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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

There were a number of areas where the paper could be strengthened. 
 
The manuscript should be edited by a native English speaker as there 
are several areas that are difficult to read and ambiguous as currently 
written. I would also suggest expanding the discussion section. The 
methods section needs to be greatly expanded and improved. It is 
unclear as to what the authors consider the Gold standard to be for 
malaria diagnosis in this paper as they report microscopy sensitivities. 
Methods should include this information. Clarification is also required 
regarding whether this study is looking at parasitemia prevalence or 
disease prevalence. Although the states were randomly selected, how 
were the ‘participants’ selected? Was RDT missing clinical cases of 
malaria or just patients with low level parasitemia? This is critical to 
the point of the paper. 
 
I think this may be an important study but the few issues as noted 
above need to be addressed  
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