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1. This article discusses the development of shear-flexure-interaction models for planar and flanged reinforced concrete walls.
2. The paper presents three model formulations: the baseline two-dimensional two-node SFI-MVLEM, its extension for simulation of the response of squat walls (SFI-MVLEM-SQ), and its extension to a three-dimensional four-node model (SFI-MVLEM-3D).
3. Validation studies are conducted using the three modeling approaches, comparing model results with experimental data obtained from quasi-static tests on nine RC wall specimens that cover a wide range of configurational and behavioral characteristics.
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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 an in depth discussion on the development of shear–flexure–interaction models for planar and flanged reinforced concrete walls. The paper presents three model formulations: the baseline two–dimensional two–node SFI–MVLEM, its extension for simulation of the response of squat walls (SFI–MVLEM–SQ), and its extension to a three–dimensional four–node model (SFI–MVLEM–3D). Validation studies are conducted using the three modeling approaches, comparing model results with experimental data obtained from quasi–static tests on nine RC wall specimens that cover a wide range of configurational and behavioral characteristics.
The article is well written and provides detailed information about each of the proposed models as well as their validation against experimental data. The authors have provided sufficient evidence to support their claims regarding the accuracy and reliability of their models. Furthermore, they have discussed potential limitations in existing macroscopic modeling approaches for RC walls, which is useful in understanding how their proposed models can be used to address these shortcomings.
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not provide any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on their proposed models or validation studies. While this is not necessarily a problem since there may not be any other viable alternatives available, it would be beneficial if some counterarguments were presented so that readers can get a better understanding of all sides of this issue.
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· Reinforced concrete wall behavior
· Shear-flexure-interaction models
· Quasi-static tests on RC walls
· Macroscopic modeling approaches for RC walls
· Limitations of existing models
· Alternative perspectives on SFI-MVLEM models
[bookmark: _Toc6]Report location:
https://www.fullpicture.app/item/4af4d71e6bf434e00489bcce9c014dac
Report created by FullPicture.app
