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1. Textiles are often chemically modified to provide desired properties, such as wrinkle-resistance.
2. Dimethyloldihydroxyethyleneurea (DMDHEU) is a common cross-linking agent used for this purpose, but it releases formaldehyde which is a potential human carcinogen.
3. Various non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems have been investigated as alternatives, including polycarboxylic acids (PCA), ionic cross-linking mechanisms, and the sol–gel process.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article provides an overview of various non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems that have been investigated as alternatives to DMDHEU for providing wrinkle resistance to cellulosic material. The article is generally reliable and trustworthy in its presentation of the research on these alternative systems, though there are some points of consideration that should be noted. 
First, the article does not explore any counterarguments or potential risks associated with using these alternative systems. While the article does note that DMDHEU releases formaldehyde which is a potential human carcinogen, it does not discuss any possible risks associated with using the other alternative systems discussed in the article. Additionally, while the article does mention some of the advantages of using these alternative systems over DMDHEU, it does not present both sides equally or explore any potential drawbacks or limitations associated with them. 
Second, while the article does provide some evidence for its claims in terms of citing relevant research studies and papers on these alternative systems, it could benefit from providing more evidence and data to support its claims. Additionally, while the article mentions some of the advantages associated with using these alternative systems over DMDHEU, it could benefit from exploring more thoroughly how they compare in terms of effectiveness and cost compared to DMDHEU. 
Finally, while there is no promotional content in this article per se, it could benefit from being more objective in its presentation by exploring both sides equally and presenting all relevant information without bias or partiality. In conclusion, overall this article is generally reliable and trustworthy in its presentation of research on non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems for cellulosic material; however there are some points of consideration that should be noted regarding potential risks associated with using these alternative systems and providing more evidence and data to support its claims.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems safety 
· Advantages of non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems 
· Cost comparison of DMDHEU and non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems 
· Effectiveness of non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems 
· Potential risks of using non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems 
· Research studies on non-formaldehyde cross-linking systems
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