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Dear Françoise, 
 
My sincere apologies for the very long time it has taken us to reach a decision on your manuscript. This is due to the fact that one 
of the referees who had accepted to review the paper subsequently failed to produce a report despite multiple reminders. However 
I have now received the reports of two referees and I have made a decision. The referees' comments are appended below, or you 
can access them online: please go to BenchPressand click on the 'Manuscripts with Decisions' queue in the Author Area. 
 
As you will see, both referees express great interest in your work, but they also have significant criticisms and recommend a substantial revision 
of your manuscript before we can consider publication. In particular, they recommend that you investigate the possible causes of the astrocyte 
migration defect in Fat1 mutants including potential defects in the migration substrates and that you examine potential proliferation defects of 
the mutant astrocytes. They also ask that you propose a model of the possible functions of Fat1 in the different cell types affected in the mutants 
that is compatible with the mutant phenotypes observed. If you are able to revise the manuscript along the lines suggested, which may involve 
further experiments, I will be happy to receive a revised version of the manuscript. Your revised paper will be re-reviewed by the original 
referees, and its acceptance will depend on your addressing satisfactorily all their major concerns. Please also note that Development will 
normally permit only one round of major revision.  
 
We are aware that you may currently be unable to access the lab to undertake experimental revisions. If it would be helpful, we 
encourage you to contact us to discuss your revision in greater detail. Please send us a point-by-point response indicating where 
you are able to address concerns raised (either experimentally or by changes to the text) and where you will not be able to do so 
within the normal timeframe of a revision. We will then provide further guidance. Please also note that we are happy to extend 
revision timeframes as necessary.  
 
Please attend to all of the reviewers' comments and ensure that you clearly highlight all changes made in the revised manuscript. 
Please avoid using 'Tracked changes' in Word files as these are lost in PDF conversion. I should be grateful if you would also 
provide a point-by-point response detailing how you have dealt with the points raised by the reviewers in the 'Response to 
Reviewers' box. If you do not agree with any of their criticisms or suggestions please explain clearly why this is so. 
 
Development is committed to maintaining the integrity of the scientific record. Please read our requirements for preparing your 
figures (dev_revision.pdf, attached) to avoid a potential delay in the publication process or rejection on the basis of non-compliance
with these guidelines. This guide also includes recommendations on improving figure layout to help reviewers and readers 
appreciate your data. 
 
At this stage, we also ask you to ensure your manuscript complies with our formatting guidelines. Provided you are able to fully 
address the referees’ comments, we are positive about publication of your paper (we accept over 95% of revision submissions) 
and therefore hope you won’t mind any extra work involved in reformatting your manuscript at this point. 
 
To submit your revised manuscript, please go to BenchPress and click on the 'Submit a revision' link within the Author Area. 
 
When preparing your revised manuscript, please bear in mind the following: 
 
Article Length 
The length limit for Research Articles is 7000 words, and 3000 for Research Reports. This word count does not include the title 
page, abstract, materials & methods, or reference list but does include figure legends. 
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Abstract Limit 
We have a strict limit for the summary or abstract of the paper to be under 180 words.  
 
Source Files 
Please note that the original source files for text, tables and all figures will be required. Do not upload a single pdf containing tables
and figures but instead provide a separate file for each item (i.e. a Word file containing the main text, tables and legends, and a 
separate file for each figure - see our manuscript preparation guidelines for required file formats). 
 
Supplementary material 
Supplementary material may include movies, figures and tables. Please collate supplementary figures and tables into a single PDF
file. If your table is very large, or you wish readers to be able to export and/or manipulate the data, we would prefer you to submit it 
as a Microsoft Excel file. 
 
Descriptions of computational analyses and further details of experimental protocols already described in the Materials and 
Methods section of the main article may be included as supplementary Materials and Methods; the main article must however 
contain sufficient information in the Materials and Methods to allow the reader to understand all experiments performed. Tables 
comprising datasets or listing materials such as oligonucleotide primers, antibodies or strains may be provided as supplementary 
material. We do not accept additional Results or Discussion text as supplementary material. 
 
Number of Display Items - Research Report 
If you have submitted a short research report, we ask for no more than four display items (figures, tables, etc.), each fitting up to a 
page, to be included with the manuscript.  
 
Supplementary File Size 
Our maximum allowance for the combined total of ALL supplementary files is 50 MB  (excluding movie files and cover art 
submissions). Supplementary material in excess of this limit incurs significant storage charges for the journal if the manuscript is 
accepted.  
 
Supplementary Guidelines 
Please see our website for further guidelines on supplementary material. 
 
Competing Interests 
Please note that if any author included on the manuscript has financial, personal or professional associations that could be 
perceived as interfering with the objectivity of their scientific judgement (see examples), they must provide a disclosure statement, 
which will be published at the end of article. It is the responsibility of the corresponding author to ensure that all competing interests
have been disclosed. 
 
In order to promote timely publication, we generally ask that the revision be completed within 90 days from the date of this letter. 
However, as noted above, we recognise that this may not be possible under the current circumstances and will be happy to grant 
an extension where this is needed: please just contact the editorial office.  
 
I look forward to receiving your revised manuscript. 
 
Francois Guillemot 
Handling Editor 
Development 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


