 Title:  “Ion chromatography with post-column fuchsin reaction for measurement of bromate in chlorinated water.”
	Reviewers’ comments


	Answers and revisions made

	“I feel that there is no need to describe in detail that are obvious in the figures, especially if the objective of the experiment is to just identify the optimum conditions.

-          The last sentence in the last paragraph in page 7 can therefore be omitted.

-          The last two sentences in the first paragraph in page 8 can be omitted. However, reference to Figure 2 should be made in the previous sentence.”

	The last sentence in the last paragraph in page 7 is omitted.
The last two sentences in the first paragraph in page 8 are omitted.  Reference to Figure 2 is made in the previous sentence which can be found in the third paragraph in page 7.


	“Page 8, last paragraph:

As written, it appears that the assessment of the interference of anion was done visually through Figure 3 (“The average peak areas … are very close.) I feel interferences made in this manner could be biased and are questionable. I suggest that the assessment be done statistically through significance testing.”


	Significance tests are performed using paired t-test and student’s t-test.  The assessment of the results is found in the last paragraph in page 8. 

	“Page 11, last paragraph

As written, the last section of the paper (Application …) is irrelevant to the objective of the paper which is to develop an optimized ion chromatographic method for bromated measurement. It discusses the bromated content of the water samples used in the study.

For a paper on method development, this last section could have been useful if the data were used to validate the optimized method, meaning if the values determined using the developed method were compared with the values obtained using an accepted method.”

	The last section of the paper (Application) is omitted.  Instead, statement on the potential application of the optimized method in the analysis of tap drinking water given in the Abstract in page 1.  This is also reiterated in the last paragraph, last sentence in page 11. 
Analysis of bromate using an accepted method (e.g. US EPA’s ion chromatography with conductivity detection) is not performed in the study.



	2. “Are the tables and figures used well and effectively represented?

COMMENTS: Minor revision – SD should be represented enclosed in a parenthesis and not preceded by +  sign.  + indicates or certain confidence interval not a simple SD”
	All SD and RSD values in Tables 3 and 4, respectively, are enclosed in a parenthesis.

	“The statement on p. 10 (with bracket) – describing the lower standard errors and uncertainty in vague. The uncertainty of a predicted value using a regressed line is determined mathematically using the relative standard deviation of the curve and other factors of the regressed line. Refer to EURACHEM GUIDE on Measurement Uncertainty.”

	The average % RSD values of the peak areas in the low- and high-bromate concentration calibration curves are calculated.  The values obtained are mentioned in the last paragraph in page 9.  The data on the standard error found in Table 2 are omitted.  The EURACHEM / CITAC Guide CG 4, Quantifying Uncertainty in Analytical Measurement, Second Edition was used as guide.


	 “In the assessment of LOQ. The calibration curve was not properly presented. It seems that a different calibration curve was used from the calibration cuve used for quantitation of BRO3 (peak area vs. concentration) against (absorbance vs. concentration)? For the LOQ deterioration should clarify!”


	The calibration curve in Figure 4 is re-drawn to graphically present the peak area response of 2 to 1500 µg L-1 BrO3- and to show linear dynamic range.  The statement that referred to this figure is found in the first paragraph in page 9.
The determination of LOQ is clarified.  LOQ was obtained using Equations 3 and 4 which are defined in the second paragraph in page 10 with reference to Loconto’s book (2006).


	“The reference for the guideline value for PNS for drinking water is not updated!”

	The reference for the guideline value for PNS for drinking water is updated and stated in the third paragraph in page 3. 



