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No. of 
studies 

Study 
design 

Sample 
size 

Effect 
size 
(95% CI) 

Absolute 
risk 
(control) 

Absolute risk 
(intervention) 

Risk of 
bias Inconsistency Indirectness Imprecision Quality 

Vaccine consent form return (RR >1 favours incentivised consent form) 

1 
(Forster 
2017) 

Cluster 
RCT4 593 

RR 1.30 
(1.18, 
1.42) 

67 per 
100 

87 per 100 
(79, 95) Serious1 N/A3 Serious2 Not serious Low 

Positive consent form return (RR >1 favours incentivised consent form)5 

1 
(Forster 
2017) 

Cluster 
RCT4 593 

RR 1.25 
(1.12, 
1.39) 

76 per 
100 

96 per 100 
(86, 100) Serious1 N/A3 Serious2 Not serious Low 

1. Single study with some concerns over risk of bias. Quality of the outcome downgraded once
2. Single study which is partially indirectly applicable to the review (consent form return used as a proxy outcome for vaccine uptake). Quality

of the outcome downgraded once
3. Single study. Inconsistency not applicable
4. Outcomes adjusted for clustering
5. Proportion of consent forms returned that agreed to vaccination


