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This paper describes a survey of the prevalence of antibodies against SARS–
CoV–2 in India.

I was asked for a statistical report and I interpret that to include all aspects
of the design and conduct of the study.

Points of detail

Page 3 ‘. . . in the same 70 districts. . . ’. The same as what? Page 4 is
much better as it tells us so I would re–word here.

Page 4 India may have the second highest number of cases but it is a big
country. Cases per million would be much more informative.

Page 4 How were the individual participants sampled in each district? Is
this a random sample from an enumerated list? Are these people the
same as those in previous waves or are they chosen to be different or
some mixture of the two? Page 2 of the supplement does not expand
on this.

Page 5 What does it mean to sample HCW consecutively? Do the authors
mean they sampled people in the order they arrived for work in the
morning? Are these people consecutively mentioned in the payroll?
Are they different or the same as HCW in previous waves.

Page 6 I am afraid I do not understand the two scenarios for estimating
total number of infections nor why two methods were needed when on
the face of it they seem very different. Indeed Supplementary 8 suggests
they do give rise to very different estimates.

Page 9 I do not see any mention in the results section of genomic scanning
in this study so this is going beyond the authors’ study. Similarly I see
no mention of mask wearing. I suggest these should be removed. The
same applies to the abstract.

Page 18 We do not seem to have equivalent figures for the HCW.

Table 1 Do the authors mean sex rather than gender? I am no expert here
but my understanding is that some cultures recognise more than two
genders and I believe in India there are hijra.

Table 4 I think it might be helpful for the caption to tell us what the ab-
breviation N/S means. I know if the reader has looked at the previous
tables it should be fairly clear. The same applies to some of the sup-
plementary tables.
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Supplementary 8 This uses the crore and lakh notation which I do not
think is widely understood outside South Asia so I would change to the
more widely accepted millions and thousands notation.

Points of more substance

We need much more detail about how participants were selected in each
cluster. Since about 18% of those approached did not participate we need
to know which characteristics predict missingness and the models need to
include those characteristics. In general the authors would benefit from re–
visiting the STROBE guidelines (von Elm et al., 2007; Vandenbroucke et al.,
2007) and provide more information as requested there.

Summary

Requests for clarification and more details.

Michael Dewey
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