
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1186/s12889-017-4297-5&domain=pdf
mailto:jlegorreta@ciet.org
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/


http://www.isrctn.com/ISRCTN27581154






Table 2 shows the bivariate analysis of potential associa-
tions with the observed presence of temephos in at least
one water container in the household. Urban households,
with a permanent structure, and with less than five
members, were more likely to have temephos present.
Household where the respondent was female and par-





Table 3 also shows the views of households about health
effects of temephos. A significantly higher proportion of
households in intervention sites thought that bathing in
water with temephos could be harmful. However, there
was no difference in the proportion of households thinking
that drinking or cooking with temephos-containing water
could be harmful between intervention and control sites.
The proportion of households believing that temephos

application and fumigation was the best method to con-
trol mosquitos was significantly lower in intervention sites
than in control sites, but still remained very high at 82.7%.



safe to drink [37]. Focus groups and in-depth interviews
in Peru suggested that discolouration and bad taste, rather
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