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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The main requirements of printing papers is high and stable brightness, less yellowing 
during exposure to UV (ageing) and smoot surface to provide good printing. 
Normally the papermaking fibers are bleached to certain brightness level and to improve 
brightness stability, smoothness and printing properties fillers are added.  
Authors must explain the benefit of wood flour addition. The initial brightness was dropped 
and will drop additionally with ageing due to the lignin content. It will be useful to know 
effect on the printing properties.  
The suggestion for utilisation area of this paper is needed. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Line 88 – Why the author prefer to beat blend furnish? It was possible to beat fibers 
separately and mix them after beating. 
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