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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The Living Planet Index (LPI) was developed 25 years ago as a tool to track trends in global biodiversity, focusing initially on vertebrate populations and forest cover.

2. The LPI has been used for public engagement, policy development, and research purposes, providing valuable insights into the changing status of global biodiversity.

3. Challenges faced in maintaining a large biodiversity dataset and current uses of the LPI are discussed, along with proposals for future evolution through global collaboration, technology integration, and enhanced data analysis techniques.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article titled "Past, present, and future of the Living Planet Index" published in npj Biodiversity provides a comprehensive overview of the evolution and applications of the Living Planet Index (LPI) over the past 25 years. The authors discuss the importance of population trend indicators in biodiversity monitoring and highlight the role of LPI in tracking global biodiversity trends. They also explore the challenges faced in maintaining a large biodiversity dataset and propose ways for the LPI project to evolve in the future.

One potential bias in the article is its focus on the positive aspects of the LPI project without adequately addressing its limitations or criticisms. While the authors acknowledge some challenges faced in data collection and analysis, they do not delve into potential biases in data selection, methodology, or interpretation that could affect the accuracy and reliability of the LPI as a biodiversity indicator. This lack of critical evaluation may lead to an overly optimistic portrayal of the effectiveness of LPI in tracking biodiversity trends.

Furthermore, the article may be one-sided in its reporting by primarily highlighting success stories and achievements related to the LPI project. There is limited discussion on any shortcomings or failures that may have occurred during its implementation. By presenting only a positive narrative, the article may overlook important lessons learned from past experiences that could inform future indicator development and conservation efforts.

Additionally, there are unsupported claims throughout the article, such as stating that population trend indicators are one of the most powerful tools in biodiversity monitoring without providing evidence or comparisons with other monitoring methods. The authors should provide more context and evidence to support their assertions and demonstrate why LPI is considered a valuable tool for tracking global biodiversity trends.

Moreover, there are missing points of consideration in the article regarding potential biases introduced by relying solely on vertebrate populations for calculating LPI trends. The exclusion of data on plants, fungi, or invertebrates could skew results and provide an incomplete picture of overall biodiversity health. The authors should address this limitation and discuss ways to improve data representation across different taxa to enhance the accuracy and comprehensiveness of LPI as an indicator.

Overall, while the article provides valuable insights into the history and applications of LPI, it would benefit from a more critical analysis of its limitations, biases, and potential areas for improvement. By addressing these issues, future research can build upon existing knowledge to develop more robust biodiversity indicators that accurately reflect global biodiversity trends.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Limitations of Living Planet Index in biodiversity monitoring

· Criticisms of population trend indicators in biodiversity research

· Biases in data selection and methodology of Living Planet Index

· Importance of including non-vertebrate taxa in biodiversity indicators

· Comparison of different biodiversity monitoring methods

· Lessons learned from past failures in conservation efforts
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