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Reviewer Comments to Author: 

The idea of curating this dataset is both important, and can contribute to the scientific community. 

Additionally, in most parts, the paper is well written. 

However, the manuscript has some major issue that needs to solve before it would be ready for 

publication. 

The Good: 

- The dataset presented in the paper can be very useful to the scientific community 

- The authors invested many efforts in making the paper reproducible. Both the project's code and 

dataset are open 

- The project has a friendly and helpful web interface. 

Things that need to improve: 

Major Issues: 

- Although this paper is not a standard research paper, the article is missing more context to other 

works. 

I believe the context of the manuscript will be more explicit by adding a Related Work section that 

provides an overview of other papers that generated similar datasets. 

- Most of the analysis is based on the PubMed datasets, which is a relatively small dataset. 

There are other open datasets that I think it is important to use to get a fuller picture, such as Microsoft 

Academic, AMiner, Semantic Scholar, bioXiv, and arXiv. 

I understand that performing a full-text search on these datasets can be challenging. 

However, the paper's results need to be validated by using some of these datasets. 

- The manuscript's quality needs to be improved (text, figures' resolutions, etc.). 

Minor Issues: 

- In my opinion, the overall structure of the paper can be improved. 

- There is no need to explain the FAIR data principle 

- Using Microsoft Academic dataset can assist in mapping between author to a unique id 

- Mapping between an institute or location to a country can be more accurately done by utilizing 

geolocation code packages, such as geopy 
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