
JOSS Review #2122 

General checks 

 Repository: Is the source code for this software available at the repository url? 

Yes 

 License: Does the repository contain a plain-text LICENSE file with the contents of an OSI 
approved software license? 

Yes, licensed under MIT 

 Contribution and authorship: Has the submitting author (samreay) made major contributions to 
the software? Does the full list of paper authors seem appropriate and complete? 

@samreay is the main author of this software and has made the vast majority of the contributions to 
the software. The author list seems appropriate. 

Functionality 

 Installation: Does installation proceed as outlined in the documentation? 

The installation proceeds as in the documentation, although it would help to be a bit more explicit about 
the steps to run (e.g. python setup.py install). 

 Functionality: Have the functional claims of the software been confirmed? 

I am able to run the pipeline, although I don’t have SNANA installed on my machine so I can’t do an 
end-to-end test. I have verified that pippin is producing valid SNANA configuration files and running the 
correct commands to launch jobs. There is a video demonstrating the usage in the documentation. 

 Performance: If there are any performance claims of the software, have they been confirmed? (If 
there are no claims, please check off this item.) 

There are no performance claims. 

 

 

 

https://github.com/Samreay/Pippin
https://opensource.org/licenses/alphabetical
https://opensource.org/licenses/alphabetical


Documentation 

 A statement of need: Do the authors clearly state what problems the software is designed to 
solve and who the target audience is? 

Yes. 

 Installation instructions: Is there a clearly-stated list of dependencies? Ideally these should be 
handled with an automated package management solution. 

Requirements.txt works very well for the python dependencies and getting pippin itself up and running.  

There are a lot of external dependencies for Pippin. e.g. SNANA, SNIRF, SNANA, CosmoMC. The 
ones that are mandatory (e.g. SNANA) should be described in the installation section with links to their 
homepages. (I don’t expect the author to describe how to install SNANA… I’m not sure if anybody 
knows how do that.) 

 Example usage: Do the authors include examples of how to use the software (ideally to solve 
real-world analysis problems). 

Yes, there are lots of examples of this. 

 Functionality documentation: Is the core functionality of the software documented to a 
satisfactory level (e.g., API method documentation)? 

There should be a bit more of a description of how to write/modify a configuration file. For example, 
what do the different indentation levels mean for the configuration files? (I think that it is the stage, an 
arbitrary name, and then parameters? State this explicitly). 

The individual tasks themselves have good descriptions. 

It was unclear to me at first that "cfg.yml" is a special configuration file that is separate from the run 
config file. It would be good to explicitly state in the docs that these are two separate things. The first 
example of running pippin has the wrong config filename (“example.yml” and then “config.yml” which 
makes this a bit confusing.) 

 Automated tests: Are there automated tests or manual steps described so that the functionality of 
the software can be verified? 

Yes, there are tests to verify the functionality of the software, and I was able to run them successfully. 

 Community guidelines: Are there clear guidelines for third parties wishing to 1) Contribute to the 
software 2) Report issues or problems with the software 3) Seek support 

Yes 



Software paper 

 Summary: Has a clear description of the high-level functionality and purpose of the software for a 
diverse, non-specialist audience been provided? 

Yes 

 A statement of need: Do the authors clearly state what problems the software is designed to 
solve and who the target audience is? 

Yes 

 State of the field: Do the authors describe how this software compares to other commonly-used 
packages? 

Yes 

 Quality of writing: Is the paper well written (i.e., it does not require editing for structure, language, 
or writing quality)? 

Yes 

 References: Is the list of references complete, and is everything cited appropriately that should 
be cited (e.g., papers, datasets, software)? Do references in the text use the proper citation 
syntax? 

Yes 

https://rmarkdown.rstudio.com/authoring_bibliographies_and_citations.html#citation_syntax
https://rmarkdown.rstudio.com/authoring_bibliographies_and_citations.html#citation_syntax

