OD600nm. This was changed 5 times in the document word.
	Replaced by OD600

	4.
	6.1
	Wrong value in the text, VO says 3800 g and the value on the video is 3000 g
	Replaced 3800 by 3000

	5.
	6.5
	Wrong value in the text, speed is 1000 rpm not 200.
	Replaced 200 by 1000

	6.
	8.1.15
	Wrong value in the text, position is 9 not 10
	Replaced 10 by 9

	7.
	8.2.13
	Wrong value in the text, position is 9 not 10
	Replaced 10 by 9

	8.
	8.2.14
	Wrong value in the text, position is 9 not 10
	Replaced 10 by 9

	9.
	REPRESENTATIVE RESULTS


	Added an info to be more precise
	using the protocol 8.2 B

	10.
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	Forgot to add these lines in acknowledgments.
	Added “The authors would also like to thank Mr Jeremy Turchetto for assisting with preparations for the shooting of the video”


PDF

We found massive blank omissions between words in the PDF and in the text online while these do not exist in the original word document that we submitted. If you re-edit a pdf from the modified word document sent today that could be enough if there are no problems of blanks missing. There were few other issues like text in indices where it should be normal or vice versa and there is also a major problem in the numbering of the purification while the word doc is OK. So to make life easier to everyone we have scanned the PDF paper version corrected by hand for space and other issues. We have uploaded the file “JOVE_PDF_51464_modified_by_RV_20140513.pdf”
