[bookmark: _Toc1]Article information:
The influences of gas–liquid interfacial properties on interfacial shear stress for vertical annular flow - ScienceDirecthttps://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0017931015006444
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article proposes a prediction model of gas–liquid interfacial shear stress for vertical annular flow, which takes into account the local disturbance wave shapes and the influence of entrainment–deposition process and formation of gas eddy.
2. The results predicted by the current model show that the interfacial shear stress has an increasing trend for the increase of both gas and liquid superficial velocities, and the non-dimensional pressure drop originating from the interfacial shear stress is in the form of cfs=33.6Reg-0.91Ref0.30.
3. The maximum loss of momentum due to entrainment–deposition of droplets and gas eddy can account for approximately 14.5% of the pressure gradient in the current work conditions.
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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 a detailed overview of how gas–liquid interfacial properties can affect interfacial shear stress for vertical annular flow, as well as a proposed prediction model that takes these properties into account. The article is well-written and provides a comprehensive review of existing models, as well as an analysis of experimental data to support its claims.
The authors provide evidence to support their claims, such as data from experiments conducted on a test rig with accurate measurements taken using pressure gauges and differential pressure transducers, as well as correlations from previous studies used to validate their results. However, there are some potential biases in this article that should be noted. For example, while the authors do discuss some potential risks associated with annular flow (such as high frictional pressure drop), they do not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on these risks or their implications in detail. Additionally, while they do mention some other studies related to their topic, they do not present both sides equally or explore any opposing views on their findings or conclusions; instead, they focus mainly on supporting their own claims without providing much context or exploring any other possible interpretations or implications of their findings.
In conclusion, this article provides an informative overview of how gas–liquid interfacial properties can affect interfacial shear stress for vertical annular flow and presents a proposed prediction model based on experimental data and correlations from previous studies; however, it does not provide enough context or explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on its findings or conclusions in detail, which could lead to potential biases in its reporting.
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· Annular flow risks
· Gas-liquid interfacial properties
· Interfacial shear stress
· Vertical annular flow
· Experimental data correlations
· Alternative perspectives on annular flow
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