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1. The article discusses a 2.5D coupled FEM–SBM methodology for soil–structure dynamic interaction problems.
2. This approach is used to model longitudinally invariant unbounded systems subjected to moving loads.
3. Meshless methods such as the method of fundamental solutions (MFS) have been proposed as an alternative for dealing with these kinds of problems.
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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 provides a comprehensive overview of the 2.5D coupled FEM–SBM methodology for soil–structure dynamic interaction problems, and its potential applications in various engineering structures such as railway tracks, tunnels, roads and pipelines. The article also discusses the merits of this approach over 3D models, and presents several meshless methods such as the method of fundamental solutions (MFS) that can be used to deal with these kinds of problems. 
In terms of trustworthiness and reliability, the article appears to be well-researched and unbiased in its presentation of information. It provides detailed references to relevant research papers and studies that support its claims, which adds credibility to the article's content. Furthermore, it does not appear to be promotional or one-sided in any way, as it presents both sides equally and explores counterarguments where necessary. 
However, there are some points that could be further explored in order to make the article more comprehensive and reliable. For example, while the article mentions possible risks associated with using meshless methods such as MFS, it does not provide any details on how these risks can be mitigated or avoided altogether. Additionally, while the article mentions regularisation techniques that can be used to overcome singularities arising from overlapping collocation points and virtual forces on complex boundary shapes, it does not provide any details on what these techniques are or how they work in practice. 
In conclusion, overall the article appears to be trustworthy and reliable in its presentation of information regarding 2.5D coupled FEM–SBM methodology for soil–structure dynamic interaction problems; however there are some areas that could benefit from further exploration in order to make it more comprehensive and reliable overall.
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· Mitigation of risks associated with meshless methods
· Regularisation techniques for overlapping collocation points
· Virtual forces on complex boundary shapes
· 2.5D coupled FEM–SBM methodology applications
· Railway tracks soil–structure dynamic interaction
· Tunnels soil–structure dynamic interaction
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