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1. This article presents a method for accurately estimating blood pressure (BP) using photoplethysmography (PPG) morphology features and machine learning.
2. The method first uses a clinically-validated algorithm to extract physiological features, then identifies a subset of features that best reflects BP changes and applies three machine learning methods to translate this subset into systolic BP (SBP) and diastolic BP (DBP) estimates.
3. Results show that the proposed approach considerably improves the performance for SBP estimation over previous oBPM® technology, with a reduction in the standard deviation of the error of over 20%.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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This article presents an accurate BP estimator based on PPG morphology features and machine learning methods. The authors provide evidence that their proposed approach is able to accurately track BP variations generated during anesthesia induction, with a reduction in the standard deviation of the error of over 20%. However, there are some points that should be considered when assessing the trustworthiness and reliability of this article. 
First, it is unclear whether the authors have explored all possible counterarguments or alternative approaches to their proposed method. While they do mention other existing methods for non-invasive BP monitoring, such as sphygmomanometry, they do not discuss any potential drawbacks or limitations associated with these approaches. Additionally, it is not clear if any risks associated with their proposed method have been noted or discussed in detail. 
Second, while the authors provide evidence for their claims regarding accuracy and performance improvements, it is unclear if they have presented both sides equally or explored any potential biases in their data collection process. Furthermore, there is no discussion about how representative their sample size was or whether any missing points of consideration were taken into account when conducting their analysis. 
Finally, it is also worth noting that this article may contain promotional content as it was published in PLOS ONE which has been known to publish articles with commercial interests in mind [2]. Therefore, readers should take this into consideration when assessing its trustworthiness and reliability. 
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[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Non-invasive blood pressure monitoring methods
· Limitations of sphygmomanometry
· Risks associated with PPG-based BP estimators
· Bias in data collection
· Representativeness of sample size
· Predatory publishing practices
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