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1. This study proposes an evaluation framework of expressway renewal indicators that integrates the three dimensions of macro, meso, and micro based on the fuzzy Delphi method, the fuzzy AHP method, and the TOPSIS method.
2. 28 renewal indicators were screened out, and the five factors with the greatest impact on renewal were identified as demand for transport development, renewal of facility and service functions, upgrading of institutional resilience, structural renewal, and economic development.
3. The model was applied to eight expressways in Shanghai to calculate the renewal degree value and divide the renewal status.
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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 is generally reliable and trustworthy in its content. It provides a comprehensive overview of how to evaluate expressway regeneration projects using a model integrating the Fuzzy Delphi Method, Fuzzy AHP Method, and TOPSIS Method. The authors provide detailed explanations of each method used in their evaluation framework as well as a clear description of how they are integrated into one model. Furthermore, they provide evidence for their claims by applying their model to eight expressways in Shanghai to calculate the renewal degree value and divide the renewal status.
The article does not appear to have any major biases or one-sided reporting; it presents both sides equally by providing an overview of existing evaluation systems as well as proposing a new evaluation framework that takes into account future urban development needs. Additionally, there are no unsupported claims or missing points of consideration; all claims made are supported by evidence from experiments conducted using their proposed model.
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or alternative methods for evaluating expressway regeneration projects; however this is understandable given its focus on presenting a new evaluation framework rather than comparing different approaches. There is also no promotional content or partiality present in this article; it is purely focused on presenting research findings without any bias towards any particular approach or opinion. Finally, possible risks associated with expressway regeneration projects are noted throughout the article but not explored in depth due to its focus on presenting a new evaluation framework rather than discussing potential risks associated with such projects.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Expressway regeneration project risks
· Alternative methods for evaluating expressway regeneration projects
· Benefits of expressway regeneration projects
· Impact of expressway regeneration projects on urban development
· Cost-benefit analysis of expressway regeneration projects
· Social and environmental impacts of expressway regeneration projects
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