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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

This is potentially an interesting manuscript but in
its current from it’s not suitable for publication. To
go into detail would take too much time; I will just
outline some key issues.

- The manuscript is very long (almost 7000 words)
with a lot of information that is irrelevant for the
study question.

- Inlines 225-230 the authors state that controls
were matched for: sex, residence, age, professional
activity (with three modalities: farming, trading in
rural areas, and diamond digging), involvement in
activities connected with the river (modalities: dish
or cloth washing, fetching water for domestic use,
and diamond digging), environment of one’s
residence (proximity of diamond mining, of swamps
and farming, of savanna or of river) and knowledge
about HAT transmission mechanism (bite by tsetse
fly). If indeed controls have been matched in this
way, it is not possible to study the factors identified
in table 2 because they are all matching factors.

- The statements in line 411 to 415 on effectiveness
of active case finding in urban areas are not related
to the results presented nor to the study objectives
listed in lines 207-210.

Please note that for the manuscript to be suitable for
publication a thorough revision is required
addressing more than just the three issues I listed
here.
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

The fact that study participants provided verbal consent
(line 252) doesn’t mean much since they were all

interviewed.
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