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Abstract is Okay
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The study METHODS are explained clearly.
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The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.
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The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

Title is clear. Keyword of the paper should be more clear. The keyword present in the
paper shows more long like a sentence.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Materials and methods of the experiment are not explained properly.

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

Check the grammatical error and spelling mistake.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

Method of the study is not explained properly. Only mentioning the yarn count in the
study. Type of yarn, construction of yarn, composition of yarn, lycra attachment or
not, machine model number with brand name, no. of cam truck is not clear in the
study.

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

Background of the study should be clear more. Problem statement and objective of
this study is not clear in the introduction part. Result and discussion part of the study
is not clear. The study shows yarn breakage occurs more in 44 rpm but less in yarn
joining. Efficiency of the machine is more for 44 rpm than 42 rpm although the yarn
breakage is more in 44 rpm. There is no relationship is shown in the fly contamination
with machine speed. Broken needle is shown more for 42 and 44 rpm where is no
needle broken for 40 rpm. The quality and cycle time of the needle is same or not is
not clearly mentioned. The paper shows needle broken is nil for 40 rpm and 8 for 44
rpm but the efficiency of the machine is almost same.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
Conclusion should be more clear.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

Number of reference in the paper is inadequate. Suggested to read more article
regrading this.
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