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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. LiDARs are widely used in many applications, such as robotics and autonomous driving, to sense the 3D structure of a scene.
2. LiDAR depth maps often contain noise and gross outliers due to occlusions between the two points of view.
3. This paper proposes an unsupervised framework for estimating the confidence of LiDAR sparse depth maps, allowing for filtering out the outliers.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is written in a clear and concise manner, providing a comprehensive overview of the topic at hand. The authors provide a detailed description of their proposed approach and its advantages over existing methods, as well as an extensive review of related works in the field. The article is also supported by figures that help illustrate key concepts discussed in the text.
The trustworthiness and reliability of this article can be assessed by looking at its potential biases and sources, one-sided reporting, unsupported claims, missing points of consideration, missing evidence for claims made, unexplored counterarguments, promotional content, partiality, whether possible risks are noted or not presenting both sides equally.
In terms of potential biases and sources, it appears that the authors have provided an unbiased overview of existing methods in the field while also highlighting their own approach's advantages over them. Furthermore, they have provided sufficient evidence to support their claims throughout the article with references to relevant works in the field.
Regarding one-sided reporting or partiality issues, there does not appear to be any evidence suggesting that either has been present in this article. The authors have presented both sides fairly and objectively without favoring one side over another or omitting important information from either side.
In terms of unsupported claims or missing evidence for claims made, there does not appear to be any evidence suggesting that either has been present in this article either. All claims made by the authors are supported by references to relevant works in the field which provide further evidence for their assertions. 
Finally, regarding unexplored counterarguments or possible risks noted within this article; again there does not appear to be any evidence suggesting that either has been present here either. The authors have explored all possible counterarguments while also noting any potential risks associated with their proposed approach throughout the text where appropriate.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Advantages of proposed approach over existing methods
· Review of related works in the field
· Potential biases and sources
· Unsupported claims and missing evidence
· Unexplored counterarguments
· Possible risks associated with proposed approach
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