Supplementary table1. Follow-up prevalence’s of CLTS and no-CLTS groups

	 
	no-CLTS
	CLTS

	n FU1 (by diagnostic approach)
	1,594*|1,705"|1,575^
	1552*|1612"|1,535^

	n FU2 (by diagnostic approach)
	1,278*|1,419"|1,276^
	1,212*|1,327"|1,205^

	Primary outcome (STH infection status)*
	
	

	Hookworm FU1 
	69 (4.3)
	59 (3.8)

	Hookworm FU2
	24 (1.9)
	26 (2.1)

	Trichuris trichiura FU1
	16 (1.0)
	11 (0.7)

	Trichuris trichiura FU2
	3 (0.2)
	3 (0.2)

	Ascaris lumbricoides FU1
	2 (0.1)
	3 (0.2)

	Ascaris lumbricoides FU2
	0 (0.0)
	0 (0.0)

	Secondary outcome (Schistosoma spp. & intestinal protozoa infection status)

	Schistosoma spp.

	Schistosoma mansoni FU1*
	25 (1.6)
	28 (1.8)

	Schistosoma mansoni FU2*
	32 (2.5)
	21 (1.7)

	Schistosoma haematobium FU1"
	27 (1.6)
	42 (2.6)

	Schistosoma haematobium FU2"
	51 (3.6)
	23 (1.7)

	Intestinal protozoa^
	
	

	Giardia lamblia FU1
	63 (4.0)
	81 (5.3)

	Giardia lamblia FU2
	121 (9.5)
	143 (12)

	Entamoeba histolytica FU1
	41 (2.6)
	38 (2.5)

	Entamoeba histolytica FU2
	89 (7.0)
	75 (6.2)


CLTS, Community-led total sanitation; FU, Follow-up; STH, Soil-transmitted helminth
Diagnostic approaches: *Kato-katz;  "Urine filtration; ^Ether-concentration method















