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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article presents a numerical investigation of natural convection heat transfer characteristics for three different types of infrared suppression (IRS) devices.
2. Results indicate that the average Nusselt number from IRS device is higher for cylindrical IRS devices when DR>1.05, and Nu is significantly influenced by the diameter ratio of cylindrical and hybrid IRS devices than the conical IRS devices.
3. Cooling time estimation based on lumped parameter analysis shows a faster cooling rate for cylindrical IRS devices followed by hybrid and conical IRS devices.
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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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This article provides a detailed numerical investigation of natural convection heat transfer characteristics for three different types of infrared suppression (IRS) devices, which is useful in understanding the performance of these devices in various applications. The authors have provided sufficient evidence to support their claims, such as graphs and correlations to illustrate their findings, as well as references to previous studies on similar topics. However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, the authors do not explore any counterarguments or present both sides equally; instead they focus solely on presenting their own findings and conclusions without considering other perspectives or opinions on the topic. Additionally, there is no discussion about possible risks associated with using these IRS devices, which could be important information for readers to consider before making decisions about using them in their own applications. Furthermore, some of the claims made in the article are unsupported or lack evidence; this could lead readers to draw incorrect conclusions from the data presented in the article if they do not take into account all relevant factors when interpreting it. In conclusion, while this article provides useful information about natural convection heat transfer characteristics for different types of infrared suppression (IRS) devices, it should be read with caution due to potential biases and unsupported claims made throughout its text.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Infrared suppression device risks
· Counterarguments to infrared suppression devices
· Natural convection heat transfer applications
· Evidence-based infrared suppression device research
· Interpreting infrared suppression device data
· Advantages and disadvantages of infrared suppression devices
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