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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 current fromifs not suitable for publication. Togo | 1 'ANK yOU for finding this manuscript interesting! . .
REVISION futo detatl wonld take too much time, [willjust While we agree with your criticism about some irrelevant sections - - which we have managed to
comments remove - -, we disagree with your suggestion that the manuscript is too long. As well-published
; : authors we have submitted various original research manuscripts elsewhere which were longer
e o e o oot | than the text of the present study and which were published. Additionally, none of the three other
B laman dieaine, ot e s o | reviewers has raised a similar issue regarding the length of the text.
e The statement in lines 411 to 415 (original text) was removed, as this was clearly suggested by
diamond digging),environment of one’sresde three reviewers. However, because of the requests made by the other reviewers - - such as the
roximity ol 0 Ps an . . . . . . . e .
farming, of savanna or of river) and knowledge about | Cration of various sub-sections in the introduction section and the addition of a conclusion
Indeea contros have been matnea s way s | S€CtioN - - and our goodwill effort to satisfy their request, the overall length of the manuscript has
B ey el mechime tetom, e intable2 | increased. We feel this increase adds value and clarity to the paper. Doing this has increased the
overall size of the manuscript from 7000 words to about 10,000 words!
The statement in lines 225-230 of the original text was erroneous; it has been corrected to reflect
that matching was done only of the basis of residence, age, and gender. This clarification is
' provided in lines 320-321 of the newer text.
Please mote that for e manuscripeobesumbleror | /€ agree with your suggestion to remove the section on effectiveness of active case finding in
publication a thorough revision is required urban areas. This was removed.
addressing more than just the three issues I listed . . . .
here. As we have mentioned elsewhere, we have addressed the various issues clearly raised by the
reviewers. This last request is a very broad request to complete a “thorough revision.” We would
have appreciated a more precise listing of the issues to address.
Minor REVISION
comments
0 tionai General As researchers we had secured approval by an IRB committee before data collection. The
comments approved protocols include our data collection procedures. Our statement regarding the verbal
consent is indicative of our compliance with that stipulation. We are not aware of a change in this
practice and we do not understand why such a description is being resented here.
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