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The authors have responded well to my previous reviewer feedback 

<https://gist.github.com/stain/cddf0b309017f3e817d0f5b486947b04>, and have modified their 

manuscript and Zenodo following my suggestions. 

I am satistfied to recommend accepting this article for publication in GigaScience. 

 

Methods 

Are the methods appropriate to the aims of the study, are they well described, and are necessary 

controls included? Choose an item. 

Conclusions 

Are the conclusions adequately supported by the data shown? Choose an item. 

Reporting Standards 

Does the manuscript adhere to the journal’s guidelines on minimum standards of reporting? Choose an 

item. 

Choose an item. 

Statistics 

Are you able to assess all statistics in the manuscript, including the appropriateness of statistical tests 

used? Choose an item. 

Quality of Written English 

Please indicate the quality of language in the manuscript: Choose an item. 
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• Do you hold or are you currently applying for any patents relating to the content of the 
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If you can answer no to all of the above, write 'I declare that I have no competing interests' below. If 
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I am co-lead of the RO-Crate community. At ELIXIR Biohackathon (Nov 2022) the authors asked for my 

advice on extending RO-Crate for Sapporo's biological feature attributes, however the reviewed work 

predates that discussion. 

I agree to the open peer review policy of the journal. I understand that my name will be included on my 

report to the authors and, if the manuscript is accepted for publication, my named report including any 

attachments I upload will be posted on the website along with the authors' responses. I agree for my 

report to be made available under an Open Access Creative Commons CC-BY license 

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). I understand that any comments which I do not wish to 

be included in my named report can be included as confidential comments to the editors, which will not 

be published. 
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claim your Publons credit. I understand this statement. 
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