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In the original article, there was a mistake in Figure 2 and its legend as published. The values 51.5 and 100 that appear in the figure and in section 2K of the legend should be 515 and 1000. The correct Figure 2 and its legend appears below.
[image: Figure 2]FIGURE 2 | Response surface graphs based on Box-Behnken experimental results. Maximum VLP specific production in cell culture supernatants as a function of (A -C) CSPR vs. Time; (D -F) time vs. DNA; and (G -I) CSPR vs. DNA. The graphs were constructed by depicting two variables at a time and maintaining the third one at a fixed level. +1, 0, and −1 correspond to 0.5, 1.25, and 2 mg/ml for the DNA concentration; 30, 515, and 1000 pL/cell/day for the CSPR and 24, 48, and 72 hpt for the time of retransfection. (J -L) represent the changes of the percentage of transfection measured in percentage of GFP positive cells along the studied time course for conditions reaching the sixth day of the process (J) and conditions reaching the fifth (K). (L) Shows the merged plot.
In the original article, there was also a mistake in Table 1 as published. The values 51.5 and 100 that appear in Table 1 for CSPR limits should be 515 and 1000. The corrected Table 1 appears below.
TABLE 1 | Box-Behnken design, results and ANOVA analyses for optimization of the extended gene expression (EGE) protocol for VLP production.
[image: Table 1]In the original article, there was also an error in the text. The value of 3000 xg in the mentioned centrifugation should be 300 xg. A correction has been made to Section 2: Experimental, Sub-section 2.1: “HEK293 mammalian cell line, culture conditions,” Paragraph 3:
“For the pseudoperfusion experiments, the total culture volume was 20 ml and media replacement (MR) was carried out centrifuging the culture at 300 xg for 5 min every 12 h ensuring that the proportional volume of media was replaced depending on the condition. To maintain a MR rate of 2 reactor volume per day (RV/day), 20 ml were replaced every 12 h. For a rate of 1 RV/day, 10 ml were replaced every 12 h and for a rate of 0.5 RV/day, 5 ml were replaced every 12 h.”
Further, the value of 100 pL/cell/day should be 1000 pL/cell/day in accordance to the previous correction in Table 1 and Figure 2. A correction has been made to Section 3: Results and Discussion, Sub-section 3.2: “Optimization of retransfection by Design of Experiment (DoE) method,” Paragraph 1:
“As for the CSPR, the working range was set based on the previous study of the cell growth upon different media replacement rates. The upper limit was set at 1000 and the lower limit at 30 pL/cell/day.”
Finally, the value of 8.7·1011 VLP·L-1·day-1 should be 2.7·1012 VLP·L-1·day-1. This value is already correctly presented in Table 2. However, this typo was overlooked in the text when revising the manuscript. The value of 2.7·1012 VLP·L-1·day-1 is the one obtained in this work and 8.7·1011 is the one that it is being compared to.
A correction has been made to Section 3: Results and Discussion, Sub-section 3.4: Intensification of the optimized protocol in bioreactor using ATF, Paragraph 1:
“...the presented work achieved a reactor and media volumetric productivity of 7.1·1012 and 2.7·1012 VLP·L-1·day-1 respectively, improving 26.8% or 1.36 fold and 67.8% or 3.1 fold respectively.”
The authors apologize for these errors and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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