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	Analysing and Differentiating Original Documents from their Colored Copies Produced by Inkjet and Laser Printers

General Comments: The manuscript details a well-designed, carefully conducted, and relevant study to distinguish original documents from colored photocopies using stereomicroscopy, with important ramifications in the field of forensic document examination. The study is well-designed and the results are clearly presented and reported with significant figures and tables. That said, I think the manuscript would benefit from a move toward concise writing, some updates and references to some recent papers, and a more detailed discussion to highlight the novelty and importance of the findings in forensic application. The study is clearly a valuable contribution, and after moderate revision, it will most certainly be a paper that would be interesting and helpful to forensic documents examiners.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Introduction: We think the introduction does well in providing a clear background of the study and its relevance to the current study, but could also be more concise. In your introduction, it would be beneficial to highlight the research gap explicitly, followed by some clear objectives of your research in an easy to read sentence.
The Materials and methods section was well-organized, and detailed sufficient information concerning the instruments and procedures you used in the study. The Materials and Methods section is lengthy in places and could be a part of the study that could have benefitted from more concise writing. These parts could have focused a little less on the decision-making and procedure used, and rather focused on the methods you designed and the evidence you collected within these methods. Other details would have benefitted the scientific rigor such as sample selection criteria, environmental controls, and reproducibility as described in the literature. Table 1 could have been formatted with better clarity, clearly defined sub-sections would have improved accuracy of the study.
The manuscript is informative and thoughtfully constructed and it addresses an important topic in forensic document examination. The results are more than sufficient but could show some conciseness with a bit more quantitative data. The discussion interprets the results well but could cite some recent literature and modern comparative techniques to enhance the relevance and originality of the manuscript.  
The conclusion summarizes the findings and adds some new content, but does rather repeat some of the previous findings. The conclusion section is where the forensic relevance of the study should be stated clearly, as well as its contribution to the forensic document investigation literature. Providing limitations and recommendations for future research, such as implementation of digital or automated methods, would also improve this final section.
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At the moment, references are formatted in (Author name, year) format. Change references to correspond to the journal style using numbered references. Use the numbers in the text, change them to numbers, and reference list should be in numerical order at the end.

The article can be accepted after minor revision.



