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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Established brittle failure criteria for unreinforced masonry (URM) walls under the impact of flash floods.
2. Identified three building parameters that influence the flood-resistance of URM walls: mortar grade, span-to-height ratio of the wall, and number of floors of the rural building.
3. Results showed that single-storey rural buildings should be given priority to use high-grade masonry mortar and high-density blocks to improve flood-resistance.
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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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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy in its reporting, as it provides a detailed analysis of the failure criteria for unreinforced masonry (URM) walls under the impact of flash floods based on field investigation data from a real event in Damawu Gully and corresponding simulation results from FLO-2D. The article also identifies three building parameters that influence the flood-resistance of URM walls, which can provide references for flash flood mitigation and flood-resistance reinforcement of rural buildings in mountainous regions of Southwest China.
However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, while it does mention possible risks associated with using lower strength mortar or higher span-to-height ratios, it does not explore counterarguments or present both sides equally when discussing these issues. Additionally, there is no discussion about other factors such as soil type or topography that could affect the flood resistance of URM walls, which could lead to an incomplete understanding of how best to reinforce rural buildings against flash floods in mountainous regions. Furthermore, there is no mention of any promotional content or partiality in the article, which could lead readers to believe that all information presented is unbiased and objective when this may not be true. 
In conclusion, while this article provides useful information about failure criteria for URM walls under flash floods and identifies key building parameters that influence their resistance to flooding, it should be read with caution due to potential biases and missing points of consideration.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Soil type and flash flood resistance
· Topography and flash flood resistance
· Counterarguments for lower strength mortar
· Counterarguments for higher span-to-height ratios
· Promotional content and partiality in flash flood research
· Mitigation strategies for flash floods in mountainous regions
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