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 Aceitar sem alterações 

Originalidade e Plágio: espera-se que o trabalho seja original e não contenha plágio ou outras 
formas de fraude e má conduta, caso contrário se sugere justificar e rejeitar de imediato. Se o 
artigo provém de uma publicação em evento, esta versão deve conter melhorias significativas 
em relação ao original * 
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Contribuição/Relevância para a área * 
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Título e Objetivo: o título deve representar adequadamente o artigo e o objetivo devem estar 
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The article presents a current and relevant theme. 

 

Data sharing has received increasing interest and the research fits into the journal's themes. 

 

Some comments about the article: 

 

A revision of the text is necessary. Including the summary in Portuguese. 

 

In (1) Introduction it is necessary to provide a better foundation of the problem to be 

addressed, to detail the foundation and justification for the study. 

 

Even though it is an article with an emphasis on data, a reference with other works would be 

important. Present other studies on the same theme. 

 

In Figure 1 it is necessary to detail how the authors characterized it. 

 

In (2) Methodology and Results, it is important to better describe the methodological 

processes and what were the steps taken, justifying all the decisions made. 

 

It is not possible to consistently understand the decisions made and makes the process of 

reproducing the study difficult. 

 

A flowchart at the beginning of the methodology could help in understanding the steps 

taken. 

 

re3data could be presented, as well as its functionalities for queries and data collection. 

 

At the end of the Methodology, it is not possible to understand all the steps taken and the 

data are not presented as a result of the study. 

 

The Table presented in (3) needs introduction and description. It's vacant. It makes it difficult 

for the reader to understand. 

 

In the Description of the dataset (4) it is not clear how the dataset was collected, which 

parameters were used for querying and retrieving the data? What is the cost and 

computational effort? 

 



 

 

A view of the data would be important. Visualization examples and applications with the 

available datasets. 

 

A section with considerations is required. 
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