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 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 

 

 

CPE is considered as environmentally-friendly but do not 

forget that alkylphenol ethoxylates, such as Triton X114, 

yield ecotoxic metabolites (see for instance Chem. Rev. 

1997, 97, 3247-3272). 

The average formula of TX-114 and some details on its 

clouding behaviour should be recalled. 

The authors should insist on the specificity of the 

complexation, i.e. each chelating agent is only able to 

complex one As species. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Please explicit all the acronyms the first time they are 

used, even WHO and FAO, especially in Table 3. 

Please check grammar and style throughout the paper: 

e.g. Abstract: “...enrichment factors...established 

method...” 

Introduction: l.22, “...70 times higher that of the 

methylated...”; l.25, “...ingested, due to enzyme activity 

inhibition [3,4].”; l.27, “...exposure to this element,...”; l.34, 

“...from the point of view of health impact, to obtain... in 

its different oxidation states.”; l.38, procedures are 

needed...”; l.42, “...ion exchange...”; l.44-47 (sentence not 

understandable); l.54, “...was the extraction and 

determination of only one As species, while the other 

species was found by subtraction.” l.57, “...will avoid the 

use of other methods...”; l.62, “...benzothizolylazo)...” 

etc. 
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