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study arm. A was stochastic while B was fixed. Arm
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or fixed. B represents the reward for spatial coverage which is

calculated from the Minimum expected coverage (N *.05) and T, the
maximum number of uninspected houses bounded by Delaunay
triangles formed between the inspected houses. In the first three
trials, the total reward is a weighted average of a and P. In the final
trial values of a and B are taken together to form hierarchical 'poker
hands'.

Figure 7. Miraflores Trial. Distribution of household risk
quintile, as displayed on a risk app. Each set of two bars
represents one vector control specialist, and each bar a study
arm. A: Poker arm while B is pay per detection. Poker arm or
Arm A had significant differences for risk information
utilization (POLR model, OR 2.11, CI 95% 1.52-2.93).
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