
 

Submission 1121. Peer-review process 

Reviewer A 

Round 1 

 
1. Does the paper comply with the scientific quality standards of its field?* 

 Yes 

 No 
2. Are the methods described in detail, so that the experiments are reproducible?* 
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4. Are the claims/statements/conclusions fully supported by results?* 

 Yes 

 No 

 Partially 
4.1 If not, please, indicate the additional evidence that would help accomplishing this requirement. 
 
 
5. Are the claims/statements discussed rigorously, in the context of previous scientific literature and 
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reliability of the paper?* 

 Yes 

 No 
9. Is the paper clearly written, following standard scientific English?* 

 Yes 

 No 
10. Have the authors made all experimental data fully available to readers? 
This requirement can be accomplished through either supplementary files or by depositing data on 
public repositories.* 

 Yes 

 No 
11. Based on paper content and your global appraisal of it, indicate the type of publication that best 
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