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Dear Author(s),

This document is divided into a number of sections in which you can add your comments to the video, voiceover, and online text/PDF.   Please be aware that our policy is to do a single complimentary 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 and transparent. 

Have fun!

Protocol Name: Spontaneous Formation and Rearrangement of Artificial Lipid Nanotube Networks As a Bottom-Up Model for Endoplasmic Reticulum
Date: 19.12.2018
Authors and Affiliations

Please fill in any missing author information not included in the video.
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	Author
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Video Comments

Please fill in any comments you wish to make using the table below using the example as a guide. If you need more space to write, please do so below the table.  DO NOT ADD CORRECTIONS TO THE NARRATION HERE.  PLEASE DO THIS IN THE AUDIO COMMENTS SECTION.

	
	Time code
	Comment
	Requested Change

	Example
	2:52
	Onscreen text says use 0.25 mM Fluo-4  
	Text should say use 0.50 mM Fluo-4

	1.
	1.22
	There is a period (1:22-1:25) during which the pressure cursor does not move (the pressure is not yet decreasing). 

After 1:30 the cursor is going over -20 kPa towards -40 kPa. 
	Only the part when pressure cursor moves from 0 to -20 kPa, between the time points 1.25 to 1.30 should be shown. 
(as stated in the text protocol, between every reduction bracket of 20 kPa there should be a 2 min. waiting time for this step to be successful)

	2.
	1.38 

(for the step associated with time period 1:33-1:38)
	After 1:38 the pressure cursor is going over -60 kPa towards -40 kPa.
	Only the part from time point 1.33 to 1.38 should be shown, corresponding to the pressure increase from -80 kPa to -60 kPa. Should stop at -60 kPa and not go beyond. (For the similar reason as described in 1)

	3.
	1.51
	Close up view of gentle swirling is too fast to follow the mixing of glycerol with the buffer solution.
	The period 1:51-1:53 should be followed by:

(Showing the mixing of glycerol with the buffer: glycerol looks like a transparent gel injected from the tip of the pipette into the solution in the flask. While getting dissolved upon swirling, the glycerol appears as a spiral rotating within the solution gradually disappearing. This is visible to the eye.)
(Or, if mixing is not visible on camera, showing the steady flask containing the transparent buffer solution with dissolved glycerol, for a few seconds. 



	4.
	2.19
(for the step associated with time period 2:19-2:27)
	During/after sonication 2:25-2.27, a quite big lipid residue is visible at the bottom of the flask. (dark red spot)
	We shot this scene a few times. The associated section from the last recording should be shown instead of this one, where after sonication, there are no visible aggregates (lipid film) at the bottom of the flask.

	5.
	5.33
	The figure -and none of the figures shown after 5.33- look OK. Their resolution is low; the line width is either much smaller or much larger than it is in the original figure.
	Lines in all panels, including dashed lines, scales, frames and arrows are much thinner than the original. This is not the case for panels shown earlier at 5:17, from the very same figure. The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width.

	7.
	5.40
	The width of 
· the dashed lines (white and blue), 

· the line of the frame,

· the line of the scale,

are much smaller than it is in the original figure.
	The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width.

	8.
	5.48
	The width of
· the dashed lines connecting the black frame in the left panel to the magnified section in the right one 
· the line  of the black frame in the panel to the left (only visible in Fig. 1N of the text protocol)

· line of the scale, is smaller than it is in the original figure.

are much smaller than it is in the original figure.
	The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width.

	9.
	5.55
	The resolution of the figure seems to be reduced, the width of the lines (arrow and scale) is too small.
	The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width.

	10.
	6.11
	The width of the dashed line in the second panel (cf. Panel S in Fig. 1 in the text protocol) is very small; the width of the dashed lines in all other panels (cf. Panel U,W and Y in Fig. 1 in the text protocol) is too big.
	The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width.

	11.
	6.33 and 6:40
	The arrows in the first panel (cf. Panel A in Fig. 2 of the text protocol) are not visible. 
The line width of:

· the scales, 
· the line over which the intensity is measured (blue line across the red colored lipid patch),

· the plot itself, 
is too small. 
The background which is in the original graph in panel B of Fig. 2 in the text protocol, is not included. The levels in the background are meant to facilitate the visibility of the 1:2 ratio of single- to double- bilayers.
	The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width and the new version should contain the background of the graph.

	14.
	6.51
	The arrows, scales and lines are not well visible in the figure.
	The figure should be replaced by its correct version to maintain the suitable line width.


Audio Comments

This section is used to specify the changes that need to be made to the narration.   Please follow the example below as a guide to list your changes. If there is a pronunciation change, please provide a phonetic pronunciation key.  

	
	Time code
	Comment
	Step(s) in Shotlist 
	Rewritten Text or Corrected Pronunciation (highlight in bold)

	Example
	1:49
	Original Script Text: 

“Then, show the participant their electromyography, or EMG patterns, which correspond to eight specific and unique polar plots.”
	2.2
	Rewritten Script Text:

“Then, show the participant the unique and specific polar plots, which correspond to their electromyography, or EMG (pronounced E-M-G) patterns.”

	1.
	
	
	
	


Online Text/PDF Protocol

Please use this table to address changes that need to be made to the online text/PDF document. Both the online text and PDF are generated from the HTML template of your article. Since the PDF is generated from the HTML by our conversion software, it may contain formatting errors. For major structural changes or more than 10 spelling or grammatical mistakes, we will require re-upload of the entire document.     

	
	Protocol Step
	Comment
	Requested Change (highlight in bold)

	Example
	1.1
	Step says “Centrifuge lysate at 2,000 x g.”
	Please correct to “Centrifuge lysate at 4,000 x g.”

	1.
	Authors
	It says “Patrícia F Belletati” in online text/PDF. (Dot for the middle name initial is missing.)
	Please correct to “Patrícia F. Belletati” in online text/PDF 

	2.
	Figure 1
	Figure 1 is fitted to single-column.
	Please enlarge to fit to a double-column-full page figure in pdf protocol

	3.
	2.3
	Step says “Pump down the sample chamber pressure to 400 Pa (3 torr) or lower and the reactor pressure to less than 200 Pa (1.5 torr).”
	Please correct to “Evacuate the loading chamber to 400 Pa (3 torr) and transfer the samples into the main reaction chamber, and evacuate it to 200 Pa.”

	4.
	3.3
	Step says “On more hydrophilic surfaces, such as SU-8 polymer-coated slides, even 1.5 mL can be deposited12.”
	Please correct to “On more hydrophobic surfaces, such as SU-8 polymer-coated slides, even 1.5 mL can be deposited12.”

	5.
	Discussion
	Step says “While this indicates that an alternative surface fabrication method can still lead to ER-like tabulation, one important limitation appears to be the specificity of the surface material.”
	Please correct to “While this indicates that an alternative surface fabrication method can still lead to ER-like tubulation, one important limitation appears to be the specificity of the surface material.”
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