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Author Questionnaire:
1. Microscopy: Does your protocol involve video microscopy, such as filming a complex dissection or microinjection technique? NO

2. Does your protocol include software usage? YES
If yes, we will need you to record using screen recording software to capture the steps. If you use a Mac, QuickTime X also has the ability to record the steps.

3. Which steps from the protocol section below are the most important for viewers to see? 
Steps 3.3, 3.5, 3.7, 3.9, 3.11, 3.13
4. What is the single most difficult aspect of this procedure and what do you do to ensure success? 
Deciding the final coherence score (step 3.14 and 4.8) is the most difficult aspect of the procedure. To ensure success, all subscales should be coded before coding coherence and their scores should be taken into consideration when making a decision regarding the coherence score.
5. Will the filming need to take place in multiple locations? NO


Section - Introduction
Videographer: Interviewee Headshots are required. Take a headshot for each interviewee. 

Authors, these headshots will be used for the JoVE Dedicated Author Webpage. Here is one example if you wish to take a look.


1. REQUIRED Interview Statements: (Said by you on camera)  

1.1. Efrat Sher-Censor: This method evaluates the coherence of parents’ brief narratives regarding their children. Coherence is indicative of the quality of parent-child relationship and child adjustment [1].

1.1.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.
 
1.2. Efrat Sher-Censor: The main advantage of this method is that it is time-effective and cost-effective compared to other interviews with parents [1].

1.2.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.	


OPTIONAL Interview Statements: (Said by you on camera) 

1.3. Smadar Dolev: FMSS-Coherence can be applied in the context of other close relationships, such as marital relationships, teacher-student relationships and more [1].

1.3.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.	


Ethics title card: (for human subjects or animal work, does not count toward word length total)

1.4. Procedures involving human subjects have been approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) at the University of California Riverside, CA, USA and the University of Haifa, Israel. 


Section - Protocol
2. Interview Procedure
[Note to Videographer: Record all conversations for B-roll]
2.1. Begin by escorting the parent into a quiet testing room [1].  
2.1.1. WIDE: Talent escorts parent into testing room.
2.2. Then, administer the Five-Minute Speech Sample-Coherence, or FMSS, as the first measure to collect from the parent [1]. 
2.2.1. Talent talks to parent and starts to administer the FMSS. 
2.3. Turn on the audio recorder [1] and tell the parent: “For the next 5 minutes, please tell me about your thoughts and feelings regarding your child. What kind of a person your child is and how the two of you get along together” [2]. 
2.3.1. CU: Talent turns on audio recorder. (Author Comment: This was erroneously marked during filming as shot 2.4.1)
2.3.2. Talent speaks to parent. [Note to Videographer: Collect audio of talent speaking text in quotes.]
2.4. Turn on the stop-watch to count down from 5 min [1] once the parent starts speaking [2].
2.4.1. CU: Talent turns on the stop watch to count down from 5 min. (Author Comment: This was erroneously marked during filming as shot 2.3.1)
2.4.2. Parent starts speaking to talent.
3. FMSS-Coherence Coding Method
3.1. After the interview is complete, transcribe the FMSS audio into text.  For each of the following coherence subscales, use “+” or “-” signs to mark segments that reflect the subscales positively or negatively. Based on these “+” and “-” signs, determine a score for each subscale according to the following guidelines [1].
3.1.1. MED-over shoulder: Talent at the computer, pulls up the transcribed FMSS document. 
3.2. Efrat Sher-Censor: For focus, assign a high score when the parent refers to the child and/or to their relationship as the focal subject of the FMSS [1-TXT].

3.2.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera. 
TEXT: Focus	
3.3. Assign a low score when the parent refers to other matters for the majority of the FMSS or narrates about her/his children as a whole instead of focusing on the target child. For example, when the parent says, [1] “I believe my schedule varies from the other jobs, so I usually work on Tuesday nights, Wednesday nights and Thursday nights, some weekends, but usually I get a Monday and Friday off [2].
3.3.1. Talent speaking with parent. Talent holds printed copy of FMSS interview protocol, maintains eye contact with parents, smiles and nods.  [Note to videographer – collect multiple shots of this step].
3.3.2. Parent (Smadar Dolev) speaking to talent (Efrat). Alternate between parent speaking and talent listening nodding and listening to reduce the amount of text parent has to memorize (parent can then glance at lines on script intermittently).  Parent speaking text in quotes was filmed and marked as 3.3.2. Use shot 3.3.1 to show talent listening.

3.4. Efrat Sher-Censor: For elaboration, assign a high score when the parent provides detailed and rich descriptions of the child and/or the relationship [1-TXT].

3.4.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera. 
TEXT: Elaboration	
3.5. Assign a low score when the FMSS is laconic and includes only a few brief sentences.  For example, when the parent says, [1] “He is a friendly boy. He is a good boy, there isn’t anything special I could say about him. he is a very good boy [2].”
3.5.1. Use shot 3.3.1.
3.5.2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Parent (Smadar Dolev) speaking to talent (Efrat). Alternate between parent speaking and talent listening.  to reduce the amount of text parent has to memorize (parent can then glance at lines on script intermittently).  Parent speaking text in quotes was filmed and marked as 3.5.2. Use shot 3.3.1 to show talent listening.
3.6. Efrat Sher-Censor: For separateness, assign a high score when the parent describes the child as having a distinct personality with needs and desires that are different from her/his own [1-TXT].
3.6.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.
TEXT: Separateness
3.7. Assign a low score when the parent shows difficulties in describing the child as a separate entity, and when the parent shows boundary dissolution, namely, describes the parent’s and child’s roles as equal or reversed [1-TXT].
3.7.1. Use shot 3.3.1 2.4.2.
TEXT: See text protocol for example. 
3.8. Efrat Sher-Censor: For concern, assign a low score when the parent does not articulate worries or concerns. Note that a low score in concern is a positive marker of coherence, so you should reverse code this score [1-TXT].
3.8.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.
TEXT: Concern
3.9. Assign a high score when the parent refers several times to characteristics of the child or the relationship that concern her/him. For example, when the parent says, [1] “I am concerned about his social skills. I am worried that he doesn’t have any close friends. He keeps to himself a lot and I am worried about it. I just don’t know what to do” [2]. 
3.9.1. Use shot 3.3.1. 
3.9.2. Parent (Smadar Dolev) speaking to talent (Efrat). Alternate between parent speaking and talent listening. Parent speaking text in quotes was filmed and marked as 3.9.2. Use shot 3.3.1 to show talent listening. to reduce the amount of text parent has to memorize (parent can then glance at lines on script intermittently).
3.10. Efrat Sher-Censor: For acceptance, assign a high score when the parent speaks lovingly of the child, is pleased and proud with the child's accomplishments, and displays empathy for the child's weaknesses and negative behaviors [1-TXT].
3.10.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.
TEXT: Acceptance/rejection
3.11. Assign a low score when the parent expresses rejection, disappointment, devaluation or a judgmental stance regarding the child, even if she/he also shows a few expressions of affection. For example, when the parent says, [1] “Um she’s crazy (laughs). She cries when she doesn’t get her way. She does very good in school, can do her homework on her own… but she is in everybody’s business all the time and tries to be her teacher’s pet” [2]. 
3.11.1. Use shot 3.3.1.
3.11.2. Parent (Smadar Dolev) speaking to talent (Efrat). Alternate between parent speaking and talent listening. Parent speaking text in quotes was filmed and marked as 3.11.2. Use 3.3.1 to show talent listening. to reduce the amount of text parent has to memorize (parent can then glance at lines on script intermittently).   
3.12. Efrat Sher-Censor: Lastly, for complexity, assign a high score when the parent addresses both positive and negative aspects of the child or the relationship in different contexts and provides supporting examples for most of her/his statements [1-TXT].
3.12.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.
TEXT: Complexity
3.13. Assign a low score when the parent provides a unidimensional portrayal that focuses only on positive, or primarily negative or concerning aspects of the child and the relationship [1-TXT].
3.13.1. Use shot 3.3.1 2.4.2.
TEXT: See text protocol for example. 
3.14. After the scores have been assigned, read the FMSS again, and mark contradictions in the text. Go over the scores you assigned to integrate your impression of the FMSS as a whole and determine the final coherence score [1].
3.14.1. MED-over shoulder: Talent at computer, marks a final coherence score. [Note to videographer: Authors mark this as a difficult step.]
4. Coding Example

[Note to video editors: This will have a heavy amount of on screen editing due the protocol being more informative rather than actionable.]
4.1. Pull up the transcribed FMSS script to analyze and the rating sheet. Note, for simplicity, only a rating sheet with high, moderate, and low scores, are used here, while the original rating sheet has seven-point scales [1]. 
4.1.1. MED-over shoulder: Talent at computer, pulls up example passage in text protocol step 3.4 on screen – example of a mother talking about an 8 year old boy. Use 3.1.1 (Author Comment: Use shot 3.1.1 as 3.1.1 and 4.1.1 are identical. Shot 4.1.1 was not filmed)
4.2. Assign a high score in Focus, as the mother talks only about the child, no minus signs [1].
4.2.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 (long paragraph) & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage (15 lines total, keep the numbered lines) on the left and the rating sheet on the right. In the Focus section on the rating sheet, assign a high score. 
4.3. For Elaboration, denote a “+” next to the following: doing well in school, very friendly and outgoing, helps, fights with brother, hangs out with friends, and helps dad. Accordingly, assign a high score in Elaboration [1].
4.3.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage on the left and the rating sheet on the right. Add + marks on the coding passage to lines 1, 2, 5, 7, 9, and 14 listed in the voiceover and highlight the corresponding text in the coding passage as said in the voiceover. Then, assign a high score in elaboration on the rating sheet.  
4.4. Assign a high score in Separateness, as there are no separateness issues, or no minus signs [1].
4.4.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage on the left and the rating sheet on the right. Assign a high score in separateness.
4.5. Assign a low score in Concern, as the mother does not articulate any worries or concerns, and reverse code the score from low to high [1].
4.5.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage on the left and the rating sheet on the right. Assign a low score in concern.
4.6. For Acceptance, denote a “+” near the following: the mother is proud of her child, expresses excitement regarding his behavior, and an understanding when relating to his negative behavior.  Accordingly, assign a high score in Acceptance [1].
4.6.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage on the left and the rating sheet on the right. Add + marks to the following lines in the coding passage mentioned in the voiceover: 4 (mother is proud), 6 and 12 (expresses excitement), and 8 (negative behavior). Then, assign a high score in acceptance in the coding sheet. 
4.7. Assign a high score in Complexity, as the mother describes different child’s characteristics, relates to the child’s strengths, such as friendly and weaknesses, for example fights with his sibling, and supports her statements with examples [1].
4.7.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage on the left and the rating sheet on the right. Assign a high score in complexity. 
4.8. Finally, rate the FMSS as high in Coherence, based on the scores given in the above subscales as well as lack of contradictions in the text [1].
4.8.1. LAB MEDIA: Original protocol text step 3.4 & Rating Sheet.doc.  Video editor: Show a split screen with the coding passage on the left and the rating sheet on the right. Assign a high score in coherence. 


Section – Results
5. Results: Mothers’ mean emotional availability to their child with ASD
5.1. Results from a study of mothers and young children with ASD attending special education schools indicated that mothers who provided coherent FMSS showed higher emotional availability during observed play interaction with their child as compared with mothers who provided incoherent FMSS [1].
5.1.1. LAB MEDIA: Figure 1. Video editor: Highlight x-axis label. When ‘coherent’ is mentioned in the VO, highlight the column on the right. 



Section - Conclusion
6. Conclusion Interview Statements: (Said by you on camera) 

6.1. Smadar Dolev: Your final FMSS-Coherence score should be based on the scores you assigned to each of the six sub-scales. A common mistake is to base the final score on overall impression and intuition [1].

6.1.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.  Video editor – this step corresponds to step 3.3.1)
6.2. Efrat Sher-Censor: Colleagues in other universities are conducting several research endeavors exploring antecedents and outcomes of FMSS-Coherence, focusing for example on expectant parents [1].

6.2.1. INTERVIEW: Named talent says the statement above in an interview-style shot, looking slightly off-camera.	
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