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ABSTRACT

This project is on “Comparative Study on Woven and Knit Fabric & Garments Inspection
Report” Fabric & Garments inspection process is most important in Garments sector. If fabric
faults is an important parameter for rejection of fabrics and if finished garments faults is an
important parameter for rejection. We have collected a large experience about this project. We
have increased our knowledge about how the inspection is done, problems of inspection & how
those problems are minimized. This study investigated the woven & knit fabric inspection
process in a garment industry for the reasons of increasing faults and the priorities were
determined for the improvement studies regarding rejection percentage. During data collection,
the fabric inspections faults were determined. As a result, the woven & knit fabric production
process was concluded statistically. In addition, there was a statistically significant relation the

faults amount in term of rejection.

Finally, some suggestions are made for improving the quality of fabric & garments inspection

by minimizing the fabric and garments inspection faults.
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Chapter -1

INTRODUCTION
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1. Introduction:

1.1 Background of study

In garments industry one of the most important is fabric & final garments inspection section.
Fabric & garments faults is a major problem for production and quality. In fabric & garments
inspection section checking all types of faults. In this section checked will start after & before
Sewing, dyeing, finishing. So, in fabric & garments inspection section we can find all types

of faults. For this reason we selected this topic.
1.2 Objective of the study

i. To know about the way of fabric & garments inspection.
ii. To know about 4-point inspection system.
iii. To know about garments and fabric inspection procedure.

iv. To know about different types of fabric & garments faults.

v. To know about garments finishing process.

1.3 Outcomes

e We have learnt about fabric inspection (4 point system).
e We have learnt fabric relaxation before cutting.

e We have learnt about fabric spreading, cutting, and sewing.

e \We have learnt about fabric faults and sewing faults.
1.4 Limitations

— Two months is not enough time to complete thesis. If we get more time we will know lot

and complete more effectively.
— Industry did not agree to provide their latest or running order data.
— It was not possible to collect all data in specific order.

— It has taken so much time to collect any data or list from employees because they were so

much busy.
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— Internet had not enough information regarding some topic.
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Chapter - 2

LITERATURE SURVEY
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2. Literature Survey

2.1 Garments Inspection

The inspection that is done for controlling the quality of garments is mainly meant to examine
in bare eyes. Checking of the fabrics of garments, sewing, button, thread, zipper, measurements
of garments etc. with the standard process is called the inspection. In each section of a garments
industry, there are arrangements for inspection. The main purpose of inspection is to identify
the faults at the earliest possible steps for production of garments and earlier the defects will
be detected lesser will be the wastage of time and money.

2.2 Fabric Inspection:

Fabric inspection can be characterized as the visual examination of fabric, so standards,
specification or requirement. It is a different section of garment industries. Inspection is an
imperative angle pursued preceding article of garment manufacturing to maintain a strategic
distance from rejects because of fabric quality and looking with startling misfortune in
manufacturing. Fabric inspection is accomplished for fault/defect rate, fabric development,
fabric weight, shrinkage, start to finish or edge to edge shading, shading, hand feel,
length/width, print deformity and appearance. Fabric inspection guarantees to limit the
dismissal of cut boards or rejected pieces of garments because of fabric fault. Cutting
investigated and approve fabric guarantees completed article of fabric quality as well as

diminish rejects, improves proficiency and opportune conveyances.

2.3 Reasons of fabric inspection:

To remove the fault and defects.

e To limit the future reoccurrences of the deformity.

e To decide quality and subsequently the cost of the texture.

e To supply data to legitimate dimensions of the board with regards to the characteristics
being delivered.
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2.4 Reasons of garments inspection

e First of all, final inspection consists of inspecting finished garments from the buyer’s
point of view; size measurements

e To remove the all types of sewing fault and defects.

e An Identify the all types of accessories fault and defects.

e To decide quality and subsequently the cost of the texture.

e To supply data to legitimate dimensions of the board with regards to the characteristics
being delivered.

2.5 Objectives:

The primary target is discovery of texture surrenders and non-conformance as ahead of
schedule as could be expected under the circumstances. With the goal that the time and cash
are not squandered in the manufacturing process. A definitive objective of any quality control

movement in attire" industry is to fulfill the clients.
Main objective of inspection are the —
1) Detection of the defects.

2) Correcting of the defects.

2.6 Fabric Inspection Procedure:

This procedure shows the steps necessary to ensure an effective fabric inspection quality
control

program:

1. Determine the fabric quantity to be inspected.

2. Select the fabric rolls for inspection.

3. Place the fabric roll/parcel on inspection outline/table.

4. Cut off a 6-inch piece over the width of the fabric from the earliest starting point of the roll.

Imprint this piece with the goal that the inspection will know the right and left side of the

© Daffodil International University 6



Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

fabric. Utilize the strip to check the shading side-to-side and start to finish by checking it in
any event against the center of the.

5. Roll and once toward the finish of the roll.

6. Inspect for visual defects at a speed moderate enough to finish the defect.
7. Check that the roll contains the meters as expressed by the Fabric Supplier.
8. Check for bowing and skewing in the fabric.

9. Major fabric defects are to be hailed by the Fabric Supplier. Be that as it may, on the off
chance

that any blame isn't hailed effectively, at that point it must be set apart with a sticker or veiling
tape during inspection for its follow capacity and restorative activity at cutting stage.

10. Record the faults of the fabric on the Fabric Quality Report.

2.7 Method of fabric Inspection:
a) 4 - point system

b) 6 - point system

c) 10 - point system

d) Graniteville system

e) Dallas point system

2.8 Four Point System:

2.8.1 The system in which the penalty point of defect is maximum 4 is called
4 point system.

4 point system for fabric inspection is widely used in apparel industry. Most of the buyer
necessitate that all production fabric be tainted by the 4-point rating system. So most of the
apparel industry prefers 4 point rating system.

It is the most popular point system.

« It was distributed in 1959 by the National Association of Shirt Pajama Sportswear
Manufacturers.

« The 4-point system also called the American Apparel Manufacturers Association

(AAMA) point grading system for deciding fabric quality.
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2.8.2 Focuses to be considered in 4 point system:

» Faults are scored with punishment purposes of 1, 2, 3 and 4 as indicated by the Size and
significant of defect. Close to 4 punishment point can be appointed for any single defect.

* No linear yard or meter can contain multiple point, paying little mind to the quantity of
defect

inside that yard or meter.

« Each full width defect should assign 4 points.

Advantages of 4 point system:

* It has no width confinement.

» Worker can easily understand it.

2.8.3 Points Values of fabric faults:

Up to 3inch 1
Above 3to 6inch 2
Above 6to 9inch 3
Length Of Defects Point Allocated
Above 9 to up 4
Less than or equal 1 (Holes) 2
Over 1 4

Table: 01 Fabric faults point chart

2.8.4 Calculation of 4 points system:

Points/100sq.mtr = Total points x 39.37 x 100 / Roll length (Mtr) x Actual width (inch)
2.9 The Quality Inspector of eligibility Criteria:

1. The person must be at any rate graduate.

2. Must have minimum two year experience in the textile industry.
3. Must be know about 4-point fabric inspection system.

4. Must be dynamic and physically fit.

5. Must not be colorblind.
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2.10 Different Types of Fabric Faults

There are various types of defects occur in the knitted fabrics. This are given

below:

e Hole

e Needle Mark
e Miss Yarn

e Oil Stain

e Lycra Missing
e Crease Mark
e Softener Stain
e Color Spot

e Enzyme Spot
e Dirty Spot

e Pin Hole

e Compaction Mark

2.11 Garment Inspection

All garment retailers expect to sell high quality products from manufactures. The quality of the
garments any vary depends on the price market they are being made for so therefore buyers
expect manufacturers expect manufacturers to follow various methods of inspection techniques
all through the production and prior to shipment release from factory. Following correct
inspection procedures, inspection systems and eventually shipment release gives the clear

judgment of the quality of the garment

2.12 Types of Inspection

Pre-Production Inspection: This is done before creation begins. It is done to crosscheck

for definite check of Bulk texture and trims materials, styling cutting way, fabricating subtle
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elements and workmanship of the piece of clothing or pre-generation test according to the client
necessity.

1st inline production inspection: This examination is done toward the beginning of
creation when first generation yield of specific style of articles of clothing is reviewed; to
recognize conceivable disparities or variety and to do fundamental remedies to be made mass
creation. This kind of assessment is done at preparatory phase of assembling of a style covering
chiefly style detail, outward presentation, workmanship, estimations, texture quality, Trims and
parts, Lot shading, Printing, embellishments and washing quality

2 nd line Production Inspection: This inspection is done during production to ensure
initial discrepancies have been corrected and rectified. This examination is a follow-up of the
first inline creation investigation and is for the most part done after first line review when errors

have been distinguished around then.

Final Random Inspection: This inspection is carried out when the production of the total

quantity of an order or partial delivery is completed. An example part will be chosen from the
request and a level of the articles of clothing will be examined, this rate for the most part being
stipulated by the purchaser. The AQL testing examination framework as indicated by the

purchaser.
2.13 Inspection Procedure of Garments:

2.13.1 Confirmation of Quantity:

First step of garments inspection start with confirmation of Quantity with the vendors packing
list by counting all Pieces of each box. If Quantity is not matching to the packing list and

written in the box, then this discrepancy is informed to the vendor.
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2.13.2 Confirmation of Accessories:

Subsequent stage is the affirmation of extras; here we affirm mark labels, bad mark labels,
Price labels, or different labels, wash mind names, woven names, or different names and

embellishments as required by the purchaser.
2.13.3 Size Spec Inspection:

After affirmation of embellishments all pieces are checked according to estimate spec in light
of the direction sheet which is given by the purchaser side. On the off chance that any
estimation issue is seen, at that point we check the first example and educate the purchaser

same time.
2.13.4 In Side Inspection:

At this stage piece of clothing is checked from switch side to guarantee that there is no texture

imperfection, poor sewing, and stains and so on in article of clothing.
2.13.5 Out Side Inspection:

At this stage piece of clothing is checked from outside to guarantee that there is no shading
variety, weaving deformity, texture imperfection, printing deformity, openings, poor sewing,

terrible stench, passing on imperfection and stains and so forth in the article of clothing
2.13.6 Final Inspection:

Last Inspection organize is the most vital piece of assessment process, here article of clothing
is rechecked to affirm that investigation is done appropriately without missing any checking

venture if any deformity is seen we place it into dismissal canister or send if for reimburse.
2.13.7 Packing:

All "Review A" merchandise is returned to poly sacks according to the first bundling and
afterward they are sending for needle investigation. Along these lines, contingent upon the

nature of deformity a few pieces of clothing are send for repair and some are rejected.

© Daffodil International University 11



Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

2.14 AQL

'AQL' remains for 'Acknowledgment Quality Limit' and is characterized as the "quality level
that is the Worst bearable™ in ISO 2859-1. It speaks to the most extreme number of imperfect
units, past which a cluster is rejected. Merchants generally set diverse AQLSs for basic, major,
and minor Defects. Most Asian exporters know about this kind of setting.

2.14.1 AQL Defects Classification

Once the examples are chosen, each article is to be separately examined. Deformities identified
amid a review are purchaser particular so in this manner fluctuate starting with one purchaser

then onto the next. Imperfections are grouped inside the accompanying classifications.

Basic Defects: A genuine imperfection that can make mischief or damage the client as well as

result in a perilous condition.

Major defects: A deformity that tumbles to meet the required controls straightforwardly
influencing the convenience, attractiveness, wellbeing and estimation of the stock or as
determined by client purchaser are considered as real imperfections and are for the most part
non-repairable for instance texture gap, shading among board, wrong estimation, outside yarn,

color patches and so on. The estimation endure level may fluctuate from client to client.

Minor Defects: An imperfection that does not antagonistically influence the convenience of the
item but rather does comprise of a deviation from the first example, and may influence the offer
of the item. Some of these imperfections are because of workmanship and some can be
repairable yet at the same time can break down the serviceability of the stock for instance

recolor, skip line, wavy base trim and so on.
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2.14.2 AQL Chart

AQL Chart for Garments inspection is given below

Lot Size or Acceptable Quality Level (AQL) Level
Quantity
Audited

Less than 150
151-280
281-500

501-1200
1201-3200

3201-10000

Table: 02 AQL Chart

2.15 Different Types of Garments Faults

There are various types of defects occur in the knitted fabrics. This are given

below:

1. Broken / Skip stitch

2. Open seam or hem

3. Unintentional pleats form along the seam

4. Missing / wrong accessories

5. Thread discoloration

6. Incorrect interlining weight in relation to the fabric

7. Button too big for the buttonhole

8. Buttonhole too big for the button

9. Zipper puller self-lock not secure

10. Zipper stitching margin too small that may cause slider to jam

11. Color shade variation within a box
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12. Poly bag / inner box damage / wrinkled

13. Brand name differs from PO/sample
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Chapter -3

Experimental Details
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3. Experimental Details

3.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 1 (Report-1)

fp=2 o Posr7
7 HA-MEEM GROUP ALLELT!
THAT'S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD. Y MR. XUz
TNV N .CD75L FABRIC INSPECTICN REPORT ioon (LT
Fomm o D OLE "= t‘o‘::x.w;;:;u;omrs X 36" X 100 REVISION 20 2 0
Ry o POINT PER 1?0 SQYDS = LAST REVISION DATE : 8TH MARCH-OT

ACTUAL YARDAGEX ACTUAL WIDTH
FACILITIES NAME & FLOOR :.....

Date 1 NG-42- 028 “* an Deseription : SLYLLOTIEN 407, Pory 7. EDH» Potat Panalty Polnts /7? Zf
Factory Name m'r's IT SPORTS WEAR LTD. Fab construction : $0/22.% 170D (4 SGXEZ. + " Average Detectin 100 SQ yds : <
Buyer Name B Fab consignment: 631’ Pol Rejected — _
Fabric s-ppﬁ..a By: ﬁ%ﬂ TEX! L7 Total Roll Revd Ejz oUT OF )-?D?{j’?o Accepted o bt
e No 22 24 Total Yds | MTRIRCVO aty: ﬁ QE = . ;
::‘oh:n Width Total Yés Inspec @ PAGE NO O_L(‘QL OF© Z> :
L A
. l e 60%'h /L o DEFECT ITEMS ;
20 Rou ey | 'S sl N Totat | Point o
a Roil No | LotNo gw\ “g'm Yardsfie “?E'M Oysing g ,a:n_; ::',: ol £ F:r:l"g‘l\ spet Missing | THER | nor Cleses P :";:’ ::";:: Re-Mark:
w
> 7787 N R | U2 m7 [ R 7 ZZ7Z 155%
~f 7 -
=T A ? . 50, o i T 5 [n =25 1128
o S=(F60 e TIe 7~ g b e e S ten MFW”S_ NA{('Y 1
e 17574 W] .
i = 17 B —rss/ T
= /Y70 TIEFITEN 7T m |7 | 7 T 27 0
£ == TZ32 7 =
3=V7¢s T 1557 ued7|ilo# T [## 17 (1t q w7 AR LI
= 128-247
2= |l5 &z . |55 HZET7\125°77 [V w17 (11 7 | Z _|ur F 7741
\ !l{o—y,.g 24 4["1 Zo 125 21017 % l"‘f
g;?m SH. L GET HP]PJJVAL TO MERCHANDILER,, Foliow THE c!v RER.

i}T_PW_ FQWFW—?WWW TWW & RN?TEF 7

1-£2.

oSBT

Ié VL___:: Inspec)

’

’ HA-MEEM GROUP

¥ !

< THAT'S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD.
ENYIND 0752, FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT © Ued
M NO : £8-03-QCF-00-01 Z lm"lnf SYSTEM)
POINT PER 100 SQYDS = — 1A= DEFECT POINTS X 36" X 100
FACILITIES NAME & FLOOR Iroecvoeieres e ses Saesesecasnn ACTUAL YARDAGEX ACTUAL WIDTH

Date

149-42- poz2.
Factory Name 2 TNAT’SNSPOKT_SWEAII.YD..

FabDeseription : SC.7. & TN Y0V fory P ELES a1 paca P3nalty Points

. MR,

REVISION NO o1
_ LAST REVISION DATE : 8TH mnca.oy

Fab construction : %/zk_)u) 7t ch?z_

Avong- Defectin 100 SQ yes

Buyer Name : %P
Fabric Supplied By : AN TEX. LID - .+

erep 05 JTT IR GEDE

oL GITOF 530~ Rty —
Total Yas | MTRIRCVD aty: 11226.80~ -
sestng won _: &/bS2 587 Total Yds inspec aty : ' 72725 : PAGE N O’P—
: .= - O -
ewecot/feoke/es s :
3 Insg - DEFEC‘I"TEMS
g s éw nan varsc v ?a;:cm Dyeing| det, | Fob | Fen - ot i
2 o | ,.:',R, yam | toie | S r:-:::.. “spor |Masiog ek | |Cresse | Tot8 | Peiet AT
2 | 1eZ 587 [ica7y(f5em B LLLL o s
LS (W z
. — ~ 14’64 : 251050
>z 272 M Wil _{um__|n 3 7710Z
==l75E & Bl [5) s s :
= 1732 1 7y 7 Z5 1%
oL Vi — L7
= E TZ 77 > o5
3 94( il 7
\is
- \
Cemments
g
n sian Controlar

Figure 1: Fabric Inspection Report-1.
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3.1.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory -
1

HA-MEEM GROUP
THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD
FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT
(4POINT SYSTEM)
Date : 18-12-2022 Total Panalty Points : 234

Factory Name : THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD Average Defect in 100 SO YDS 111.91

Buyer Name : GAP Rejected

Booking Width : C/W=58" Accepted 2 Yes

Fab consignment : 331-Rolls

Total Roll Revd : 100-Rolls Out of 331-Rolls
Total Yds gty  :11329.80-YDS
Total vds inpec gty : 1218.7-YDS

Actual _ DEFECT ITEMS

Roll No | Width Inspection qty| Shade Total Points
Bales oM Yds /MTR def. | Slub | Foreign | Spot | Missing | Thick | Knot | Penalty | Per 100
No yds/MTR Yarn Yarn Yarn Points | sq.yds

S 1464 58.5" | 130-M, 142-Y I e [ 4 1] 22 9.53
S 1460 58" 150-M, 164-Y Il I T 3 1] 30 11.35
S 1467 58.5" | 173-M, 189-Y | I I 1] 4 4+4 1 36 11.72
S 1470 58" [116-M, 126.8-Y I e Il 4 1] 22 10.76
S 1468 59" [160-M, 120.2-Y I0ETE | T Il 4 1] 26 13.19
S 1465 58" 128-M, 140-Y I e Il 4 2 1] 28 12.41
S 1462 58" [150-M, 164-Y Il Il e [ 2 ] 28 10.59
S 1469 58.5" |58-M, 63.4-Y Il Il Il 1] 12 11.64
S 1456 59" [100M, 109.3-Y | e Il 1 444 1 30 16.74

1218.7-YDS 28 44 70 21 24 19 28 234

Table 3: Fabric faults of report 1
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3.1.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 1

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

Shade defect
Slub
Foreign Yam

W Spot
21

Missing Yarn
' Thick Yarn

Knot

Shade Slub Foreign Spot Missing  Thick
defect Yarn Yarn Yarn

NUMBER OF DEFECTS

Graph 01: Buyer: GAP (Table: 3)
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3.2 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 1 (Report-2)
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Figure 2: Fabric Inspection Report-2.
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3.2.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory-
1

HA-MEEM GROUP

THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT
(4POINT SYSTEM)

Date : 27-08-2022 Total Panalty Points 1194
Factory Name : THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD Average Defect in 100 SQ YDS ~ :14.46
Buyer Name : GAP Rejected

Booking Width - C/W= 64" Accepted : Yes

Fab consignment  : 63-Rolls

Total Roll Revd 1 63-Rolls

Total Yds gty : 7878.28-YDS

Total yds inpec gty : 760.3-YDS

DEFECT ITEMS
Bales Actual Inspection gty Total Points
Roll No | Width

No c/M Yds /MTR Slub Spot |Missing Yarn| Thick | Knot | Penalty | Per 100
Yarn Points | sq.yds

S 1158 64.5" |124-M,135.6-Y I 111 4+4+4+4 2 111 34 13.29
S 1154 63.5" |125-M,136.7-Y I A+4+4+4+4+4  4+4 111 44 18.24
S 1161 63.5" | 58-M, 63.4-Y 111 111 4 111 16 14.24
S 1157 64.5" 83-M, 91-Y [ LIIL I T ] I} 4+4 11 28 17.17
R 82854 | 63.5" |155-M, 169.6-Y I 11 4+4+4 2+4 111 36 12.03
R 1632 63.5" | 150-M, 164-Y I 111 44242 2+4+4 111 36 12.44

760.3-YDS 55 18 72 26 23 194

Table 4: Fabric faults of report 2
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3.2.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 1

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

Slub
Spot

26 Missing Yarn

B Thick Yarn
. Knot
Slub Spot Missing  Thick Yarn Knot
Yarn

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 2: Buyer: GAP (Table: 4)
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3.3 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 1 (Report-3)
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Figure 3: Fabric Inspection Report-3.
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3.3.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory-

1
HA-MEEM GROUP
THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD
FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT
(4POINT SYSTEM)
Date : 23-03-2022 Total Panalty Points : 158
Factory Nam : THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD Average Defect in 100 SQ YDS  :12.83
Buyer Name : KOHL’S Rejected
Booking Width . C/W=55.5” Accepted - Yes
Fab consignment  : 46-Rolls
Total Roll Revd 1 46-Rolls
Total Yds gty : 6488-YDS
Total yds inpec gty : 813-YDS
DEFECT ITEMS
Bales Actual Inspection qty Total Point
Roll No | Width ota oints
No /M Yds / MTR Slub Missing Yarn Knot | Penalty | Per 100
Thick Yarn Points sqg.yds
S 1926 54.5" 170-Y I+ 1+1++1+ 2+4 3+4+4 [+1+1 26 10
S 1921 54.5" 163-Y I+ 1+1++1+ A+4+4  |4+4+4+4+4|  |+I+I+] 42 17.02
S 1934 54.5" 160-Y I+ 1+ 1+ + -+ +1+] 4+4 4+4+4 I+1+1+] 32 13.21
S 1909 54.5" 160-Y I+ 1+ 1+ + -+ +1+] 4+3 3+2 141+ 14+ + 26 10.73
S 1929 54.5" 160-Y I+ 1+ 1+ + -+ +1+] 4+4 4+4+4 I+1+1+] 32 13.21
813-YDS 36 41 60 21 158
Table 5: Fabric faults of report 3
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3.3.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 1

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

Slub
Missing Yarn
M Thick Yarn

Knot

Slub Missing Yarn  Thick Yarn Knot

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 3: Buyer: KHOL’S (Table: 5)
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3.4 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 1 (Report-4)
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Figure 4: Fabric Inspection Report-4.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.4.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory 1

HA-MEEM GROUP
THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD
FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT
(4POINT SYSTEM)
Date : 27-03-2022 Total Panalty Points : 158

Factory Nam: THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD Average Defect in 100 SQ YDS 112.83

Buyer Name : KOHL’S Rejected

Booking Width : C/W=62.5" Accepted 2 Yes

Fab consignment  : 61-Rolls

Total Roll Revd : 61-Rolls

Total Yds gty : 6027-YDS

Total yds inpec gty : 676-YDS

DEFECT ITEMS
Actual .
Bales Roll No | width Inspection gty Total Points
No oM Yds/MTR | Feb Hole Slub Spot Missing Yarn|Thick Yarn | Knot Penalty | Per 100
Points sq.yds
S 2957 62" 146-Y I+HI+ 1+ +H 1+ 4+4 4+2 +1+1+1 28 10
1+ #1411+
S 2950 62" 116-Y 1+1+1 4+4+4 2 42 17.02
HHH++H -+ ++
S 2955 61.5" 87-Y I+1+ 1+ + 1+ + 4+ | 3 4+4 1+1+1 32 13.21
S 2954 61.5" 90-Y | I+1+1+1 1+ 4+4 1+ 26 10.73
S 2361 61.5" 124-Y | I+1+1+1+1+] 4 A42+4+4 | 1+ +++1+] 32 13.21
S 2959 62" 113-Y I+1+1+1 4+4 4+2 I+l ++++ 158
676-YDS 8 44 11 35 44 29

Table 6: Fabric faults of report 4
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.4.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 1

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

Feb Hole
Slub
Spot
B Missing Yarn
B Thick Yarn
Knot

Feb Hole Slub Spot Missing  Thick Yarn Knot
Yarn

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 4: Buyer: KOHL'’S (Table: 6)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.5 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 1 (Report-5)

" \w HAMEEM GROUP MLePTEL: 28107
| o itpiigfuy vonsannn 85w

] s (4POINT SYSTEM ) N
FORM NO : 08.03-0CF 0001 TOTAL DEFECT POINTS X 36" X 100 REVISION NO: 01 .
ncunzsmtmooa:: .............. MPOINTPER10080YDS= ACTUALYARDAGEX ACTUALWIDTH LAST REVISION DATE : OTH MARCHT
Dute 12803~ 2007 FabDescton : S8YCPM, 02 m(ﬂx Tirnpos ;. 6O
FactoryName _: THAT'S T SPORTS WEARLTD. Fab constuction: | “3/90 UiP) ooy 16139
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Figure 5: Fabric Inspection Report-5.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.5.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory-

1
HA-MEEM GROUP
THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD
FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT
(4POINT SYSTEM)
Date : 23-07-2022 Total Panalty Points : 60
Factory Name:THAT’S IT SPORTS WEAR LTD Average Defect in 100 SQ YDS  :16.34
Buyer Name : ASMARA Rejected
Booking Width . C/W=45" Accepted - Yes
Fab consignment  : 27-Rolls
Total Roll Rcvd : 27-Rolls
Total Yds gty : 2384-YDS
Total yds inpec gty : 297-YDS
DEFECT ITEMS
Bales Actual Inspection gty Total Poi
Roll No | Width O SIS
No /M Yds / MTR Slub Spot Knot | Penalty | Per 100
Points sg.yds
S 1123 445" 80-Y I 11 11 12 12.13
S 1110 46" 69-Y I I T T 22 24.95
S 1118 445" 67-Y I I Il 12 14.48
S 1117 445" 81-Y Il I 1T 14 13.98
297-YDS 12 28 20 60
Table 7: Fabric faults of report 5
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.5.1 Graphical Analysis- Factory 1

Fabric Inspection Report
Defect%

28
H Slub

Spot

Knot

Slub Spot Knot

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 5: Buyer: ASMARA (Table: 7)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.6 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 2 (Report-1)

&
mil- 2 Shavs .
@ Chaity Composite Ltd.
Grey Fabric Inspection Report Yamoount_R0]1 Coor. [z don
. Yam supplier Stitch Length | "3+ 60
Required Width | F Yam lot tTé
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Roll | M/ - —— e T
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| n[w RE1IbY | [« T 1Y [ &
‘ W w03
28] P
: up to 20 points=A Class
; Calculation points/100 Sq M 20-28 points = B Class
L ideseining Total Pointsx39.37x100 | Above 28 points= Rejected
Upt0 3 1 point Roll Length(Mtr)x Actual Width(nch) i)
Above 3" 0 6".......2 point
109" 3 point {i 1000x39.37XWt
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Figure: 6 Fabric Inspection Report-1.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.6.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory-
2

CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD
Grey Fabric Inspection Report

(4 Point System)

Date :19-01-23
Buyer : H&M

Required Width 178

Required GSM : 200
M/C Grey Grey Roll Roll Set Hole | Loop Total | Point sq
No Width GSM Wt Mtr Off Point | 100mt
84 100 163 23.5 12 7.8
99 100 163 24.7 60 2x4 1x4 8 4.6
59 100 163 23.9 56 2x4 4 2.4
84 100 163 26.4 64 1x4
59 100 163 23.6 12 9.8
59 100 163 19.8 48 3x4
84 100 163 24.2
58 100 163 23
58 100 163 24.2 4 2.5
56 100 163 25.7 62 1x4
58 100 163 26.4 8 4.9
58 100 163 26.4 64 2x4
84 100 163 25.3 4 2.4
56 100 163 26.4 64 1x4
92 100 163 23.8
84 100 163 26

Table 8: Fabric faults of report 1
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.6.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 2

Fabric Inpection Repot Defect%

Series1
Hole Loop

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 6: Buyer: H&M (Table: 8)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.7 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 2 (Report-2)

Date [ D= > \ W j0-9)
i ‘ -Me-
CCLNo @ Chaity Composite Ltd, < Shamim 4 2
: Grey F;
% t agl‘ic.lnspecﬂo,, Report Yam count  Bo%y0p Color- FBE
S point system e
pplier Stitch Length |2+
h ' Required Width | /& Yanlt |2V
_T_j Requied GSM | Q4% | MicDiaX Gauge |£/2X/F
Roll| Mic| Grey [Grey|
; Y [ Roll | Roll | needle [ Sink .
No | No | width GSM—V] M | Mork | Mer | of | cons s S‘:tt sﬂt T || o ot ot Lo 1, | ot pa sqpfolommt o
¢5 1 5811890
: 77 - B
a 23 307 s ey o7 W,k
29 Zz'/ é [y ,)ﬂ{ 09 l[v &
Py (18 o 3|5
9.4
Y 9.
/% 2Z.
%4
0 -3
78 T g BB Lo A
28] 744 \
D) Z"L ‘l
" W
i LI Q
R up to 20 points=A Class
i . Calculation points/100 Sq.Mtr 20-28 points = B Class
SRS Total Pointsx39.37x100 | Above 28 points= Rejected
Up10 T 1 point Roll Length(Mur)x Actual Width(Inch) |
Above 3"t06"........2 point
Above 6"109".......3 ;'zim o 1000x39.37xWt
ABOVE.........4 point Roll Lengi(MI1)= - 5 G5y Dia(inch)
Hole(0-1").....ccone 2 point y

Hole(above 1°)....4 point \
! % T
/ C Inspech r Ma niting % vy

Figure 7: Fabric Inspection Report-2.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.7.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory 2

CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD
Grey Fabric Inspection Report
(4 Point System)
Date :19-01-23
Buyer : H&M

Required Width 1 48

Required GSM : 280
M/C | Grey Grey | Roll | Roll | Set Total | Point sq
. Hole|Loop .

No Width GSM Wt Mtr Off Point | 100mt
65 58 269 21.2

64 58 269 17.7

65 58 269 23.3 59 1x4 1x4 4 4.6
28 58 269 22.1 56 2x4 4 4.8
64 58 269 17.6 44 1x4 8 12.3
64 58 269 25.1 63 4 4.3
64 58 269 27.6

64 58 269 9.8

65 58 269 22.1

65 58 269 13.4

28 58 269 17

28 58 269 27 68 2x4 8 7.9
28 58 269 22

29 58 269 21.2

29 58 269 24.1

29 58 269 25.1

Table 9: Fabric faults of report 2
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.7.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 2

Fabric Inpection Repot Defect%

Seriesl
Set Off Hole Loop

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 7: Buyer: H&M (Table: 9)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.8 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 2 (Report-3)

%  Shisam thotpSaunomes]
Date /A_7~ :
o @ Chaity Composite Ltd.
Fab:co Grey Fabric Inspection Report TR Y T s
S 4 point system Yam supplier StichLength P-6 -
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G| Grey | Grey | Roll | Roll | needie [ Sinker | Set | Yam [Lycra [ Ink | O | Thick Fly Total | point
No | No | width |GSM| Wt | Mr | Wark | Merk | Of | conta| Miss | Sp |Spot| Tin |10 T | Pate | Kot Loop| o | Ober | iy (g 888
L89¢ gsss
" UU/ -
. 2“; W RALSY ()T G 94 ey % Ll 4
19
I 20,0/ 51, v oy [h,0
" b0
Y 53
[] I
b 7468 | [l M oF (0] By
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/| 4 (")’
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i i . Calculation points/100 Sq.Mtr 20-28 points = B Class
tem for defects:
! e Total Pointsx39.37x100 | Above 28 points= Rejected
_i 1 point Roll Length(Mitr)x Actual Width(Inch) J
3 2 point
3 point 2 1000x39.37xWt
ﬂ P RollLenghMt)= G GG Diafinch)

2 point )
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AP Inanastnr Q Ma& Knitting § ai; %

Figure 8: Fabric Inspection Report-3.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.8.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory 2

CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD
Grey Fabric Inspection Report
(4 Point System)

Date :19-01-23

Buyer : H&M

Required Width : 59

Required GSM 1220
M/C | Grey Grey | Roll | Roll | Set Total | Point sq
. Hole |Loop .

No Width GSM Wt Mtr | Off Point | 100mt
128 77 155 15.3

128 77 155 10.4

128 77 155 20.4 67 3x4 | 2x4 [ 28 2.1

128 77 155 19

128 77 155 20 66 1x4 4 3

128 77 155 16

128 77 155 15.5

128 77 155 18

128 77 155 17.7 48 1x4 | 1x4 8 7

128 77 155 11.2

128 77 155 16.6

Table 10: Fabric faults of report 3
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.8.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 2

Fabric Inpection Repot Defect%

Series1
Hole Loop

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 8: Buyer: H&M (Table: 9)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.9 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 2 (Report-4)

/ ]
4 |
‘_ 1 M4 |
Qoltans - Fman
BD:'; ' ;M 23| @ Chaity Composite Ltd,
CCL No Uz Grey F’:"lc _I"SP“""“ Report Yamcout | 30% 40 Color- T 3'_";:—:—1
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Roll| Mic| Grey |Grey | Roll | Roll | needle | Sinker | Set | Yam |Lycra | nk | Ol [ Thick/ Fl Total | point
No | No | width |GSM| Wt | Mir | Mark | Mark | Off | Conta h;iss Spot Splol Thin Hole | Tera | Patta | Knot | Loop con){a Other Point sq100 mt Gass
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o o] A
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13 TRSaE x4 111814
0% 85 |
6 245 ‘
oy u3 2
Remarks: up to 20 points=A Class
' ! Caloulation points/100 SqMir 20-28 points = B Class
4 polnboystom br dolect: Total Posxd9.37x100 | Above 28 points= Rejected
G o Rol Length(Mir)x Actual Width(inch) ¥
"t06,.....2 point
iy T oo
Above ... 4 point i i G.GSMG Diafnch)
Hole(0-1")..........2 point ‘

Hole(above 1°).....4 point
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QC nspector ! QRoRy Mariglr Knitting Approved by
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Figure: 9 Fabric Inspection Report-4.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.9.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory 2

CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD
Grey Fabric Inspection Report
(4 Point System)
Date :19-01-23
Buyer : H&M

Required Width 1 48

Required GSM : 280

M/C | Grey Grey | Roll | Roll | Set Oil Loop Total | Point sq
No | Width GSM Wt Mtr | Off [ Spot Point [ 100mt
64 57 258 10.6

65 57 258 12.8 34 1x4 4 8.1
64 57 258 13.2 35 I 1 1.9
66 57 258 26.7 71 1x4 4 3.8
64 57 258 21.2

70 57 258 20.3 54 I 2 2.4
65 57 258 21.2 57 1x4 4 4.8
28 57 258 18.5

64 57 258 23.5

64 57 258 20.3

Table 11: Fabric faults of report 4

3.9.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 2

Fabric Inpection Repot Defect%

Set Off
Qil Spot
Series1 Loop

Set Off Oil Spot Loop

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 9: Buyer H&M (Table: 11)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.10 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 2 (Report-5)

mie -9 S“‘"‘%/VA'zhA/
\‘

Date |0 % 2
e 2-2T- 751 ) Chaity Composite Ltd.
/
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= Ofd ] point system Yam supplier Stichlengh [  —
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Order o Required GSM | /50 MicDiaX Gauge | 36X 2Y
Roll| Mic | Grey | Grey | Roll| Roll | neede |Sinker | Set | Yam [Lycra | Ink | i | Thick Fly Total | point | (a5
No | No | with |GSM| Wt | Mo | Mark | ark | Of | ont| Mis | spot | ot | Tin [0 | T | Pt Knt[Lo0) oy O] ot i
§2| 9Tt |25 g 1.0
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Above 3" t0 6"........2 point TR
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A
Hole(above 1').....4 point
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QC Inspector r M Knitting

Figure 10: Fabric Inspection Report-5.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.10.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory
2

CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD
Grey Fabric Inspection Report

(4 Point System)

Date 1 19-01-23

Buyer : H&M

Required Width : 68

Required GSM : 150
M/C | Grey | Grey | Roll | Roll | Set Total | Point sq

. Hole |Loop| . .

No Width GSM Wt Mtr | Off Point [ 100mt
52 92 116 22.5 83 1x4 4 2
53 92 116 23.4 86 1x4 4 1.9
51 92 116 25.6 94 2x4 8 3.6
51 92 116 25.6 94 3x4 ( 12 54
53 92 116 25.7
52 92 116 22

Table 12: Fabric faults of report 5

3.10.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 2

Fabric Inpection Repot Defect%

Seriesl
Set Off Hole Loop

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 10: Buyer H&M (Table: 12)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.11 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 3 (Report-1)
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Figure: 11 Fabric Inspection Report-1.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.11.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory
3

PRIDE GROUP

HRTEXTILEMILLS LTD

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT

(4 POINT SYSTEM)

Date : 09-01-23 RECEIVED ROLL QTY 110
BUYERr : LERROR INSPECTION ROLL QTY 110
FAB QUANTITY 1219 Kag CHECKED% : 100%

CONTRACT WIDTH  :60

GSM - 160
SL | FABRIC POINT POINT CRAND
No | cope GSM I TOTAL I TOTAL|POINT |TOTAL| TOTAL
v POINTS
1 161 154 oS 4 BE 1 HL 1 4
2 671 159 oS 1 HL 2 19
3 861 159 oS 3 HL 1 6
4 791 159 oS 4 LO 1 HL 2 14
5 6051 | 160 oS 3 HL 3 31
6 601 160 BE 2 BE 2 HL 2 14
7 501 159 BE 1 HL 1 14
8 981 158 oS 7 LO 1 HL 2 10
9 441 157 oS 3 HL 6 38
10 | 1021 | 160 HL 2 14
159.5 164
DEFFECTTYPES AND CODE SIZE OF DEFFECT ALLOCATED
CONTAMINATION C HAND FEEL | HF CREASE MARK CM | (WARP & WEFT) | PANALTY POINT
STOP MARK SN HOLE HL OILSPOT oS UPTO 3" |
SLUB SL | FOREIGN YARN| FY | RUNNING SHADE | RS | BETWEEN 03"-06" Il
PATARA P DYE STREAK | DS TINY DOT TD | BETWEEN 06"-09" [}
KNOT KN | BROKENEND | BE | WEAVING DEFFFECT | WD ABOVE 09" I\
DIASINKER MARK | DSM LADDER L COLOUR SPOT CS
SOILSPOT SS LYCRAOUT | LO SPFTENER SPOT SP
NAPESORBUBBLING | NB | MISSINGYARN | MY | UNEVENDYEING | UD

Table 13: Fabric faults of report 1
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.11.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 3

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

LO

NUMBER OF DEFECTS

Graph 11: Buyer: LERROS (Table: 13)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.12 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 3 (Report-2)
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Figure: 12 Fabric Inspection Report-2.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.12.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory
3

PRIDE GROUP

H.R TEXTILE MILLS LTD

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT

(4 POINT SYSTEM)

Date :23-12-22 RECEIVED ROLL QTY :10
BUYERr : LERROR INSPECTION ROLL QTY :10
FAB QUANTITY :234Kg CHECKED% :100%
CONTRACT WIDTH
GSM 1145
GRAND
SLNO Fé\g;'EC GSM | POINTI | TOTAL | POINTII | TOTAL |POINTIIl | TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL
POINT IV POINTS
1 1291 146 cs BE 1 HL 4 22
2 481 143 cs BE 1 HL 2 16
3 661 143 cs 2 BE 2 HL 3 22
4 401 143 SM 2 0s 2mt BE 4 HL 4 34
5 1081 146 cs 2 0s 1 BE 1mt HL 3 19
6 861 146 0s 2mt BE 2 HL 4 26
7  |NoCode | 149 BS 2 BE 1 LO 2 HL 3 22
8 771 142 sL 1 BE 2 LO 1 HL 2 16
9 861 261 sL 1 DS 2 HL 2 15
10 471 269 SM 4 0s 3 HL 1 14
144.7 206
DEFFECTTYPES AND CODE SIZE OF DEFFECT |  ALLOCATED
CONTAMINATION =~ C = HANDFEEL HF  CREASEMARK | CM (WARP &WEFT) = PANALTY POINT
STOP MARK SN HOLE HL OILSPOT (o UPTO3" [
SLUB SL FOREIGNYARN FY  RUNNINGSHADE = RS  BETWEEN 03"-06" I
PATARA P | DYESTREAK | DS TINY DOT TD | BETWEEN 06"-09" 1]
KNOT KN | BROKENEND = BE WEAVING DEFFFECT WD ABOVE 09" v
DIASINKER MARK | DSM  LADDER L COLOURSPOT  CS
SOIL SPOT SS = LYCRAOUT | LO  SPFTENERSPOT | SP
NAPESORBUBBLING NB | MISSINGYARN MY  UNEVENDYEING | UD
Table 14: Fabric faults of report 2
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.12.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 3

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

SL (013

NUMBER OF DEFECTS

¢S SM mDS wSL OS BE mLO

Graph 12: Buyer: LERROS (Table: 12)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.13 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 3 (Report-3)
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Figure: 13 Fabric Inspection Report-3.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.13.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory
3

PRIDE GROUP

HRTEXTILEMILLSLTD

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT

(4 POINT SYSTEM)

Date : 09-01-23 RECEIVED ROLL QTY 112
BUYERr : OBS INSPECTION ROLL QTY 112
FAB QUANTITY - 578.60 Kg CHECKED% : 100%

CONTRACT WIDTH  :72

GSM : 180

GRAND

l\?é FCAS:;IEC GSM POI|NT TOTAL PO:INT TOTAL POI|I|I\IT TOTAL|POINT |TOTAL| TOTAL

v POINTS
1 852 183 SP 2 BE 1 HL 3 16
2 962 177 HL 2 8
3 1032 178 SP 3 HL 3 18
4 882 186 SP 3 LO 1 HL 2 11
5 1102 178 SP 2 HL 3 16
6 982 186 SP 3 BE 2 HL 2 17
7 1072 184 SP 3 HL 3 18
8 1062 182 SP 2 LO 1 HL 2 10
9 1002 182 HL 1 4
10 927 182 SP 2 HL 2 10
11 892 179 HL 1 4

12 | 1042 178

13 972 176 SP 2 CsS 1 HL 2 12
14 | 1022 177 CsS 1 HL 3 15
15 832 180 CS 1 HL 2 8
16 842 180 SP 3 HL 2 17
17 | 1012 183 SP 2 HL 2 22
18 | 1092 178 SP 3 HL 2 16
19 902 180 SP 2 HL 2 13
20 | 1082 174 BE 2 HL 4 22
21 171 HL 4 79
22 862 169 HL 3 12
23 872 186 SM 2 SP 1 HL 3 21
179.69 352
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

DEFFECTTYPES AND CODE SIZE OF DEFFECT ALLOCATED
CONTAMINATION C HAND FEEL | HF CREASE MARK CM | (WARP & WEFT) | PANALTY POINT

STOP MARK SN HOLE HL OILSPOT (O UPTO 3" |

SLUB SL | FOREIGNYARN FY | RUNNINGSHADE | RS = BETWEEN 03"-06" Il

PATARA P DYE STREAK | DS TINY DOT TD | BETWEEN 06"-09" [}

KNOT KN | BROKENEND = BE WEAVING DEFFFECT WD ABOVE 09" \"
DIASINKER MARK | DSM LADDER L COLOUR SPOT (&)
SOILSPOT SS LYCRAOUT | LO SPFTENER SPOT SP
NAPESORBUBBLING | NB | MISSING YARN MY UNEVENDYEING | UD

Table 15: Fabric faults of report 3

3.13.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 3

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

BE HL

NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 13: Buyer: OBS (Table: 13)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.14 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) of factory 3 (Report-4)

=0 B
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H.RTEXTILE MILLS LTD.

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT :

69-01-23
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suvER LETwS FAD CONTENT CONTRACT WIDTH. (o Gou: 169
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smENo. 22630018 FAB.QUANTITY 206 ]{6 P.ONO. [ CIECKED % JeofFAs Z
T TS B eoeixug < i e
{2l ol B2 16 Jos [[SD HL—,L :
3] W 0[5 [) |6t 5% ¢ HL 410_
I 42] Zard |16 e Glal [ e diilaii

(a) .|0 ) 7

El ZE\ ?}‘G {era]isa] e 1.2 Hf 21 ‘ : |
2 121 SFRANCIEINIS &l Al 21 b Sia
g 64 IR | JIeTR 52 e51 2 Lo L#L%’LH l —
9 330 | [wklo [ /[elF\ R N 7o E—
% S5 e[S} |62+ U512 HQL2][o \ \
N 2] 9| v[62[tp |16 2 ti 2l nl l| —
- 3% > |0 S1 1 [ &2 il 218 ‘
== g / /‘769 9 TOT/L DAMAGE COUNTED 19%

lS\iE OF CEFFECT

= As DEFFECTTYPES A%D CODE \ ALLOCATED
QLALITY COMMENTS T [HANDFEEL HE |CREASE NARK €M [(+/ARP & WEFT) ] PANALTYPONTS
Sk |HOLE HL |oLsPoT os |ur 10 03" | 1
#CCEPTEDROLLCTY: | I SHORT (st |Foremn vaan FY |RUNNING SHADE RS lst nween o6t | 1
FEJECTED ROLLOTY: | [ eecsse 7 |ovesmerk ©S_|mr DOt ™[5t TweEN o579 m
X~ |OROKENEND BE |mEAViNG DEFFECT Wwo lasove oo e
nlk-:',[y(mmi( osts |LADCER L |ootoursror cs |
= ss_|Lvcraour L0_|FTENER 5POT se | |
= SOLEE | 0(ENG wl | |
, mllA TAPELORSUSBLING 3 [MISSWG YARN MY |UNEVEN D1ES
TOTAL DAVAGE PONTS ] X 100 =... !t L 2
Izl‘uifnsfman = T ACTLAL FAB VAIDTH (INGHES ) \
u F\mrvuwn
PREPARED BY' | e SECTION INCHARGE OF QUALITY \ STORES MANACER |
\
N —
3 Tk
3 B e e e S PR Y ;. f e ®
2y PRlDE GROUP -
HRTEXTILE MILLS LTD.
FABRIC INSPECTIOM REPORT Inspected Date :
SUVER FAB CONTENT CONTRACT WiDTH Gou: 7
ORDERNO FAB DESCRIPTION DATE RICEVED ROLL OTY 2 |mspecTED BY I ’
PRO ORD NOL FAB COLOUR SUPPLIER INSPECTED ROLL OTY : INSPECTOR S5 < |
STEND, | FAB.QuANTITY P.ONO, CHECKED % |Fas accPimecT l
st LR | SRERS oamol T |oecsionor| merecron |
FASRICCODE DS TS XG A s fome| e |oscsionor| n
NO z T POINT PORT : PomTS 2 REMAF KS.
XY | ACT.T O FE | TRT [ACT. oiFc}  OSM [ POINT 1 ftora [PONT [rorac | PO frotat] PR froTar L siGn:
A
% 603 216 & QLT 159 | €5)9 US| F
i 359 O] [ eI+ 1165 Gl o gl 2] I8
1
b T8I 2 [ TEkrlresice [ & BU BT
B - Bl 212 6l 1] 160 P VR
gy ===
: i =
I i £61A
OJf4+ <
TOTAL (YDSMTSHG) l TOT L DAMAGE COUNTED
DEFFECTIYPES A0 CODE |S12E OF CEFFECT
OLALITY COMMENTS ALLOCATED
c HF |CREASE MARK €1 |V ARP & WEFT) (TR —
| #CCEPIEDROMCTY: | I SHORTWINDXG ' STOR®ARK S [HQE HL o spoT os lupTooy S
| FEZCTEDROUCTY: ' I EXECSS VNOING l sLus SL__|FOREIGN YARN FY_|RUNNING SHADE RS |BETWEEN 0306~ n
PATAIA P |OYESTREAK DS [Ty DOT TD {o¢ TWEEM 05°09" "
krot KN _|BROKENEND. BE WO larove o3 ™
2 [DiarstxER MARK DSt [LADDER L |cotoursror cs
soiL sPoT ss_JLycraour 10 |SPriEner sPOT -
FORIULA ING. N3 [MISSING YARN My |UNEVENDIENG wl
| JCTA DRGEPORTE 3% oS -
JCTUAL T RBLERGTH FCTUALFAB VADTH (INCHESE AR %
PREPARED BY I SECTION MICHARGE OF QUALITY l | STORES MANACER ‘ L‘M‘VM
>
i

Figure: 14 Fabric Inspection Report-4.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.14.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory
3

PRIDE GROUP

HRTEXTILEMILLSLTD

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT

(4 POINT SYSTEM)

Date : 09-01-23 RECEIVED ROLL QTY 112
BUYERr : LERROR INSPECTION ROLL QTY 112
FAB QUANTITY - 306 Kg CHECKED% : 100%

CONTRACT WIDTH  :60

GSM 160

GRAND

’\T; FégII;IEC GSM POllNT TOTAL PO|I|NT TOTAL PO|I|:\JT TOTAL|POINT [TOTAL| TOTAL

v POINTS
1 151 155 ) 1 HL 1 6
2 911 159 HL 2 8
3 111 154 CS 3 HL 2 14
4 621 153 (O 2 LO 1 HL 4 22
5 550 158 CS 2 HL 3 16
6 801 152 (O 2 HL 2 10
7 121 156 CS 1 HL 2 10
8 644 152 () 2 LO 1 HL 3 17
9 780 156 () 2 HL 2 12
10 7 159 CS 2 HL 2 10
11 141 166 CS 2 HL 2 12
12 771 160 HL 2 8
13 603 159 CS 2 HL 3 14
14 | 859 165 CS 4 HL 2 16
15 161 165 CS 4 HL 3 16
16 131 160 CS 2 HL 1 8
158.2 199
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

DEFFECTTYPES AND CODE SIZE OF DEFFECT ALLOCATED
CONTAMINATION C HAND FEEL | HF CREASE MARK CM | (WARP & WEFT) | PANALTY POINT

STOP MARK SN HOLE HL OILSPOT (O UPTO 3" |

SLUB SL | FOREIGNYARN FY | RUNNINGSHADE | RS = BETWEEN 03"-06" Il

PATARA P DYE STREAK | DS TINY DOT TD | BETWEEN 06"-09" [}

KNOT KN | BROKENEND = BE WEAVING DEFFFECT WD ABOVE 09" \"
DIASINKER MARK | DSM LADDER L COLOUR SPOT (&)
SOILSPOT SS LYCRAOUT | LO SPFTENER SPOT SP
NAPESORBUBBLING | NB | MISSING YARN MY UNEVENDYEING | UD

Table 16: Fabric faults of report-4

3.14.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 3

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

LO
NUMBER OF DEFECT

Graph 14: Buyer: LERROS (Table: 14)
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.15 Fabric Inspection Report (4

-y

E

point system) of factory 3 (Report-5)
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Figure: 15 Fabric Inspection Report-5.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.15.1 Fabric Inspection Report (4 point system) Summery table for factory
3

PRIDE GROUP

HRTEXTILEMILLS LTD

FABRIC INSPECTION REPORT

(4 POINT SYSTEM)

Date : 15-01-23 RECEIVED ROLL QTY 110
BUYERr 1 ZARA INSPECTION ROLL QTY 110
FAB QUANTITY :397.3 Kg CHECKED% : 100%

CONTRACT WIDTH

GSM : 250
SL | FABRIC POINT POINT POINT GRAND
NO | coDE GSM | TOTAL " TOTAL " TOTAL[POINT | TOTAL| TOTAL
v POINTS
1 2602 208 P 3 SP 2 HL 3 16
2 2592 248 P 3 HL 3 18
3 462 247 SS 1 RS 3 HL 3 18
4 | 2691 247 RS 4 HL 2 17
5 332 257 RS 3 HL 3 24
6 1162 257 RS 1 HL 2 10
7 312 256 (O 7 RS 4 HL 2 23
8 244 RS 2 HL 2 12
9 432 251 (O 3 RS 2 HL 2 15
10 | 442 250 (&) 4 RS 4 HL 2 24
11 | 1142 254 (O 3 RS 3 HL 3 17
12 372 254 (&) 1 RS 5 HL 2 23
13 582 247 (&) 2 RS 5 HL 4 28
14 | 322 (&) 2 RS 5 HL 3 22
15 272 250 CS 6 RS 3 LO 1 HL 4 31
297.2 298
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

DEFFECTTYPES AND CODE SIZE OF DEFFECT ALLOCATED
CONTAMINATION C HAND FEEL | HF CREASE MARK CM | (WARP & WEFT) | PANALTY POINT

STOP MARK SN HOLE HL OILSPOT (O UPTO 3" |

SLUB SL | FOREIGNYARN FY | RUNNINGSHADE | RS = BETWEEN 03"-06" Il

PATARA P DYE STREAK | DS TINY DOT TD | BETWEEN 06"-09" [}

KNOT KN | BROKENEND = BE WEAVING DEFFFECT WD ABOVE 09" \"
DIASINKER MARK | DSM LADDER L COLOUR SPOT (&)
SOILSPOT SS LYCRAOUT | LO SPFTENER SPOT SP
NAPESORBUBBLING | NB | MISSING YARN MY UNEVENDYEING | UD

Table 17: Fabric faults of report-5

3.15.2 Graphical Analysis- Factory 3

Fabric Inspection Report Defect%

SS SP RS

NUMBER OF DEFECTS

Graph 15: Buyer: ZARA (Table: 15)
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3.16 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 1 (Report-1)

@

Inspection Report

CENTRIC Brands
CENTRIC
Vendor: Hameem Group Plant: Refat Garments LTD. Ship Date:  30-Dec-22
PO: 4500535087 Description: SEWING FLEX FF STRT Item:
Style: 461ZAGC10R Season: SP-23 Country: BD Inspection  Final
|nspection Qry: 8700 Pcs 1.5

pe Sample QTY
Accessorles Checklist: : b 3

Main LBL Heat Seal EMB 3 : [Poly Stkr - | Yes

Size LBL With Main LBL _ ZIpper | Yes ,Hang tag | Yes 'Hanger ~ No

Care LBL Yes Button Plastick BTN lExtTag 1 As per Bom/PO Apv PP Samp Yes

UPC LBL Yes Interlining | Yes 'Pack type | Solid Pack Apv T/Card Yes

Imp LBL No Wash Yes [Poly Type | Single Poly  [LabTest  {Pass

Stm LBL No_ Joker Tag Yes Fold | Folded [Factory D~ 8015845
& o= s 5 T A L EIINT T TTE |

S [ minor ""

Defects / Discrepancies / Comments : R Erehs 7;‘;{3":& WL e ‘.' R
Cleanliness and Appearance - Loose and untrimmed threads (A zone major / B zone mlnor)

2

Cleanliness and Appearance - Solling, Grease or Dirty marks (A zone major / B zone minor) 2
1

1

Presentation - Over or poor pressing

Construction, Seams and Stitch - Any twisted,ropy, puckered, pleated, Incorrectly tensioned or

AQL: 1.5 A/Level 7 Defect QTY 6

Molsture Level:

Resolution Pass 6.70%

Comments:
Order Qty=8700 Pcs & Ship Qty=8700 Pcs.

Auditor (Factory Certified QA From Centric Brands)

Name: Md. Riku
Inspection Date: 25-Dec-22
Signature:

Figure: 16 Final Garments Inspection Report-1.
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3.16.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 1

Ship Date :.30-Dec-22
Vendor :_Ha-meem Group
Plant : Refat Garments LTD
Inspection : Final
Inspection Qty : 8700 Pcs
Sample QTY : 200 Pcs
AQL :15
Accept Level 4
Defects/Discrepancies/Comments: Critical | Major | Minor

Cleanliness and appearance- Loose and untrimmed
threads (A zone major/B zone minor) 2

Cleanliness and appearance- Soiling, Grease or Dirty
marks (A zone major/B zone minor)

Presentation- Over or poor pressing

Construction, Seams and Stitch- Any twisted, ropy,
puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned 1

Total Defects 0 6 0

Table: 18 Final garments Inspection Report-1.

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 200 Pcs

AQL: 15

AlLevel: 7

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: 6 (Major)

Resolution: Pass

Order QTY= 8700 Pcs & Ship QTY= 8700 Pcs.
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3.17 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 1 (Report-2)

Inspection Report

bt CENTRIC Brands

Vendor: Hameem Group Plant: Refat Garments LTD. Ship Date: 7-Nov-22

PO: 4500537541 Description: GOLF SWINGFLEX CARGO SHORT Item:

Style: 1ZSGCOJR/IR Season: SP'2023 Country: BD Inspection

Inspctlon Q: s 27100 1.5 Sample QTY:

Accessorles Checklist: S : TR T gt :

Main LBL Heat Seal EMB* Yes Flasher PolyStkr  No

Slze LBL No Zlpper Yes 'Hang tag Yes Hanger Yes

Care LBL Yes Button Plastick BTN [Ext Tag No Apv PP Samp Yes

UPCLBL No Interlining: Yes IPack type Solid Pack 'Apv T/Card Yes

Imp LBL No (Wash No [Poly Type ! Hanger Poly labTest  Pass

Stm LBL No Joker Tag Yes Fold ! Hanging Fold Factory ID 8015845
Sy S TS T T S R T e e T T Y R AR RN A ATt oo -‘vmr_"ur‘n =

The Captloned Order has been Inspected and following defects / discrepancles are found |

Defects / Discrepancles / Comments : : - |critical [major -~ [minor

Cleanliness and Appearance - Interlining - not fully fused / delaminating bubbling 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch - Insecure stitch endings / broken functional or decorative s 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch - Any twisted,ropy, puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch - Untidy buttonholes 2

Cleanliness and Appearance - Loose and untrimmed threads (A zone major / B zone minor) 1

Presentation - Over or poor pressing 1

AQL: 1.5 A/Level 10 Defect QTY 7
Resolution  Pass Molsture Level: 6.1

Comments:

Auditor (Factory Certified QA From Centric Brands)

Name: Md. Riku
Inspection Date: 7-Nov-22
Signature:

Figure: 17 Final Garments Inspection Report-2.
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3.17.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 2

Ship Date :.07-Nov-22
Vendor :_Ha-meem Group
Plant : Refat Garments LTD
Inspection : Final
Inspection Qty : 27100 Pcs
Sample QTY : 300 Pcs
AQL :15
Accept Level : 10
Defects/Discrepancies/Comments: Critical | Major | Minor

Cleanliness and appearance- Interlining- not fully
fused/delaminating bubbling 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch- Insecure stitch endings/
broken functional or decorative step 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch- Any twisted, ropy,
puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch- Untidy buttonholes

Cleanliness and appearance- Loose and untrimmed
threads (A zone major/ B zone minor)

Presentation- Over or poor pressing

Total Defects 0 7 0

Table: 19 Final garments Inspection Report-2.

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY:: 300 Pcs

AQL: 15

AlLevel: 10

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: 7 (Major)

Resolution: Pass

Order QTY= 27100 Pcs & Ship QTY= 27100 Pcs.
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3.18 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 1 (Report-3)

Inspection Report
@ CENTRIC Brands
CENTRIC
Vendor: Hameem Group Plant: Refat Garments LTD. Ship Date: 6-Nov-22
PO: 4500533999 Description:  SLTWTR BEACH PDYED CARGO SHORT __ Item:
Style: 1ZSGC87R Season: SP'2023 Country: BD Inspection  Final
Inspection QTY: 8088 AQL:

1.5 Sample QTY: 200 Accept Level: 10

l "
sories Checklist:

R 2 ; PR ol 2GS o, oD RS ™ o
Main LBL Heat Seal EMB No sher | Yes Poly Stkr  Yes
Size LBL No Zipper Yes Hang tag | Yes Hanger Yes
Care LBL Yes Button Plastick BTN ExtTag No Apv PP Samp Yes
UPCLBL Yes Interlining Yes Pack type Pre Pack ApvT/Card Yes
Imp LBL No Wash Yes Poly Type | Single Poly labTest  Pass
Stm LBL Joker Tag ' Yes Fold 6 Hanglng Fold Factory ID 8015845
The Captioned Order has been Inspected and following defects / discrepancles are fou
Defects / Discrepancies / Comments : ey Critical * |Major
Cleanliness and Appearance - Soiling, Grease or Dirty marks (A zone major / B zone minor) 2
Cloth Faults and Defects - Shading from garment to garment 1
Construction, Seams and Stitch - Any twisted,ropy, puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned| 2
Construction, Seams and Stitch - Roping at hem / piping / binding affecting appearance 1

0 6 0

AQL: 1.5 Aflevel 10 Defect QTY 6
Resolution  Pass Moisture Level: 3.9

Comments:

Auditor (Factory Certified QA From Centric Brands)

Name: Md. Riku
Inspection Date: 6-Nov-22
Signature:

Figure: 18 Final Garments Inspection Report-3.
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3.18.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 3
Ship Date : 06-Nov-22

Vendor : Ha-meem Group

Plant : Refat Garments LTD

Inspection : Fina
Inspection Qty : 8088 Pcs
Sample QTY : 200 Pcs

AQL 115

=
=

Accept Level

Defects/Discrepancies/Comments: Critical | Major | Minor

Cleanliness and appearance- Soiling, Grease or Dirty 2
marks (A zone major/ B zone minor)

Cloth Faults and defects- Shading for garment to garment 1

Construction, Seams and Stitch- Any twisted, ropy,
puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned 2

Construction, Seams and Stitch- Roping at hem/ piping/
binding affecting appearance 1

Total Defects 0 6 0

Table: 20 Final garments Inspection Report-3.

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 200 Pcs

AQL: 1.5

A/Level: 10

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: 6 (Major)

Resolution: Pass

Order QTY= 8088 Pcs & Ship QTY= 8088 Pcs.
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3.19 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 1 (Report-4)

@ Inspection Report
CENTRIC Brands
CE!:I_LRIO
Vendor: Hameem Group Plant: Refat Garments LTD. Ship Date: ~_ 20-Nov-22
PO: 450052737 Description:  SLTWTR BEACH PDYED CARGO SHORT  Item:
Style: 1ZSGCOCORR Season: SP'2023 Country: BD Inspection  Final

Inspection QTY: 300

50 Accept Level: 2

Accessories Checkllst: S N e A e
‘Main LBL Heat Seal EMB | No Poly Stkr  Yes

Size LBL No Zipper | Yes 'Hangtag Yes Hanger No

Care LBL Yes Button Plastick BTN ExtTag | No 'Apv PP Samp Yes
UPCLBL . Yes Interlining ! Yes Pack type | Pre Pack Apv T/Card Yes
ImplLBL ! No Wash ! Yes [Poly Type | Single Poly LabTest  Pass
StmLBL No JokerTag | Yes Fold = | E-com Fold. Factory ID 8015845
e e —— —_ — - - A .

The Captioned Order has been Inspected and following defects / discrepancies are found :

Defects / Discrepancies / Comments ;. oy s | critical S| ]
Construction, Seams and Stitch - Any twisted,ropy, puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned 1
0 1 0
AQL: 1.5 A/level 2 Defect QTY 1
Resolution  Pass Moisture Level: 3.2
Comments:

Auditor (Factory Certified QA From Centric Brands)

Name: Md. Riku
Inspection Date: 20-Nov-22
Signature:

Figure: 19 Final Garments Inspection Report-4.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.19.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 4

Ship Date . 20-Nov-22

Vendor :_ Ha-meem Group

Plant : Refat Garments LTD

Inspection : Final

Inspection Qty : 300 Pcs

Sample QTY : 50 Pcs

AQL 115

Accept Level 2
Defects/Discrepancies/Comments: Critical | Major | Minor
Construction, Seams and Stitch- Any twisted, ropy, 1
puckered, pleated, incorrectly tensioned

Total Defects 0 1 0

Table: 21 Final garments Inspection Report-4.

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 50 Pcs

AQL: 1.5

AllLevel: 2

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: 1 (Major)

Resolution: Pass

Order QTY= 300 Pcs & Ship QTY= 300 Pcs.
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3.20 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 1 (Report-5)

BusFNG )
FINAL INSPECTION REPORT

P. 1/ 4
Inspection No. : 2208-0-08596 Inspected By : Md Shahbuddin
Supplier : APPAREL GALLERY LTD Factory : (BAN) APPAREL GALLERY LTD
Buyer PM No PO Style Shp# | Product Ord Qty Insp Qty | Merchandiser
WOMENS 60% COTTON
KOHL'S INC 22-GKOHLW1-1257 14049489 WC21D550PSS 1|37% POLYSTER 3% 1212 UNT| 1212 UNT | RAKIB KHAN
SPANDEX WOVEN PANTS
WOMENS 97% COTTON
KOHL'S INC 22.GKOHLW1-1257 (14049489 Jezinesnra 1|2% SPANDEX 1% OTHER | 1512 UNT| 1512 UNT |RAKIB KHAN
FIBER DENIM PANTS
WOMENS 97% COTTON
KOHL'S INC 22-GKOHLW1-1257 14049489 ‘gCﬂ B550EV2 1|2% SPANDEX 1% OTHER 2526 UNT| 2526 UNT | RAKIB KHAN
FIBER DENIM PANTS
WOMENS 97% COTTON
KOHL'S INC 22-GKOHLW1-1257 14049489 WC21D550PWA 1|2% SPANDEX 1% OTHER 756 UNT| 756 UNT | RAKIB KHAN
FIBER DENIM PANTS
TIL| 6006 UNT| 6006 UNT
COUNTRY OF ORIGIN (Y/N) Yes OPA # (Y/N) No
Late / Non Working Hour Inspection? NA No. of carton shipped 1001
Inspection Type Onsite Product Lab Test Report Result Pass
Fabric KWIQ - Test Report Available
Lab Test Report No. (6822)047-0090 (Yes/No) If No please specify Yes
% PR Garment KWIQ - Test Report
Fabric KWIQ Remarks : Fabric Mill A 7
Name (Mandate) &/or Others SQUARE DENIMS LTD szll;bl@ (Yes/No) if No please Yes
specify
Garment KWIQ Remark - Please
specify
Critical | Major| Minor Critical| Major| Minor
Sample Size : 200
Defect Group : Visual Check AQL 0 25 N/A
Max Def. Qty 0 10 NA
Staining I 5
Stain/Dirt/Spot / Dried glue marks 1 <Vis > Ei 5
<Visual Check> Final TTL.
- Spot./
Workmanship
Sewing: Stitches - skipped. missed,
dropped, loose, uneven, broken etc 1 Defect Group : Packing Check
- Looseness at wib. /
2 Sampling Plan : Single
Distorted / Poor shape 1 Sampling Level : Normal
- Poor shape at bottom hem. / s ion Level : S-3
" " Sample Size : 13
Twistad/Roping.... - 1 AQL nA|[ 085 NA
- Roping at front pkt rolling. / Max Def. Qty N/A 0 NA
Uneven Shape / Width / Length / 1 m
Placement / Unba... *1
Sampling Plan : Single
Sampling Level : Normal =Packing Check> Final TTL.
Inspection Level : Il
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BusFNG LI

FINAL INSPECTION REPORT D"':f mgi‘mi
Inspection No. : 2208-0-08596 Inspected By : Md Shahbuddin
Supplier : APPAREL GALLERY LTD Factory : (BAN)  APPAREL GALLERY LTD

Critical [ Major| Minor Critical| Major| Minor

=<Measurement Checic> Final TTL 1
Defect Group : Measurement Check
Measurement Defect Group : Product Safety Check
Measurement out of tolerance larger than Sampling Plan : Single
spec 1 Sampling Level : Normal
- Front rise +3/8". / Inspection Level : Il
Sampling Plan : Single Sample Size : 200
Sampling Level : Normal AQL 0 NIA N/A
Inspection Level : S-4 Max Def. Qty 0 N/A NA
Sample Size : 50
AQL 0 25 NA oL
Max Def. Qty D] 3 NA
o 1 <Product Safety Check> Final TTL.
RESULT : Pass-Inspection accepted SHONATEE
REMARK:
During the final inspection | had selected 36 ctn for covering all color for workmanship, measurement & EDI bar code scan
checked.
NAME : Mr.Javed

Start Time : 07-08-2022 18:30 End Time : 07-08-2022 20:00 TITLE : GM

The defects found and listed in this report are the findings at the time of inspection mentioned above. The supplier is responsible for the whole lot products shipped.

Figure: 20 Final Garments Inspection Report-5.
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3.20.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 5

Ship Date . 20-Nov-22
Vendor :_Ha-meem Group
Supplier : Apparel Gallery LTD
Buyer : KOHL’S
Inspection : Final
Inspection Qty : 6006 Pcs
Sample QTY : 250 Pcs
AQL 125
Acceptable label 13
DEFECT GROUP Critical Major Minor
Staining
Stain/Dirt/Spot/Dried glue marks 1

Workmanship

Sewing: Stitches- skipped, missed,
dropped, loose, unesen, broken

etc 1
Distorted/ Poor shape- Poor shape
at bottom hem 1

Twisted/ Roping- Roping at front
pkt rolling 1
Uneven shade/ Width/ Length/
Placement 1
Sample Size: 200
AQL Max 0 2.5 N/A
Def. QTY 0 10 N/A

TTL 5
<Visual Check> Final TTL 5
Measurement

Measurement out of tolerance
larger than spec 1
Sample Size: 50 0
AQL
Max Def. QTY 0
TTL

<Measurement Check> Final TTL
TOTAL

2.5 N/A
N/A

o

DR[| W
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Table: 22 Final Garments Inspection Report-5.

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 250 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

AllLevel: 13

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: 6 (Major)

Resolution: Pass

© Daffodil International University 70



Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.21 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 2 (Report-1)

PENTEX QUALITY REPORT DOCKET NO : PEK14138p
KIMBLE NO: 01018 DESTINATION : D933683

PILOT OR FIRST TS OFF LINE / FINAL DOCKET QTY 1600 PCS

quatay of2s INSPECTED QTY 125 PCS

This Report s based on & wing! for
PILOT Emum musme FINAL v PRICE €7
[WASH TEST RESULY METAL DETECTOR REPORT V PULL TEST REPORT E
70: 80

PS STATUS :  PASS TNT STICKERS NO : FROM : 1

DATE: W: [FACTORY: REPORT NO: | DESCRIPTION: 2G JERSEY TIE CULOTTE
12.05.20 PRIMARK CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD | 1 COLOUR: __KHAKI
Eald # ABRIC SADE AGANTS MESUREMENTS rione 0RAND e asrpalL
M v (v] feem [y (V] e v
[ENGLISH REPORT FOR MEASUREMENTS/VISUAL MAKE UP
TOTAL (rcs)
SIZE 1.5/2 2/3 3/a a/s 5/6 6/7
RATIO 1 3 4 4 P a 20
QTY RECEIVED 80 240 320 320 320 320 1600
QTY INSPECTED 6 19 25 25 25 25 125
QTY REJECTED 14
REMARKS ON MAKE UP cnmcas maon o
* WRINKLE AT SIDE SEAM o 2 3
e CRUSH MARK o 1 2
‘e  PUCKERING AT SIDE SEAM o 1 e &
e TWISTING AT LEG o 1 1
e POOR TRIMING o o 2

REMARKS ON MEASUREMENTS

ACCEPTED QUALITY LEVEL 2.5% l 0 |owmcar| 7 [maom 10 |mvor COMMENTS:

TOTAL NUMBER OF REJECTS 0 |omea| 5 [mwon 9 __|mmon OKTO SHIP .

INSPECTED BY  FAZLE RABBI (GPQ)  |SIGNATURE : & Y]
FaCToRY ¥l 421§ [sionature: ‘ﬁ'\"\""""g

MESULTS 2.5 AGL /200% PASS I v REJECT l X

Figure: 21 Final Garments Inspection Report-1.
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3.21.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 1

Vendor : CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD

Inspection : Final

Qty Received : 1600 Pcs

Oty Inspected : 125 Pcs

Qty Rejected 14

AQL 125

REMARKS ON MAKE UP Critical | Major | Minor
WRINKLE AT SIDE SEAM 0 2 3
CRUSH MARK 0 1 2
PUCKERING AT SIDE SEAM 0 1 1
TWISTING AT LEG 0 1 1
POOR TRIMING 0 0 2
TOTAL DEFECTS 0 5 9
Table: 23 Final Garments Inspection Report-1
Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 125 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

A/Level: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-10.

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-05; Minor-09.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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3.22 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 2 (Report-2)

PENTEX QUALITY REPORT DOCKET NO ~ iPMK14138E
KIMBLENO: 01018 DESTINATION 1 G129475
PILOT 'S OR FIRST TS OFF LINE / FINAL DOCKET QTY 2420 PCS
This Report s based on » llﬂl'l. sampling plan for normal inspection st an ‘Mupuill Quality level (AQL) of 2.5 " INSPECTED QTY 125 PCS
PILOT x Imum nmsmm{ x FINAL | v PRICE €7
(WASH TEST RESULT METAL DETECTOR REPORT l v PULL TEST REPORT
PS STATUS: _ PASS TNT STICKERS NO : : FROM : 1 70: 121
DATE: IRETAIL:R: FACTORY: REPORT NO: [DESCRIPTION: 2G JERSEY TIE CULOTTE
12.05.20 PRIMARK CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD 2 COLOUR: __ KHAKI
sec FABRIC SHADE AGAINTS MESUREMENTS rione onano xinsaLL
V BULK HANGER ‘I ‘I l lcant iase V faste V swinG Ticxer "
ENGLISH REPORT FOR MEASUREMENTS/VISUAL MAKE UP
TOTAL [PCS)
SIZE 1.5/2 2/3 3/4 a/5 5/6 6/7
RATIO 1 3 4 4 4 4 20
QTY RECEIVED 121 363 484 484 484 484 2420
QTY INSPECTED , 6 19 25 25 25 25 125
QTY REJECTED 15
REMARKS ON MAKE UP . camear | mwon | mmon
* WRINKLE AT SIDE SEAM (o] 2 3
e CRUSH MARK 0 1, 3
e . SKIP STITCH 0 2- 0
e TWISTING AT LEG 0 1 1
* POOR TRIMING 0 0 2
T 0 6 9
REMARKS ON MEASUREMENTS
ACCEPTED QUALITY LEVEL 2.5% l 0 |mmeal 7 |maor 10 [minor COMMENTS:
TOTAL NUMBER OF REJECTS 0 [omea| 6 [wwon 9 [mwon OK TO SHIP
: A
INSPECTED BY = FAZLE RABBI (GPQ) SIGNATURE ‘_‘/A
facory (-bv A 4, |sianaTuRe | <8
‘ RESULTS 2.5 AQL /100% PASS I V | RElECY I x ' |
|
|

Figure: 22 Final Garments Inspection Report-2.
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3.22.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 2

Vendor : CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD

Inspection : Final

Qty Received : 2420 Pcs

Oty Inspected : 125 Pcs

Qty Rejected 15

AQL 1 2.5

REMARKS ON MAKE UP Critical | Major | Minor
WRINKLE AT SIDE SEAM 0 2 3
CRUSH MARK 0 1 3
PUCKERING AT SIDE SEAM 0 2 0
TWISTING AT LEG 0 1 1
POOR TRIMING 0 0 2
TOTAL DEFECTS 0 6 9
Table: 24 Final Garments Inspection Report-2
Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 125 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

A/Level: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-10.

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-06; Minor-09.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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3.23 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 2 (Report-3)

PENTEX QUALITY REPORT DOCKET NO : PMSL13599A
KIMDLE NO: 53405 DESTINATION 18122538
PILOT GARMENTS OR FIRST GARMENTS OFF LINE / FINAL DOCKET QTY 7530 SETS
This Beport 1s based on & ingle samaling plan lor normal inspection at an Acceptable auality level (AOL of 25 INSPECTED QTY 200 SETS
PILOT ¥ |mvunenvisiing 3¢ FINAL v PRICE £6
'WASH TEST RESULT METAL DETECTOR REPORT PULL TEST REPORT
PS STATUS:  PASS TNT STICKERS NO : FROM : 1 T0: 502
DATE: IRETAILER: FACTORY: REPORT NO: DESCRIP"HON: SUSTAIABLE PJ SS/ CUFF LEG
09.06.20 PRIMARK CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD 2 COLOUR: NAVY
occ 1 agRic smanE AGAINTS CsunEuEnTs ront aano cnanai
N s v Tl H— . _"—l i v
ENGLISH REPORT FOR MEASURCMENTS/VISUAL MAKE UP
YotAL [PCS)
SIZE L XL
RATIO 9 6 15
QTY RECEIVED 4518 3012 7530
QTY INSPECTED 120 80 200
QTY REJECTED 19
REMARKS ON MAKE UP cmncal mMason o
e CRUSH MARK 0 2 3
e SHAPE OUT NECK 0 2 2
e SLANTED AT MAIN LABLE ATTACHMENT 0 1 2
e TWISTING AT BODY HEM 0 s & 1
e PUCKERING AT NECK JOINT 0 1 2
e UNCUT & LOOSE THREADS 0 (o] 2
0 7 12

REMARKS ON MEASUREMENTS

ACCIPTED QUALITY LEVEL 2.5% l 0 |ounca| 10 [mmox 14 |mnon COMMENTS: ===
TOTAL NUMBER OF REJECTS 0 [|ewmeat| 7 |maor 12 |mion O K TO SH I P

INSPECTED BY FAZLE RABBI ( GPQ) SIGNATURE : \/

FACTORY T — > YA SIGNATURE—.%K%

KESULTS 25 AU /100% PASS I .'\l REJECT l X

Figure: 23 Final Garments Inspection Report-3.
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3.23.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 3

Vendor : CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD

Inspection : Fina

Qty Received : 7530 Pcs

Oty Inspected : 200 Pcs

Qty Rejected 19

AQL :2.5

REMARKS ON MAKE UP Critical | Major | Minor
WRINKLE AT SIDE SEAM 0 2 3
SHAPE OUT NECK 0 2 2
SLANTED AT MAIN LABLE ATTACHMENT 0 1 2
TWISTING AT BODY HEM 0 1 1
PUCKERING AT NECK JOINT 0 1 2
UNCUT & LOOSE THREADS 0 0 2
TOTAL DEFECTS 0 7 12

Table: 25 Final Garments Inspection Report-3
Comments:
Of this final inspection report-
Sample QTY: 200 Pcs
AQL: 2.5
A/Level: Critical-0; Major-10; Minor-14.
So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-12.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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3.24 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 2 (Report-4)

PENTEX QUALITY REPORT DOCKET NO T PML13127C
KIMBLE NO: 60865 DESTINATION : C101598 I
PILOT TS OR FIRST G TS OFF LINE / FINAL DOCKET QTY 1400 PCS
This Report Is Based on a single sampling plan for nermal inspection at an Acceptable quatity level (AQL) of 25 INSPECTED QTY 125 PCS

PILOT IZIwuu( nnuumg FINAL PRICE €4
'WASH TEST RESULT METAL DETECTOR REPORT PULL TEST REPORT

PS STATUS : PASS TNT STICKERS NO : FROM 1 TO : 70
DATE: RETAILER: FACTORY: REPORT NO: | DESCRIPTION: V/E LEGGING
29.03.20 PRIMARK CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD | 3 COW0UR: __ BLACK
rec FABRIC SHADE AGAINTS [MESUREMENTS riane eaanD [« oA
=z - = ] e [l ] e 3
fom MAKE UP
ToTAL [res)
SIZE XL 2XL
RATIO 15 5 20
QTY RECEIVED 1050 350 1400
QTY INSPECTED 94 31 125
QTY REJECTED 13
REMARKS ON MAKE UP meas | won: | e
e BOTH LEG LENGTH NOT EVEN o 2 /-
e CRUSH MARK 0 2 3
e SHINY MARK 0 1 2’
e UNCUT THREADS 0 (] 1
o 5 8

REMARKS ON MEASUREMENTS

eveL2sn | 0 |owmea| 7 [mwon 10 [minon COMMENTS:
TOTAL NUMBER OF REJECTS 0 [cmca| 5 |mwon 8, |wocs OK TO SHI P
INSPECTED BY, |~ FAZLE RABBI (GPQ)  |SIGNATURE : /
* A
FACTORY SIGNATURE : %
: ST %
RESULTS 2.5 AQL /100% PASS V REJECT I x

Figure: 24 Final Garments Inspection Report-4.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.24.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 4

Vendor : CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD

Inspection : Final

Qty Received : 1400 Pcs

Oty Inspected : 125 Pcs

Qty Rejected 13

AQL 125

REMARKS ON MAKE UP Critical | Major | Minor
BOTH LEG LENGTH NOT EVEN 0 2 2
CRUSH MARK 0 2 3
SHINY MARK 0 1 2
UNCUT THREADS 0 0 1
TOTAL DEFECTS 0 5 8

Table: 26 Final Garments Inspection Report-4
Comments:
Of this final inspection report-
Sample QTY: 125 Pcs
AQL: 2.5
A/Level: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-10.
So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-05; Minor-08.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.25 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 2 (Report-5)

PENTEX QUALITY REPORT DOCKET NO : PML14127C
KIMBLENO: 60865 DESTINATION : €101597
PiILOT OR FIRST OFF LINE / FINAL DOCKET QTY 1400 PCS
Thn Report s besed 0n 8 single sampling plan for Aormal Imipection ot en Accepteble suahty level (AQL) of 25 INSPECTED QTY 125 PCS
PIOT X |mune rmasiand 3¢ FINAL V PRICE €4
[WASH TEST RESULY METAL DETECTOR REPORT PULL TEST REPORT
PS STATUS : __ PASS TNT STICKERS NO : FROM 1 T0:
DATE: Tﬁu_n.:a: FACTORY: REPORT NO: [ DESCRIPTION: V/E LEGGING
29.04. PRIMARK CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD COLOUR: BLACK
il [* 20e:C 1malk ACANTY M SUREMENTS —— [seano Ll S
[ENGLISH REPORT FOR MEASURTMINTS/VISUAL MAXKE UP
roraL o)
SIZE s
RATIO 20 20
QTY RECEIVED 1400 1400
QTY INSPECTED 125 125
QTY REJECTED 12
REMARKS ON MAKE UP camcaL von —n
* CRUSH MARK o 2 3
e BOTH LEG LENGTH NOT EVEN o 1 2
e SKIP STITCH 0 2 o
e UNCUT THREADS o o 2

REMARKS ON MEASUREMENTS

[ACCIPTED QUALITY LEVEL 2.5% I 0 |owmea| 7 |mwon 10

MnoR COMMENTS:
TOTAL NUMBER OF REJECTS 0 |omca| 5 |mwon 7 |mmon OK TO SHIP
|mspecTeDBY | FAZLE RABBI(GPQ)  [sIGNATURE: 3

FACTORY /1) H—pvv"é SIGNATURE :

nesuirs 2.5 ace 7100% PASS |a'| REJECT Ix

Figure: 25 Final Garments Inspection Report-5.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.25.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 5

Vendor : CHAITY COMPOSITE LTD

Inspection : Final

Qty Received : 1400 Pcs

Oty Inspected : 125 Pcs

Qty Rejected 12

AQL 125

REMARKS ON MAKE UP Critical | Major | Minor
BOTH LEG LENGTH NOT EVEN 0 2 3
CRUSH MARK 1 2
SHINY MARK 0 2 0
UNCUT THREADS 0 0 2
TOTAL DEFECTS 0 5 7

Table: 27 Final Garments Inspection Report-5
Comments:
Of this final inspection report-
Sample QTY: 125 Pcs
AQL: 2.5
A/Level: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-10.
So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-05; Minor-07.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.26 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 3 (Report-1)

NITEX
HOUSE-07, ROAD-07 AV

GULSHAN-01, DHAKA-1212

PRE-FINAL INSPECTION REPORT
TEAM NAME: MEHEDI. QA: | ABU SUFIAN [paTE: | 172312023
CUSTOMER NAME: URVINA QM NAME: Md Naimul Islam Hemal
|P/O NUMBER: 4500354251 FACTORY NAME: PRIDE GROUP.
STYLE NO/NAME: J024981 ORDER QTY: 1890 PCS.
DESCRIPTION: 100%COTTON. Packed/Ready Qty: 1720=91% PCS.
[ACCESSORIES CHECR LIST
1) Main/Size Label v 7) Price Ticket/Sticker X Remarks
2) Care/Content Label v 8) UPC Label X
3) Hang Tag X 9) CO label X
4) Season/AD; Tag X 10) Buttons v SINGLE POLY
5) Special Tag X 1) Poly bag warnnings X
6) Supper Dry X 12) Shioping mark v
AQL TABLE INSPECTION SUMMERY
AQL 1.5 AQL 25 SAMPLE SIZE Accoptable Lavel Rejected Lavel
Lot Size Sample Size
Major I Minor Major Minor Major Minor Major Minor
125
Below 281 100% Chec<ed 100% 7 10 8 1
281-500 50 2 2 3 4 Maijor Minor
501-1200 80 3 4 5 6 FOUND
7 9
1201-3200 126 5 6 7 8
3201-10000 200 7 8 10 1
10001-35000 315 10 14 14 21 RESULT PASS PASS
35001-150000 500 14 21 21 21
CARTON QUANTITY ANALYSIS.
Color Ctn Qty Selected Ctns Total
ORANGE 0 0 0
Grand Total CTNS: 0 Total selected carton quantitie:0 0
“‘Ilﬂ.‘}lie;’!ﬂhﬁi A e) CONS TRUC TION/STITCHING: [
[ TYPES OF DEFECT FOUND WAJOR | TAINOR__| CRITICAL | TYPES OF DEFECT FOUND HAJOR [ WINOR__| CRITICAL |
Slub/knot/eroase mark 1 Brolkon/Drop/Skippod Stitch/pico open
Barre/patch raw edge (Open Seam/over stitch 1 1
Hole/Loose Knit side Uneven/Wavy 2 2
Fatric crease mark Missing/I object
Yarn Contamination 'T’ackeung.‘Pleated/looseness
Snag/Nylon visible/ Clasiic Needle | Icle/Damage 1
Shading/Hand Feel Twsted/Roping/Uneven Hem 2
Dye/Finishing Streaks Uncut thread/out of shape 1 1
Puckering Yarn High/Low placket
Miscellaneous Fabric Defects Incorrect Placement
TOTAL FABRIC DEFECTS: 0 1 U TOTAL CONSTRUGTION DEFEGTS: 5 [ 0
3) EMBELLISHMENT: 5) CLEANLINESS:
CRITICAL TY [ CRITICAL |
Peeling/Cracking Oil stain 1
Poor Coverage/Registration Epcl/Dlny 1
Print/EMB/Patch shine mark Loose/open Uncut Thread
Flag label attachment rav edge Dust
Incorrect Color /Print over laping 1 anliness Defect
TOTAL EMBELEI§H“£§7 DEFECTS: 1 0 0| TOTAL CLINLINESS DEFECTS: 1 1 0]
3 ADOTIONAL COMGERTS W APPCCASCE] 1
S OF DEFECT FO MAJOR MINOR CRITICAL
Missing/ncorrect nformation on Poly
Incorrect Hangtag lay-out/Label slanted 1
Over Packed/Emoty space/poor iron
Missing/incorrect UPC Sticker
[Fiy Objects(Staples,Pins,Needlzs insent)
Not Iron
0 1 [0
| FACTORY QA MANAGER ] FACTORY FINISHING MANAGER [ FACTORY G.M | NITEX QA MANAGER

Figure: 26 Final Garments Inspection Report-1.

© Daffodil International University 81



Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.26.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 1

Ship Date : 01-23-2023

Vendor : PRIDE GROUP

Customer name - Urvina

Inspection : Final

Inspection Qty : 1890 Pcs

Sample QTY : 125 Pcs

AQL 125

Acceptable label : Major — 8 ; Minor — 11 (Total- 19)

ISNPECTION DETAILS Major | Minor | Critical

1) FABRIC/WASH DEFECTS:
Slub/ Knot/ Crease mark 1

2) CONSTRUCTION/STITCHING

Open seam/ over stitch 1 1
Side Uneven/ Wavy 2 2
Needle hole/ Damage 1

Twisted/ Roping/ Unevene Hem 2
Uncut thread/ out of shade 1 1

3) EMBELLISHMENT
Incorrect color/ Print over laoing 1

4) CLEANLINESS

Oil stain 1
Sport/ Dirty 1
5)PACKING
Incorrect Hangtag lay-out/ Label slanted 1
Total Defects 7 9 0

Table: 28 Final Garments Inspection Report-1
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 125 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

Al/Level: Critical-0; Major-08; Minor-11.

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-09.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.27 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 3 (Report-2)

NITEX A
HOUSE-07, ROAD-07 V

GULSHAN-01, DHAKA-1212

PRE-FINAL INSPECTION REPORT
TEAM NAME: MEHEDI. QA: ABU SUFIAN |DATE: I 1/23/2023
CUSTOMER NAME: URVINA QM NAME: Md Naimul Islam Hemal
|P/O NUMBER: 4500354251 FACTORY NAME: PRIDE GROUP.
STYLE NO/NAME: J024982 ORDER QTY: 1675 PCS.
DESCRIPTION: 100%COTTON. Packed/Ready Qty: 1390=83% PCS.
[ACCESSORIES CHECK LIST
1) Main/Size Label v 7) Price Ticket/Sticker X Remarks
2) Care/Content Label v 8) UPC Label b ¢
3) Hang Tag X 9) CO label D&
4) Season/AD; Tag X 10) Buttons X SINGLE POLY
5) Special Tag X 1) Poly bag warnnings X
6) Supper Dry X 12) Shipping mark v
AQL TABLE INSPECTION SUMMERY
AQL 1.5 AQL 25 SAMPLE SIZE Acceptable Level Rejected Level
Lot Size Sample Size
Major I Minor Major I Minor - Major Minor Major Minor
Below 281 100% Checked 100% 7 10 8 11
281-500 50 2 2 3 4 Major Minor
501-1200 80 3 4 5 6 FOUND
7 10
1201-3200 125 5 6 7 8
3201-10000 200 7 8 10 1"
10001-35000 315 10 14 14 21 RESULT pass pass
35001-150000 500 14 21 21 21
CARTON QUANTITY ANALYSIS:
Color Ctn Qty Selected Ctns Total
orange with snaps. 0 0 0
Grand Total CTNS: 0 Total selected carton quantitie:0 0
CRITICAL Y TYPES OF DEFECT FOUND
Broken/Drop/Skipped Stitch/pico open 1
Open Seam/over stitch 1
side Uneven/Wavy 2 1
Fabric crease mark Missing/Incorrect object
Yarn Contamination |Packenng/Pleatedlooseness
Needle Hole/Damage
Twisted/Roping/Uneven Hem 2
Uncut thread/out of shape 1
High/Low placket
[Miscellaneous Fabric Defects Incorrect Placement
| TOTAL FABRIC DEFECTS: 0 0 0 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION DEFECTS: 3 5 0
3) EMBELLISHMENT: Wﬂm
CRITICAL |MAJOR |MINOR CRITICAL
Peeling/Cracking Oil stain 1 1
Poor Coverage/Regi Spot/Dirty 1 2
atch shine mark Loose/open Uncut Thread 2
Flag label attachment raw edge Flying Dust
|Incorrect Color /Print SF( over laping 2 BIG Cleanliness Defect
TOTAL EMBELLISHMENT DEFECTS: 2 0 0) TOTAL CLINLINESS DEFECTS: 2 5 0
: ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
MAJOR MINOR CRITICAL
Missing/Incorrect Information on Poly
Incorrect Hangtag lay-out/Label slanted
[Over FacFeZ?%mprlspace/poor ron
Missing/Incorrect UPC Sticker
ﬁy Objects(Staples,Pins,Needles insent)
| poor iron
[TOTAL PACKING DEFECTS: 0 0 |

| FACTORY QA MANAGER | FACTORY FINISHING MANAGER | FACTORY G.M | NITEX QA MANAGER
[ | | 1

Figure: 27 Final Garments Inspection Report-2.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.27.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 2

Ship Date : 01-23-2023
Vendor : PRIDE GROUP
Customer name - Urvina
Inspection : Final
Inspection Qty :1Pcs
Sample QTY : 125 Pcs
AQL 125
Acceptable label : Major — 8 ; Minor — 11 (Total- 19)
INPECTION DETAILS Major | Minor | Critical

1) FABRIC/WASH DEFECTS:

2) CONSTRUCTION/STITCHING

Broken/ Drop/ Skipped Stitch/ Picp open 1

Open seam/ over stitch 1
Side Uneven/ Wavy 2
Twisted/ Roping/ Unevene Hem

Uncut thread/ out of shade 1

3) EMBELLISHMENT
Incorrect color/ Print over laoing 2

4) CLEANLINESS

Oil stain 1 1
Sport/ Dirty
Loose/ Open Uncut Thread 2
5)PACKING

Incorrect Hangtag lay-out/ Label slanted

Total Defects 7 10

Table: 29 Final Garments Inspection Report-2
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 125 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

Al/Level: Critical-0; Major-08; Minor-11.

S0, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-10.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.28 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 3 (Report-3)

WDTEX ~,

GULSHAN-01, DHAKA-1212

PRE-FINAL INSPECTION REPORT.
TEAM NAME: MEHEDI. QA: | ABU SUFIAN [oate: | 17232023
CUSTOMER NAME: URVINA QM NAME: IMd Naimul Islam Hemal
|P/O NUMBER: 4500354251 FACTORY NAME: PRIDE GROUP.
STYLE NO/NAME: J024987 ORDER QTY: 900 PCS.
IDESCRIPTION: 100%COTTON. Packed/Ready Qty: 815=91% PCS.
[ACCESSORIES CRECR LIST
1) Man/Size Label v 7) Price Ticket/Sticker X Remarks
2) Care/Content Label v 8) UPC Label X
3) Hang Tag X 9) CO label X
4) Saason/AD: Tag X 10) Ruttons X SINGIF POI Y
5) Special Tag X 1) Poly bag warniings X
6) Supper Dry X 12) Shipping mark v
AQL TABLE INSPECTION SUMMERY
AQL 1.5 AQL 25 SAMPLE SIZE Acceptable Level Rejected Level
Lot Size Sample Size
Major I Minor Major I Minor & Major Minor Major Minor
Below 261 100% Checked 100% 5 7 6 8
281-500 50 2 2 3 4 Major Minar
501-1200 80 3 4 5 6 FOUND g o
1201-3200 125 5 6 7 8
3201-10000 200 7 8 10 1"
10001-35000 315 10 14 14 21 RESULT FAI L FAI L
35001-150000 500 14 21 21 2
-
[CARTON QUANTITY ANALYSIS:
Color Ctn Qty Selected Cins Total
BLACK 0 0 0
Total selected carton quantitie:0 0

CRITICAL Y TYPES OF DEFECT FOUND
Broken/Drop/Skipped Stitch/pico open
Open Seam/over stitch

side Uneven/WWavy 2 1

Fabric crease mark Missing/Incorrect object

Yarn Contamination |Peckenngglealed/loosaness

Snag/Nylon visble/ Elasic Needie Hole/Uamage

Shading/Hand Feel Twisted/Roping/Uneven Hem bottom 2 1

Dye/Finishing Streaks 1 Uncu: thread/out of shape 1

Puckeiing Yarin nglnf.uwxlat,\ul

Miscelaneous Fabric Defects Inconect Placement

mmﬂm 0 3 0 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION DEFECTS: 3 3 0

[ CRITICAL | TYPES OF DEFECT Foﬁag igiﬁ'ﬁ [MINOR CRITICAL
Ol stain
[SpovDirty
Prin/EMB/Patch shine mark JLoose/open Uncut Thread
lag label attacyment raw edge ing Dust
Incorrect Color Print Spot over lapin 3 J BIG Cleanliness Defect
[~ TOTAL EWBELLISTWENT DEFECTS: 3 3 0 5 5 0 0
) PACKING: ADDITIONAL COMMENTS -
CRITICAL =

Missing/Incorrect Information on Poly

Tncorrect Hangtag lay-ouvLabel sianted 2

(Over Packed/Empty space/poor iron Barieiis botiom reiroh

Missing/Incorrect UPC Sticker :
Iﬁy Objects(Staples, Ping, Needles insent)

00 Fon 1
[ TS: 0 3 |

| FACTORY QA MANAGER l FACTORY FINISHING MANAGER ] FACTORY G.M [ NITEX QA MANAGER

Figure: 28 Final Garments Inspection Report-3.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.28.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 3

Ship Date : 01-23-2023

Vendor : PRIDE GROUP

Customer name - Urvina

Inspection : Final

Inspection Qty : 900 Pcs

Sample QTY : 80 Pcs

AQL 125

Acceptable label : Major — 6 ; Minor — 8 (Total- 14)

INPECTION DETAILS Major | Minor | Critical

1) FABRIC/WASH DEFECTS:
handing/ Hank feel 1

2) CONSTRUCTION/STITCHING
Side Uneven/ Wavy 2
Twisted/ Roping/ Unevene Hem 2
Uncut thread/ out of shade

3) EMBELLISHMENT
Incorrect color/ Print sport over laoing 3 3

4) CLEANLINESS

5)PACKING

Incorrect Hangtag lay-out/ Label slanted

Poor iron 1
Total Defects 7 10 0

Table: 30 Final Garments Inspection Report-3
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 80 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

Al/Level: Critical-0; Major-06; Minor-08.

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-07; Minor-10.

Resolution: Fail
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.29 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 3 (Report-4)

NITEX A
HOUSE-07, ROAD-07 w

GULSHAN-01. DHAKA-1212

PRE-FINAL INSPECTION REPORT
TEAM NAME: MEHEDI. QA: | ABU SUFIAN |pate: | 252023
CUSTOMER NAME: URVINA QM NAME: Md Naimul Islam Hemal
P/O NUMBER: 4500354251 FACTORY NAME: PRIDE GROUP.
STYLE NO/NAME: J024983 ORDER QTY: 460 PCS.
DESCRIPTION: 100%COTTON. Packed/Ready Qty: 418=91% PCS.
[ACCESSORIES CHECK LIST,
1) Main/Size Label Vi 7 Price Ticket/Sticker X Rematks
2) Carc/Centent Label v ) UPC Label X
3) Hang Tag X 9) CO label X
4) Season/AD: Tag X 10) Ruttans b 4 SINGIFPCLY
5) Special Tag X 11) Poly bag warmnings X
6)  |Supper Dry X 12) Shipping mark v
AQL TABLE INSPECTION SUMMERY
AQL 1.5 AQL 25 SAMPLE SIZE Acceptable Level Rejected Level
Lot Size ple Size
Mzjor | Minor Major | Minor " Major Minor Major Minor
Below 281 100% Checked 100% 3 5 4 6
281-500 50 2 2 3 4 Major Minor
501-1200 80 3 4 5 6 FOUND
3 5
1201-3200 125 5 6 T 8
3201-10000 200 T 8 10 11
10C01 35000 316 10 14 14 21 RESULT p a SS pa SS
35001-150000 500 14 21 21 21
CARTON QUANTITY ANALYSIS:
Color Ctn Qty Selected Ctns Total
Grey 4] o 0
Grand Total CTNS: 0 Total selected carton quantitie:0 0
S
MAJOR | NINOR | CRITICAL | _WWFWMQ T_NINOR |
Slub/knot/crease mark i Broken/Drop/Skipoed Stilch/pico cpen
Barre/patch raw edge Open Seam/over stitch
Hole/Loose Knit side Uneven/Wavy 1
Fabric crezse mark Missing/Incomect object
Yarn Contamination 3 Paccering/Plealed/looseness
nag/Nvion visible/ Elastc Nzedle Hole/Demage
nading/Hand Feal Twisted/Roping/Uneven Hem
Dye/Finishing Streaks Uncut threadiout of shape
Puckering Yam Hah/Low placket
Miscelaneous Fabric De'ects Incarrect Pacement
TOTAL FABRIC DEFECTS: 1 3 0 | TOTAL CONSTRUGTION DEFEGTS: 1 0 0
3) EMBELLISHMENT: 5) CLEANLI B
O OUND MAJOR MINOR CRITICAL ] T FOUND MAJOR MINOR CRITICAL
Peeling/Cracking Ol stan 1 1
Poor Coverage/Regstraton Spol/Dirty
Print/EMB/Patch shine mark Looselopen Uncut Thread
Flag label attachment raw edge IFying Dust
Incerrect Color [Print soot cver laping _IBVG Cleanliness Defect
0 MENT D g 0 0 0 TOTAL CLINLINESS DEFECTS: 1 1 0
€ 2 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
TYPES OF DEFECT FOUND MAJOR MINOR CRITICAL |
Missing/Incomrert Infarmation on Poly
Incorrect Hargtag lay out/Label slanted
Over Packed/Empty space
Missing/incomrect UPC Sticker
Fly Otjects(Staples Pins Needles insent)
poor iron 1
TOTAL PACKING DEFECTS: 0 1 ﬂ
FACTORY QA MANAGER FACTORY FINISHING MANAGER FACTORY G.M NITEX QA MANAGER

Figure: 29 Final Garments Inspection Report-4.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

3.29.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 4

Ship Date :.01-25-2023

Vendor : PRIDE GROUP

Customer name : Urvina

Inspection : Final

Inspection Qty : 460 Pcs

Sample QTY : 50 Pcs

AQL 125

Acceptable label : Major — 4 ; Minor — 6 (Total- 10)

INPECTION DETAILS Major | Minor | Critical

1) FABRIC/WASH DEFECTS
Slub/ Knot/ crease mark 1
Yarn Contamination 3

2) CONSTRUCTION/STITCHING
Side Uneven/ Wavy 1

3) EMBELLISHMENT

4) CLEANLINESS

Oil stain 1 1
5)PACKING
Poor iron

Total Defects 3 5 0

Table: 31 Final Garments Inspection Report-4
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

Comments:

Of this final inspection report-

Sample QTY: 50 Pcs

AQL: 2.5

Al/Level: Critical-0; Major-04; Minor-06.

So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-03; Minor-05.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report
3.30 Garments Final Inspection Report of factory 3 (Report-5)

NITEX

HOUSE-07, ROAD-07
GULSHAN-01, DHAKA-1212

PRE-FINAL INSPECTION REPORT
TEAM NAME: MEHEDI. QA: | ABU SUFIAN IDATE: I 1/26/2023
CUSTOMER NAME: URVINA QM NAME: Md Naimul Islam Hemal
|P/O NUMBER: 4500354251 FACTORY NAME: PRIDE GROUP.
STYLE NO/NAME: J024984 ORDER QTY: 145 PCS.
DESCRIPTION: 100%COTTON. Packed/Ready Qty: 145 PCS.
[ACCESSORIES CHECK LIST,
1) Main/Size Label v 7) Price Ticket/Sticker X Remarks
2) Care/Content Label v 8) UPC Label X
3) Hang Tag X 9) CO label %
4) Season/AD; Tag X 10) Buttons X SINGLE POLY
5) Special Tag X 11) Poly bag warnnings X
6) Supper Dry X 12) Shipping mark v
AQL TABLE INSPECTION SUMMERY
AQL1S5 AQL 25 SAMPLE SIZE Acceptable Level Rejected Level
Lot Size Sample Size
Major I Minor Major I Minor . Major Minor Major Minor
Below 281 100% Checked 100% 1 3 2 4
281-500 50 2 2 3 4 Major Minor
501-1200 80 3 4 5 6 FOUND
1 3
1201-3200 125 5 6 7 § 8
3201-10000 200 7 8 10 1
10001-35000 315 10 14 14 21 RESULT pass pass
35001-150000 500 14 21 21 21
CARTON QUANTITY ANALYSIS:
Color Ctn Qty Selected Ctns Total
Grey snaps 0 0 0
Grand Total CTNS: 0 Total selected carton quantitie:0 0
Z] CONSTRUCTIOR/STITCAING: |
mm:lm:mcmm
Broken/Drop/Skipped Stitch/pico open
Open Seam/over stitch 1
side Uneven/Wavy
Fabric crease mark Missing/Incorrect object
Yam Contamination |Packering/Pleated/looseness
Snag/Nylon visible/ Elastic Needle Hole/Damage
Shading/Hand Feel Twisted/Roping/Uneven Hem
Dye/Finishing Streaks Uncut thread/out of shape
Puckering Yarn High/Low placket
M \eous Fabric Defects Incorrect Placement
| TOTAL FABRIC DEFECTS: 0 0 0 TOTAL CONSTRUCTION DEFECTS: 0 1 0
3) EMBELLISHMENT: wm‘ﬁuwm:
MINOR CRITICAL [] [MAJOR __[MINOR CRITICAL
Peeling/Cracking Oil stain 1
Poor Coverage/Registration |SpovDirty 1 1
Prin 'Patch shine mark Loose/open Uncut Thread
Flag label attachment raw edge Flying Dust
Incorrect Color /Print spot over lapin: BIG Cleanliness Defect
TOTAL EMBELLISHMENT DEFECTS: 0 0 gl TOTAL CLINLINESS DEFECTS: 1 2 0
® : ADDITIONAL COMMENTS .
[ O MAJOR MINOR CRITICAL
Missing/Incorrect Information on Poly
Incorrect Hangtag lay-out/Label slanted
Over Packed/Empty space
Missing/Incorrect UPC Sticker
Fiy Objects(Staples,Pins,Needles insent)
| poor iron
LTOTAL PACKING DEFECTS: 0 0 1] |
FACTORY QA MANAGER FACTORY FINISHING MANAGER FACTORY G.M NITEX QA MANAGER

Figure: 30 Final Garments Inspection Report-5.
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3.30.1 Garments Final Inspection Report Summery table for report 5

Ship Date : 01-26-2023

Vendor : PRIDE GROUP

Customer name - Urvina

Inspection : Final

Inspection Qty : 145 Pcs

Sample QTY : 145 Pcs

AQL 125

Acceptable label : Major — 2 ; Minor — 4 (Total- 06)
INPECTION DETAILS Major | Minor | Critical

1) FABRIC/WASH DEFECTS:

2) CONSTRUCTION/STITCHING
Open Seam/ over stitch 1

3) EMBELLISHMENT

4) CLEANLINESS

Oil stain 1
Sport/Dirty 1 1
5)PACKING

Total Defects 1 3 0

Table: 32 Final Garments Inspection Report-5
Comments:
Of this final inspection report-
Sample QTY: 145 Pcs
AQL: 2.5
AJ/Level: Critical-0; Major-02; Minor-04.
So, Here’s the result of this final inspection report-
Defect QTY: Critical-0; Major-01; Minor-03.
Resolution: Pass

SO, OK TO SHIP.
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Chapter -4

Result and discussion
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4.1 Comparison of grey fabric fault
4.1.1 Comparison factory 1, factory 2 & factory 3

This is the faults comparison table of grey fabric in factory-1, factory-2 & factory 3. We have
taking five inspection reports and then identify the faults of grey fabric. Here we have taking
both factory inspection report and then make this table. This table we have shows that
different types of faults in three factory and doing there comparison is given bellow.

Report
No

Spot Knot Slub Thickya | Foregineyam | MissingYam | Shade cefYGSMTR |~ Hole Loop | Setoff Olsport | Brokmend | Lyoaout | Colourspot | Dye Streak Spfterer s

Patara

Sol 5

FLIF2{ P3| FL| F2| F3| F1 | F2|F3| FL|F2| F3| FL| F2| F3| FL{ F2| F3| FL| F2| F3| FL| F2| F3| FL| F2| B3| FL| F2( F3 F P2 B3| P FJ F | F HOFHFRRAE

i A

i

Al 28 4 19 10 il 28 §116(22) |12 % 3| 25 f

18 3 55 26 n 4128 |12 12 § il

1 2 4 4 3 36| |8 4

5|28 30 1 4 § (40| |16 4

F
1 ]
1 3 1
3 pas 36 60 4 16| 53| |12 4 5 ] 3
4 ] 3
1 2
1 [

Total | 78 131 191 149 10 n B 44| | 441179 |60 4 3| % X

Table 33: Comparison of faults of factory 1,2 & 3

Table 4.1.1 shows comparison of factory 1, factory 2 and factory 3 total number of fault.
Firstly, we compare the spot in grey fabric factory 1 collected total 78 knot and factory 2 &
factory 3 collected total O spot.

And also, total knot in factory 1 is 131 and factory 2 & 3 total knot is 0. Factory 1 total slub is
191 and factory 2 & 3 total slub is 0. Factory 1 total thick yarn is 149 and factory 2 & 3 total
thick yarn is 0. Factory 1 total foregine yarn is 70 and factory 2 & 3 total foregine yarn is 0.

Factory 1 total missing yarn is 172 and factory 2 & 3 total missing yarn is 0.

And again, Factory 1 total shade defect is 28 and factory 2 shade defect is 0 & factory 3 total
shade defect is 44. Factory 1 total hole is 8 and factory 2 total hole is 44 & factory 3 total hole
is 179. Factory 1 total loop is 0 and factory 2 loop is 60 & factory 3 total loop is 0. Factory 1
total set off is 0 and factory 2 total set off is 48 & factory 3 total set off is 0. Factory 1 total oil
spot is 0 and factory 2 total oil spot is 3 & factory 3 total oil spot is 33. Factory 1 total brokrnend
is 0 and factory 2 total brokrnend is 0 & factory 3 brokrnend is 25. Factory 1 total lycra out is
0 and factory 2 total lycra out is 0 & factory 3 total lycra out is 10. Factory 1 total colour spot
is 0 and factory 2 total colour spot is 0 & factory 3 total colour spot is 64. Factory 1 total dye
streak is 0 and factory 2 total dye streak is 0 & factory 3 total dye streak is 2. Factory 1 total
spftener is 0 and factory 2 total spftener is 0 & factory 3 total softener is 35. Factory 1 total
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patara is 0 and factory 2 total patara is 0 & factory 3 total patara is 6. Factory 1 total soil spot
is 0 and factory 2 total soil spot is 0 & factory 3 total soil spot is 1.

4.1.2: Faults of factory 1, 2 & 3 of comparison

Chart: Fabric Faults of factory 1,2&3 of comparispn

191 ~

172 179
149
N 131

W 78 .

80 0 60 64

6 a4 4q 48

o0 28 13 . EL

20 ' l 8 3 l ' 0 2 l 5 1

‘ - - - - -

F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F 2 F3 F F2 F3 2
Spot Knot Sluby hickyarn  Foregine  Missing Yarn le ot
yarn

F3 F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 3 I FL F2 F3 FL F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 FL F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3

f.¥ds/MTR

Graph 16: Comparison level of faults of factory 1,2 & 3
Chart 4.1.2 the graph shows that percentage of gray fabric faults. Here indicates vertical axis
is fault number ratio and horizontal axis is faults. Here the red color represent factory 1 and
yellow color represents the factory 2 & blue color represents the factory 3. And we are also

try to show that three factory defect value comparison.

4.2 Comparison on Woven factory & Knit factory grey fabric fault

The factory- 1 are woven factory and factory-2 & factory-3 are knit factory

4.2.1 Comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 & factory 2)
grey fabric fault

Re’\pl);)rt Spot Knot Slub Thck yam Foegine yam | MissingYarn~ {Shade defY&S/MTR | Hole Loop et Of Ol spor
RIR|H|R|H|R|H|R|H|R|H|R|H|R|H|R|H|R|H|R|M]|R
| 28 4 19 10 2 28 § | 16 1 2 3
1| 18 3 55 2 n 4 1 1
3 i 3 60 4 16 1 4
b u 2 4 4 3 8 4
5| 8 30 12 8 16 4
Tl | 78 131 191 149 10 mn 28 § | M 60 8 3

Table 34: Comparison on factory-1 & factory 2 grey fabric fault
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Description:
This table factory 1 are 8 types of defect and factory 2 are 4 types of defect.
So, Factory 1 are 8 types of defect name & total value is —

Spot= 78; Knot=131; Slub= 191; Thick yarn=149; Foregine yarn= 70; Missing yarn= 172;
Shade def  yds=28; Hole=8

And, Factory 2 are 4 types of defect name & total value is —
Hole= 44; Loop= 60; Set off= 48; Oil spot= 3

So, It can be said that factory-2 defect is better than factory-1 defect. Because this 4.2.1 table
summaries the both factory of 5 inspection report and identify the many types of defect &

defect lavel.

4.2.2 Graphically comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 &
factory 2) grey fabric fault

Comparison on F-1 & F-2 grey fabric faults

Series1

FI F2 F1 P2

Slub Thick yarn

Graph 17: Comparison on factory-1 & factory-2 grey fabric fault
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4.2.3 Comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 & factory 3)
grey fabric fault

Report

i Spot Knot Sub | Thckyer Foegieyarn | Missngam | Shade defYGSMTR|  Hole Oiport Brokrnend | Lyracut (oowrspot | DyeStresk | Spftenerspot Patara ol spot

RiB|R|B|R|B|R|B/H/B/HL|B|HR/ B/ B/H BB/ B KM B/HBIH BH B M B
1| B u 19 0 U 8 § |2 5 § 1
1|18 JA] 5 % n 8 § 14 3
3 i 3 60 i 53 5 1 3 3
4 1
5 1

1 i 4 4 3 3
B 30 12 i 40
Tl | B 131 191 149 10 17 B M4 81 3 5 10 o4 1 3 b 1

Table 35: Comparison on factory-1 & factory 3 grey fabric fault

Description:
This table factory 1 are 8 types of defect and factory 3 are 9 types of defect.
So, Factory 1 are 8 types of defect name & total value is —

Spot=78; Knot=131; Slub=191; Thick yarn=149; Foregine yarn= 70; Missing yarn=172;
Shade def  yds=28; Hole=8

And, Factory 3 are 9 types of defect name & total value is —

Hole= 179; Oil spot= 33; broleand= 25; Lycra out= 10; Colour spot= 64; Dye streak= 2;
Softener spot= 35; Patata= 6; Soil spot= 1.

So, It can be said that factory-3 defect is better than factory-1 defect. Because this 4.2.3 table
summaries the both factory of 5 inspection report and identify the many types of defect &

defect lavel.
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4.2.4 Graphically comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 &
factory 3) grey fabric fault

Comparison ofn F-1 & F-3 grey fabric faults

Graph 18: Comparison on factory-1 & factory-3 grey fabric fault

4.2.5 Comparison on common Defect are 3 factory

Report Hole

No

F1 F2 F3

1 8 16 22

2 4 28

3 16 53

4 36

5 8 40

Total 8 44 179

Table 36: Comparison on common defect of 3 factory

Description:

This table factory 1, factory 2 & factory 3 are same types of defect.
So, Factory 1 are 1 types of defect name & total value is —

Hole=8

Factory 2 are 1 types of defect name & total value is —

Hole= 44

And, Factory 3 are 1 types of defect name & total value is —

Hole= 179
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So, It can be said that factory-1 defect is better than factory-2 & 3 defect. Because this 4.2.5
table summaries the three factory of 5 inspection report and identify the one type of defect &

defect lavel.

4.2.6 Graphically Comparison on common Defect are 3 factory

Comparison on common defect are 3 factory

179

Graph 19: Comparison on common defect of 3 factory

© Daffodil International University 101



Comparative Study on Woven & Knit Fabric and Garments Inspection Report

4.3 Comparison of final garments fault

4.3.1 Comparison on factory 1, factory 2 & factory 3

This is the faults comparison table of final garments in factory-1, factory-2 & factory 3. We
have taking five inspection reports and then identify the faults of final garments. Here we have
taking both factory inspection report and then make this table. This table we have shows that
different types of faults in three factories and doing there comparison is given bellow.

OB WIN|F-

Table 37: Comparison on factory 1, factory 2 & factory 3

4.3.2: Final Garments of Faults of Factory

Final Garments Faults of Factory 1,2 & 3

M Critical F1
50 45 . W Critical F2
40 B Critical F3
26285 .
30 B Major F1
20 B Major F2
10 0 0 0 0 . B Major F3
0 — — — — Sel’lesl

FI F2 F3 FL F2 F F R P Minor F1
Critical Major Minor Minor F2

Minor F3

Graph 20: Final Garments of Faults of Factory
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Chart 4.3.2 the graph shows that percentage of finish garments faults. Here indicates vertical
axis is fault number ratio and horizontal axis is faults. Here the red color represent factory 1 or
critical defect and blue color represents the factory 2 or major & yellow color represents the

factory 3 or minor. And we are also try to show that three factory defect value comparison.
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4.4 Comparison on Woven factory & Knit factory final garments fault

The factory- 1 are woven factory and factory-2 & factory-3 are knit factory

4.4.1 Comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 & factory 2)

final garments fault

Table 38: Comparison on factory 1, factory 2

Description:
It appears in this table factory 1 are major defect and factory 2 are major & minor defect.
So, Factory 1 are major defects total value is —26
And, Factory 1 are major defects total value is —28
Factory 1 are minor defects total value is —45

So, It can be said that factory-1 defect is better than factory-2.
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4.4.2 Graphically comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 &
factory 2) grey fabric fault

Comparison on F-1 & F-2 final garments faults

B Major
F1
Major
F2

B Minor
F1

Graph 21: comparison on factory-1 & factory 2 grey fabric fault

4.4.3 Comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 & factory 3)
final garments fault

Table 39: Comparison on factory 1, factory 3

Description:
It appears in this table factory 1 are major defect and factory 3 are major & minor defect.
So, Factory 1 are major defects total value is —26
And, Factory 1 are major defects total value is —25
Factory 1 are minor defects total value is —37

So, It can be said that factory-1 defect is better than factory-2.
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4.4.4 Graphically comparison on woven factory to knit factory (factory-1 &
factory 3) grey fabric fault

Comparison on F-1 & F-3 final garments faults

W Major F1

Major F3
W Minor F1
W Minor F3

Graph 22: Comparison on factory-1 & factory 3 grey fabric fault

4.4.5 Comparison on common Defect are 3 factory

Table 40: Comparison on common defect of 3 factory
Description:
It appears in this table factory 1, factory 2 & factory 3 are same defect name is major defect.
So, Factory 1 are major defects total value is —26
Factory 2 are major defects total value is —28
And, Factory 3 are major defects total value is —25

So, It can be said that factory-3 defect is better than factory-1 & factory-2.
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4.2.6 Graphically Comparison on common Defect are 3 factory

Comparison on common defect arfe 3 factory

B Major F1
M Major F2

Major F3

Graph 23: Comparison on common defect of 3 factory
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Chapter -5

Conclusion
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Conclusion

In this thesis we discus about the grey fabric and finished garments inspection and also we
discus about the comparison between grey fabric and finished garments inspection. And the

paper is concluded as-

This project helps us to know about the inspection procedure not only that but also able to know
about 5 fabric inspection report and 5 final garments inspection report. We also able to know
how the working procedure of these section and the inspection procedure of this section is been
done. At last we can say that by the knowledge from this project which will help us in our help
us in our job life to take challenge in hard working as a textile engineer.

So, We have done paper analysis of 5 of our fabric inspection report and found 1 of the same
defect that is hole. So, Factory-1 hole percentage is 8, factory-2 hole percentage is 44 & factory-
3 hole percentage is 179.

And, We have done paper analysis of 5 of our final garments inspection report and found 1 of
the same defect that is major defect. So, factory-1 major defect point is 26, factory-2 major

defect point is 28 & finally factory-3 major defect point is 25.
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