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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Current analytical models of grasping and manipulation with robotic hands have limitations in their application to manufacturing environments.
2. A study was conducted on the grasps used by machinists in a small batch manufacturing operation, resulting in the construction of a grasp taxonomy.
3. Comparisons between the grasp taxonomy, an expert system, and grasp-quality measures derived from analytic models showed that despite limitations, the analytic measures are useful for describing grasps in manufacturing tasks. The grasp taxonomy also provides insights for designing versatile robotic hands for manufacturing.
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Appears strongly imbalanced: The article is written in a biased or one-sided way, and the information it provides is not trustworthy enough to be considered a reliable source. You should consult other sources to find reliable information on the presented issues.
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Based on the provided information, it is not possible to conduct a detailed critical analysis of the article. The article text is missing, and only the metadata and abstract are available. Without access to the full content of the article, it is difficult to evaluate its potential biases, one-sided reporting, unsupported claims, missing points of consideration, missing evidence for claims made, unexplored counterarguments, promotional content, partiality, or whether possible risks are noted.

To conduct a thorough analysis of an article's content and potential biases, it is necessary to review the entire text and assess its arguments, evidence, methodology, and sources. Without this information, it is not possible to provide insights into the article's strengths or weaknesses.

It is important to note that critical analysis requires a comprehensive examination of an article's content and context. Simply providing the title and abstract does not provide enough information for a meaningful evaluation.
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