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1. This article presents an empirical equation based on the Modified Fournier Index (MFI) that has caused probably one of the most widespread and unnoticed errors in soil erosion research for at least 33 years.
2. An exhaustive literature search and analysis uncovered 125 papers with 28 incorrect R equation formulations, which have been cited over 3300 times by international researchers.
3. The primary objective of this paper is to contribute to the recognition of the use of incorrect R equations, thereby reducing or even preventing their further spread and thus limiting the number of studies publishing biased results.
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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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This article provides a systematic review of the incorrect use of an empirical equation for the estimation of rainfall erosivity around the globe. The authors conducted an exhaustive literature search and analysis to uncover 125 papers with 28 incorrect R equation formulations, which have been cited over 3300 times by international researchers. The primary objective of this paper is to contribute to the recognition of the use of incorrect R equations, thereby reducing or even preventing their further spread and thus limiting the number of studies publishing biased results. 
The article appears to be reliable and trustworthy as it is based on a thorough literature review and analysis, providing evidence for its claims. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For example, since most of the studies were conducted in Asia (China and India), it may not be representative enough for other parts of the world where different climatic conditions may lead to different results. Additionally, while this article provides evidence for its claims, it does not explore any counterarguments or present both sides equally; instead it focuses solely on highlighting how using an incorrect R equation can result in a significant bias in estimating soil erosion rates. Furthermore, while this article does provide insights into how using an incorrect R equation can lead to biased results, it does not provide any solutions or recommendations on how to prevent such errors from occurring in future research projects. 
In conclusion, this article provides a systematic review on how using an incorrect R equation can lead to biased results in soil erosion research projects; however there are some potential biases that should be noted when considering its trustworthiness and reliability.
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