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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS:

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author):

| would like to thank the authors for addressing my concerns. However, | would like to ask that
proper reference will be given to reference 48 (Brunger et al., Trends in Cell Biology) and reference
42 ( Zhou et al., Nature, 2017) in the caption of Figure 6. The overall idea in figure 6 is very similar to
the model shown in reference 48, Figure 3 "Core arrangement".

Reviewer #2 (Remarks to the Author):

This manuscript has been carefully revised in light of the suggestions made during the first round of
review. It is now much clearer and more convincing than before; in addition, | think it is also more
balanced. The results are interesting and move the field forward. | recommend publication.



