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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. XFOIL has been the dominant airfoil analysis and design code for over 30 years, used in a variety of applications.
2. The mfoil code is a new implementation of XFOIL written in MATLAB, focusing on clarity, modularity, and robustness.
3. The mfoil code includes new contributions such as an improved stagnation-point treatment and a consistent airfoil/wake source-panel interface.
[bookmark: _Toc3]Article rating:
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 provides an overview of the XFOIL code and its use in various applications, as well as a description of the new mfoil code which is based on XFOIL but written in MATLAB. The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided; it presents both codes objectively and fairly without promoting either one over the other. It also provides detailed information about the features of each code, including their advantages and disadvantages. However, there are some missing points of consideration that could have been explored further. For example, while the article mentions that XFOIL is “beginning to feel its age” due to its text-based menu-driven user interface and file-based input–output system, it does not provide any evidence to support this claim or explore possible counterarguments. Additionally, while the article mentions that mfoil focuses on clarity, modularity, and robustness compared to XFOIL’s speed and efficiency, it does not provide any evidence or examples to demonstrate how these features are beneficial or how they compare between the two codes. Furthermore, while the article mentions that mfoil includes new contributions such as an improved stagnation-point treatment and a consistent airfoil/wake source-panel interface, it does not provide any details about these contributions or explain why they are important improvements over existing methods. In conclusion, while this article provides an objective overview of both codes with detailed descriptions of their features and advantages/disadvantages compared to each other, there are some missing points of consideration that could have been explored further in order to provide more comprehensive coverage of the topic at hand.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· XFOIL user interface
· XFOIL input–output system
· mfoil clarity and modularity
· mfoil robustness
· XFOIL speed and efficiency
· mfoil stagnation-point treatment
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