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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

The revised version of the paper improved much. It is now clearer what was done during this 

project and which the conclusions are. The present paper reports what was done as activities 

and that these activities increases the awareness of rabies significantly compared to the 

control villages. But how this was evaluated and calculated is not reported at all. It was just 

referred to the “Adopt a village project” report (which is fine, but not very scientific). It seems 

that the paper is a short version of the report and it is up to the journal’s editors to decide if 

this is “enough” in a scientific point of view. The household surveys at the beginning and end 

of the two years were just mentioned and not further explained. Thus the reader has no idea 

how valuable they are.  

Another critical point is the report of the cost. Although it is very important to know how 

much activities cost, this separate report of financial and economic cost are a little 

outstanding. Also the word “cost-effective” in the “lessons learned” is not reproducible, 

because there is no cost-effectiveness analysis done at all in this study (or at least not reported 

in the paper). Either the costs or analysis of cost-effectiveness should be reported in more 

detail or a sentence like: “the costs of the entire program were around USD 86’000” and its 

distribution is enough (what is meant by “veterinary component” and “medical component”?). 

There are still a couple of smaller things that should be adapted to get the manuscript ready 

for publication: 

- I still disagree to the formulation that the aim of rabies activities is to prevent human 

and control animal rabies. Prevention AND control should both be done in the 

humans AND the animal population (Aim in the abstract and end of introduction) 

- I suggest to write “ruminants” instead of “six large animals” in the abstract 

- It would be nice if references can be provided for the first two sentences in the 

introduction. 

- The tree tier systems of government: it is still unclear for me why this is a 

disadvantage for rabies control. Is this because the collaboration of these three 

systems is difficult? Or is there another reason? Please specify this for non-Indians. 

- The description of the core project team is still not entirely clear. 

- At the end of the methods it’s very important to refer to the “Adopt a village project” 

report by a sentence saying that all details can be found in that report. 

- It should be stated in the results part that the manpower ratio med:vet was related to 

the observed villages (and not in the project team). 

- Mention the number of dogs in the village in the text (not only in the table) because 

this is an important result for rabies studies. 

- Calendars were provided in each household of the villages or of those households 

conducted in the household study?  

- Why exactly 323 school children were vaccinated? Where they especially at risk or 

was this done by convenience or by other reason? 

- It was just said that the vaccine was found to be immunogenic by serology (human 

side). How this was done? How many days after vaccination the blood was taken? 

- Blood was taken from dogs at day 0, 365 and 379 after first vaccination. Results of the 

RFFIT were only reported from day 379 (how many of the 148 samples had levels > 
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0.5? Report this in the table as well). What were the results from the other days? It is 

expectable that there is a high antibody level 14 days after booster (day 379). But how 

is the situation before booster or one year after booster? There should be at least one 

sentence to discuss this point. 

- The dRIT was also successfully used and validated in a field lab in Chad (Dürr et al, 

plos neglected tropical diseases, 2008). Perhaps you could also include this reference. 

Finally, there are still some typos. 
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