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We thank the referee for her insightful comments.

We will closely review section 2.3, with respect to trimming some detail and adding
explanatory notes with respect to discipline-specific terms, in order to make the paper
more accessible to a non-specialist audience.

In section 2.1, we will edit the text to incorporate a more systematic description of our
approach to the Art-Science collaboration, with attention to our overall approach to
communication between our professional realms. To this end, we are finding the paper
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cited in the review helpful in framing our edits, as we do Kagan (2015), Madsen (2018),
Rogers (2012), and Loveless (2019). Although not strictly related, Naill (2016), which
we have cited in our paper, also offers some interesting insights with respect to theo-
rizing borders and boundaries, albeit in a difference context. The editorial comments
from Malina et al in LEONARDO, Vol. 51, No. 1,2018 (doi:10.1162/LEON_e_01555)
are also thought-provoking.

With respect to Line 291: We assume the author is referring to line 294 (where we
mention the availability of the book for purchase). We can rephrase to “available in-
ternationally”. Our intent here was to speak to the socio-economic context of the first
author as an independent visual artist, who cannot make this book available to the
broader community as a freely-available, open source document, as it is a potential
source of income. This is, in itself, a ‘boundary’ that differentiates the approach and
reality of scientific and artistic work, a factor which is now covered elsewhere in these
discussions.
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