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Problem in the study design:
One would like to know the compliance profile of the study
participants
-How many years were they offered to take Ivermectin?
-How many time (years) did they take it?
-Were they all high compliers or low compliers?
Ideally, the study design supposed to have a group of
participants who are high compliers to the treatment and
another group of participants who are low compliers to the
treatment, such that responses to questions could be
compared between the two groups
The paper addresses an important and current
health problem, which is compliance to long term
ivermectin treatment and mechanisms to improve
compliance.
Nonetheless, the paper fails to address some key
issues as identified beneath:
The
paper does not provide the
methodology section which could help to
elucidate some of the worries on the nature of the
study area, the study participants and the study
design. These elements are instrumental in
understanding a few issues on the study
participants and the study communities thereby
leading to an understanding of the factors that
may influence compliance.
The study further fails to define key concepts
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which are; Low compliers and High compliers. An
operationalisation of these concepts will help to
understand the category of respondents referred
to as low compliers and high compliers.
Moreover, the paper seems to focus on
quantitative data but if the study were a
triangulation with the focuses on qualitative
methods
with
supporting
evidence
from
quantitative data, the results will be more explicit
and the opinion of community members will be
elucidated with the verbatim from the in-depth
interviews.
Failure to identify study participants leaves the
data hanging because we do not know where the
data is coming from and which category of
respondent is saying what. Therefore more has to
be done to make the paper complete.
From the above observations, we think the paper
has raised a very important problem but has not
been able to provide adequate evidence to solve it
due to the deficiencies highlighted hitherto.
Optional/General comments
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