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1 Effectiveness of Cluster Level Behavioral Interventions to Reduce Salt Intake: A Systematic Review 

2 and Meta-analysis

3 Abstract

4 Background

5 The mean global salt intake is estimated at 10g/day much higher when compared to the WHO 

6 recommendation of less than 5g/day.  Behavioral change interventions are most effective when 

7 applied at groups instead of individuals. The previous reviews on the topic did not compile evidence 

8 on cluster interventions. 

9 Objectives 

10 We conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis to find out the effectiveness of cluster-level 

11 dietary interventions in reducing average daily salt intake and mean 24-hr urinary sodium excretion 

12 among general population.

13 Search Methods

14 We searched the following research databases using search terms relevant to this review – PubMed, 

15 EmBASE, Web of Science, Global Index Medicus, LILACS, Cochrane CENTRAL, TRoPHI databases, CTRI 

16 and WHO-ICTRP.

17

18 Selection criteria

19 We included published randomized controlled trials and quasi-experimental studies with 

20 interventions for population groups that reflect the resident communities. There were no restrictions 

21 for age or gender. We excluded the studies targeting patient groups with specific underlying health 

22 conditions. 

23 The primary outcomes were mean reduction in daily salt intake in g/day and the mean reduction in 

24 daily 24-hr Urine sodium output.

25

26 Data collection and analysis  

27 Two authors independently screened the titles, abstracts and full-text articles. Two review authors 

28 independently extracted data and assessed the risk of bias. We classified the complex interventions 

29 into six categories based on the principles of health promotion. The duration of follow-up (outcome 

30 assessment after the intervention) was classified as short (≤ 6 months), medium (6 to < 12 months) or 

31 long-term(≥ 12 months). Risk of bias was assessed using RoB2 tool for cluster RCTs and ROBINS-I tool 
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1 for Non-randomized studies of intervention. We pooled effect size estimates from individual studies 

2 using generic inverse variance method using a random-effects model.

3 Main results 

4 We included 15 studies based on the selection criteria including 10 RCTs and 5 Non-randomised 

5 studies of Interventions (NRSI). Information and counselling measures, in the short-term, reduced the 

6 salt intake by 1.25g/day (95% CI: -1.9 to −0.6). At the medium-term, it was 0.47 g/day (95% CI: -0.81 

7 to −0.14). On long term follow-up, it was 1.51g/day (95% CI: -2.62 to −0.4).

8 Use of salt-monitoring tools reduced salt intake by 2.48 g/day (95% CI: -4.66 to −0.3). Environmental 

9 modification measures did not reduce salt intake significantly. 

10

11 Discussion

12 Information and counselling interventions in conjunction with other measures effectively reduced the 

13 salt intake. When quantified, there was an average reduction up to 1.5g/day. Salt monitoring tools 

14 showed a greater effect in reducing dietary salt.  

15 A total of nine RCTs were assessed for risk of bias, of which five high-risk of bias. Among five Non-

16 randomized studies of intervention, four of them showed serious risk of bias. An updated review in 

17 the future is likely to resolve these issues.

18

19 Funding: The study was funded by the Indian Council of Medical Research proposal no. 2019-7206 

20 under Adhoc Scheme. 

21 Registration No.: PROSPERO (registration ID: CRD42020168783)

22 Competing Interests: None declared

23 Data Availability: The search strategy used for various databases, the data extraction form are 

24 attached as supplementary files. The excel sheet used for metaanalysis will be available on request 

25 from the corresponding author. 

26 Introduction

27 Dietary salt reduction is an important precursor to reduce the global non-communicable disease (NCD)  

28 mortality. It is estimated that high salt intake contributes to 1.72 million cardiovascular deaths and 

29 40.54 million DALYs (Disability-adjusted Life years)  The Global action plan for NCDs targeted a 30% 

30 relative reduction in mean population salt intake by 2025.1 The benefits of salt reduction in reducing 

31 blood pressure and risk of coronary artery disease and stroke are well documented.2,3,4 The World 

32 Health Organization (WHO) recommends reduction in salt intake to less than 5g/day to reduce the 

33 disease risk. 5  Compared to other risk factors, the population exposure to high salt intake is more with 

34 an estimate suggesting that 45% of the global population is exposed.6 The global mean salt intake is 
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1 estimated at 10 g/day and among Indians it is estimated at 10.98 g/day (95% CI 8.57-13.40).7,8 The 

2 global NCD target translates to a reduction of 3.3g of salt per day for Indians. However, to what extent 

3 the proven behavioral intervention strategies achieve reduction and the amount of reduction needs 

4 to be evaluated. 

5 For behavioral risk factors, the population approach to prevention is expected to have a large overall 

6 effect when compared to the individual approach.9 Given this, multiple countries have initiated salt 

7 reduction programs.  A Cochrane review by McLaren et al., summarized the effectiveness of these 

8 national programs on salt intake.10 But the review included uncontrolled program evaluation studies. 

9 A similar review compiled studies on state-level and community level programs on reduction 

10 of salt intake. The majority of the studies included in this review were observational in nature.11 

11 Community program evaluations are often uncontrolled and prone to self-selection bias. Non-

12 randomized studies have a problem of attribution. Both these reviews have not quantified the pooled 

13 effect of the interventions. Hence, systematic review of controlled trials with pooled analysis is 

14 needed. Documentation of the interventions will also help us in understanding the type of 

15 interventions carried out and the feasibility of implementation.

16 We conducted a systematic review  to determine the effectiveness of cluster-level dietary 

17 interventions in reducing average daily salt intake and mean 24-hr urinary sodium excretion among 

18 general population. 

19

20 Methods: 

21 Search strategy and selection criteria: 

22 Types of studies: Randomized controlled trials with single or multiple arms and quasi-experimental 

23 studies, conducted globally and published from their start date to September 2021 were included in 

24 this search.

25 Types of participants: Studies with participants reflecting the general population were included. We 

26 did not  place restrictions on gender, age and geographic area. Studies specifically conducted among 

27 patients or specific disease subgroups were excluded from the review. 

28 Types of Interventions : We included cluster-based interventions aimed at behaviour change. 

29 Behaviour change may be obtained  through health education given by a trained counsellor with or 

30 without the use of counselling aids . The following types of interventions were included - information 

31 campaigns, food product reformulation, pricing interventions, marketing restrictions and nutrition 

32 information on package. Since settings based interventions (workplace, school etc.,) reflect the 

33 general population, we included these in the review. 
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1 Outcomes: The outcome variables included were mean change in salt intake, mean reduction in daily 

2 sodium intake in (g/day) and mean change in 24-hr urinary sodium output.

3

4 Search Strategy: We searched the following research databases :PubMed, Embase, Web of Science, 

5 Global Index Medicus,  Latin American Caribbean Health Sciences Literature (LILACS) database 

6 published by BIREME, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL), Trial Register of 

7 Promoting Health Interventions (TRoPHI) databases, Central Trials Registry-India (CTRI) and  

8 International Clinical Trial Registry Platform (ICTRP)-WHO- WHO-ICTRP. 

9 This systematic review and meta-analysis was registered with PROSPERO (registration ID: 

10 CRD42020168783) and is designed, conducted and reported following the preferred reporting items 

11 for systematic reviews and meta-analyses (PRISMA) guidelines.  

12

13 We developed a peer-reviewed detailed search strategy using the PICO principle by combining 

14 established search terms and free text terms for each database and trial registers.  A search strategy 

15 for PubMed was initially developed which was adapted for the other databases and trial registers to 

16 account for differences in search terms and syntax rules. Two authors (SA and VT) jointly conducted 

17 the search using extensive keywords and Medical Subject Heading terms. The key search terms 

18 included: (“Sodium, dietary” OR “Sodium Chloride, Dietary”) AND  (“substitut*” OR “reduc*”) AND 

19 (“program*” OR “strateg*” OR “initiative*” OR  “Nutrition policy” OR “Food formulated” OR “Food 

20 industry” OR “Health Promotion” OR “Mass media”) (see Supplementary File S1 for full search 

21 strategy). Further, hand search was carried out by going through the references of the retrieved 

22 articles. We also performed related reference searches on PubMed to ensure that we had identified 

23 all available published material for each intervention. 

24

25 Screening: 

26 The titles and abstracts of the reports identified through the online searching was screened for 

27 eligibility using a standard checklist.  Full extract of all reports that appeared to meet the inclusion 

28 criteria, or for which titles and abstracts provided insufficient details were retrieved and reviewed by 

29 two independent researchers (SA and VT). The disagreements were resolved by discussion with other 

30 co-authors. 

31

32 Data Extraction:

33 Data were extracted from the studies meeting inclusion criteria by two independent researchers (SA 

34 and KS) using pre-tested data extraction forms. The data extraction form is attached as annexure in 
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1 Supplementary File S1. Studies reported in other languages were translated before assessment. In 

2 case of multiple publications reported from a single research study, the record with the relevant data 

3 was included, however the data for methodology was extracted from other publications. 

4 Risk of bias was assessed using the Revised Cochrane Risk-of-Bias tool (RoB2) for randomized 

5 controlled trials and ROBINS-I tool for quasi experimental studies, based on the domains provided in 

6 the tool. (Supplementary table-2) Two independent reviewers (SA and VT) assessed risk of bias (high, 

7 low, unclear) for each bias domain. Risk of bias assessment was based on information obtained from 

8 different sources (reports of the same study, information in trial registers).

9

10 Risk of Bias assessment: 

11 Risk of bias was assessed using RoB2 tool for cluster RCTs for the primary outcome -salt intake. 

12 Following domain was assessed in terms of low-risk, some concern and high risk: bias arising from the 

13 randomization process, bias arising from timing of recruitment of participants in a cluster RCT, bias 

14 due to deviations from intended interventions, bias due to missing outcome data, bias in 

15 measurement of the outcome and bias in selection of the reported result. Overall five RCTs were 

16 judged as high risk of bias since most of them showed some concern on two or more domains.17,18,20,22 

17 We labelled three RCTs as having some concerns 14,16,19 and one RCT as having low-risk of bias15. The 

18 risk of bias graph and summary of all studies is presented in Fig. 4.1.1 and Fig. 4.1.2 respectively. The 

19 risk of bias for Non-randomized studies of intervention was assessed using ROBINS-I tool (results 

20 presented in Fig. 4.1.3.)

21

22 Data Synthesis: 

23 The data was compiled in MS Excel and entered into Review Manger to calculate the pooled treatment 

24 effects. The main outcome were Salt intake in g/day and 24-hr urine sodium output in mmol/L in 24-

25 hr. We used mean differences (MDs) to estimate the pooled outcomes. We entered the data using the 

26 generic inverse variance method when the studies reported the effect estimates with their 95% CIs or 

27 standard errors. When the mean change with standard deviations for each group were reported, we 

28 entered the data using inverse variance method. When an analysis included studies that reported both 

29 types of outcomes, the final analysis was computed using the generic inverse variance method.  For 

30 pre-post designs, the mean change (SE) was extracted instead of mean (SD) in each group to avoid 

31 inflating the sample size. When studies reported sodium intake instead of salt intake, it was converted 

32 into salt intake using the conversion factor of 2.542.12 When salt intake or sodium intake was reported 

33 per week or per month, it was converted to daily intake using the relevant conversion factor (7 or 30). 
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1 When the cluster studies adjusted for clustering effect in their analysis using multi-level modelling or 

2 other methods, these effect estimates were entered directly using the generic inverse variance 

3 method. When the studies did not adjust for clustering effect, we decided adjustment on a case-to-

4 case basis. For cluster RCTs, we assumed a Intraclass correlation coefficient of 0.1 12 , but we could not 

5 adjust clustering for pre-post designs or repeated cross-sectional designs. For missing data, such as 

6 standard deviations, we calculated these following the advice in the Cochrane Handbook. 13 

7

8 Assessment of heterogeneity: The studies included in the review were described in the characteristics 

9 of studies table. We assessed homogeneity of the studies based on similarity of populations, 

10 interventions, type of outcomes, and follow-up times. We considered populations to be similar based 

11 on the age group two sub-groups - adults and children. The interventions were classified based on the 

12 activities employed in behavioural change. We regarded follow-up times of six months or less as short-

13 term, between six months to less than a year as medium-term, and more than one year as long-term. 

14 We quantified the degree of heterogeneity using the I2 statistic, where an I2 value of 25% to 50% 

15 indicates a low degree of heterogeneity, 50% to 75% a moderate degree of heterogeneity, and more 

16 than 75% a high degree of heterogeneity.  When moderate to high heterogeneity was identified, we 

17 explored it using subgroup analyses. 

18 The following sub-group analyses were performed: primary salt-intake intervention or multiple risk-

19 factor intervention, type of control – active or no-intervention control and type of setting – Worksite 

20 or family base intervention.  We pooled effect size estimates from individual studies using Review 

21 Manager 5 (Review Manager 2014). Since the heterogeneity was moderate to high in most of the 

22 analyses, we used a random-effects model for pooling the effect estimates and the output was 

23 displayed using Forest plot. It was decided to assess funnel plot for assessment of reporting bias where 

24 ten or more studies were included in a meta-analysis.  

25

26 Results: 

27 We identified a total of 2,898 records in the initial search. After removing duplicates (n=514), a total 

28 of 2384 titles/abstracts were screened. Based on the screening, a total of 150 reports were sought for 

29 full-text scrutiny. Of these, we excluded 118 reports and included 32 reports (15 studies).  (PRISMA 

30 study flow diagram, Fig.1). The range of sample sizes of included trials ranged from 68 (Takada, T et al 

31 201613), to 2566 (Li, N. et al14 ).

32 Out of the 15 included studies, 10 were cluster RCTs and 5 were Quasi-Experimental studies. All the 

33 RCTs had two arms except for that of Riis, N.L. et al15 which had three arms. Among the five quasi-

34 experimental studies, two were controlled before-after studies (Geaney, F et al.; Jafari, M et al)16,17 , 
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1 two were pre-post designs (Enkthungalag, M et al; Beer-Borst, S et al)18,19  and the other was a 

2 repeated cross-sectional design (Land, M.A. et al)20. The studies included in this review used multiple 

3 methods for achieving behavioural change. We grouped the interventions based on the means 

4 employed for behavioural change- Information & Counselling measures, Salt monitoring tools, 

5 Environmental modification, Provision of low-sodium salt substitute, Skill training in cooking low-

6 sodium meals and Food product reformulation. Few studies used a single type of intervention. A  brief 

7 overview of the studies included in the review on cluster-level studies have been provided in Table-1. 

8 The detailed description of the studies is presented in Supplementary file S2. 

9

10 Risk of Bias assessment: 

11 We assessed risk of bias among the randomized trials using RoB2 tool for cluster RCTs for the primary 

12 outcome i.e., salt intake. Of the 10 RCTs,  five were judged as high risk of bias.17,18,20,22 We labelled 

13 three RCTs as having some concerns 14,16,19 and one RCT as having low-risk of bias15. The risk of bias 

14 graph and summary of all studies is presented in Fig. 2  and Fig. 3 respectively. 

15

16 Effect of interventions with information and counselling measures on salt intake

17 Seven studies  13,15,17,21–24  evaluated the  short term (<=6 months) effect of information and 

18 counselling measures on reduction of salt intake. Their  meta-analysis revealed that the information 

19 and counselling measure alone or in combination with other interventions reduced the salt intake by 

20 1.25g/day (95% CI: -1.9 to −0.6, I2 = 84%). Sub-group analysis revealed that RCT sub-group (6 studies)  

21 significantly reduced salt intake by 1.16g/ day (95% CI: -1.85 to −0.48, I2 = 85%) (Fig. 4). 

22 Two studies 16,23 evaluated the medium term   (6 to <12 months) effect of the intervention (one RCT 

23 and one NRSI). Pooled analysis of the two studies revealed a reduction in salt intake by 0.47 g/day 

24 (95% CI: -0.81 to −0.14, I2 = 47%). (Fig. 5) We observed six studies18–20,23,25,26 reporting long-term 

25 effect (≥ 12 months) of information and counselling measures on salt-intake. Pooled analysis among 

26 them revealed an overall reduction in salt intake by 1.51g/day (95% CI: -2.62 to −0.4, I2 = 85%). But no 

27 significant reduction was noted in sub-group analysis (RCT and NRSI) (Fig. 6).

28

29 Effect of interventions with salt-monitoring tools in reducing dietary salt intake

30 Three studies21,22,26 reported the effect of salt-monitoring tools alone or in conjunction with other 

31 measures on salt-intake (Fig. 7.). In the pooled analysis, there was a reduction in salt intake by 2.48 

32 g/day (95% CI: -4.66 to −0.3, I2 = 94%). Sub-group analysis was not attempted due to few studies.

33

34 Effect of interventions with environmental modification in reducing dietary salt intake
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1 Five studies16,18,20,25,26 evaluated the effect of environmental modification measures alone or in 

2 conjunction with measures on salt-intake (Fig. 8). In the pooled analysis, there was no significant 

3 reduction in salt intake (pooled mean reduction in 0.65 g/day [95% CI: -1.12 to −0.19, I2 = 75%]).  

4

5 Effect of interventions with low-sodium cooked foods in reducing dietary salt intake

6 Two studies15,17 included provision of cooked foods alone or in conjunction with measures on salt-

7 intake (Fig. 6.). In the pooled analysis, there was a significant reduction in salt intake  (mean reduction 

8 was 1.60 g/day [95% CI: -2.42 to -0.78, I2 = 0%]). 

9

10 Effect of interventions at workplace settings in reducing dietary salt intake

11 Four studies including three NRSIs16,18,19,23  conducted in workplace settings with one or more 

12 measures for reduction in salt intake.  In the pooled analysis (Fig. 9), salt intake was significantly 

13 reduced by 1.15 g/day (95% CI: -2.21 to -0.1, I2 = 83%). 

14

15 Effect of interventions at the household level in reducing dietary salt intake

16 Salt reduction by intervening among households was attempted in four RCTs. 13,15,22,26 In all studies, 

17 information and counselling measures were used as a part of the intervention. In the metaanlaysis 

18 (Fig. 10), there was a significant reduction in salt intake – a reduction in 1.48 g/day (95% CI: -2.62 to -

19 0.34, I2 = 78%). 

20

21 The analysis for 24-hr urinary sodium output and comparison of unique salt-reduction interventions 

22 vs multiple risk-factor interventions is given in (Supplementary file S2). The effect of unique salt-

23 reduction interventions was higher compared to when combined with other risk factors. We did not 

24 find any significant pooled reduction in 24 hr-Urine sodium  output  (See Supplementary file S2).

25

26 DISCUSSION

27 We identified 15 cluster-intervention studies which evaluated interventions for reducing salt intake 

28 among general populations. Of these 5 were non-randomized studies of interventions. These 

29 interventions were categorized as – information and counselling measures, salt-monitoring tools, 

30 provision of low-sodium salt and low-sodium cooked foods.

31 Information and counselling measures were used in all studies alone or in conjunction with other 

32 measures. In the short-term (≤ 6 months), the interventions reduced the salt intake by 1.25g/day (95% 

33 CI: -1.9 to −0.6, I2 = 84%). At medium-term (6 to < 12 months), it was 0.47 g/day (95% CI: -0.81 to 
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1 −0.14, I2 = 47%). In long term follow-up (≥ 12 months), there was an overall reduction in salt intake by 

2 1.51g/day (95% CI: -2.62 to −0.4, I2 = 85%). The effect size was lower on medium-term follow up but 

3 only two studies supported this evidence. 

4

5 Monitoring the salt intake could increase the awareness and thereby promote behavior change. Use 

6 of salt-monitoring tools as a part of the intervention reduced salt intake by 2.48 g/day (95% CI: -4.66 

7 to −0.3, I2 = 94%). The heterogeneity among these studies was much higher when compared to other 

8 analyses.  This could be due to difference in interventions– a spoon and a measuring kit were used by 

9 He et al21 and Daivadanam, M. et al26 respectively. The measurement of outcome also varied. Takada, 

10 T.  et al., 22(2017) used an instrument for measuring 24-hr urinary sodium output as monitoring tool 

11 whereas Daivadanam, M. et al26 assessed self-reported outcome. 

12

13 Environmental modification measures were those aimed at changing the socio-cultural and physical 

14 environment to enable the participants to consume low-sodium foods. Some of these interventions 

15 were made in workplace settings while others in the community. In work settings, the interventions 

16 included modification of canteen food by changing the menu and/or training the staff.  In community 

17 the focus was to reduce accessibility  and visibility of high-sodium preparations and vice-versa. When 

18 used in conjunction with other measures, environmental modification did not induce a large reduction 

19 in salt intake– with a moderate reduction of 0.65 g/day (95% CI: -1.12 to −0.19, I2 = 75%). 

20

21 Pre-cooked or reformulated low-sodium foods were provided directly to the participants as a part of 

22 few interventions. However, there was no significant reduction in salt intake – a reduction in 1.12 

23 g/day (95% CI: -2.28 to 0.05, I2 = 35%). Since there were only two cluster trials15,17, further studies are 

24 required for conclusive evidence. Reformulated low-sodium foods may help once a person is 

25 motivated for behavior change. Hence we propose such intervention should always be used in 

26 conjunction with other measures as is the case.

27

28 Inferences and application of evidence

29 We included 15 cluster-based interventional studies to reduce salt intake among general populations. 

30 The studies were heterogenous in terms of the study setting, participants, intervention strategies, 

31 design and measurement of outcomes.

32
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1 These studies were done in multiple strata of countries worldwide including high income countries 

2 (HICs) and low and middle income countries (LMICs). Hence the findings are applicable to most of the 

3 countries in the world. 

4 All the studies used information and counselling measures as one of the intervention strategies. 

5 Information and counselling measures had significant impact on the reduction in salt intake in short-

6 term. Dietary counselling is a simple means of intervention and feasible in most situations. But the 

7 intensity of counselling varied among all studies and it is difficult to generalize it as a uniform 

8 intervention. 

9

10 Environmental modification measures, salt monitoring tools and provision of low-sodium 

11 reformulated foods also had significant impact when used in conjunction with other interventions. Of 

12 all these measures, salt monitoring tools had a higher effect and environmental modification 

13 measures had the least impact. 

14

15 In both workplace and household settings the interventions showed significant impact, though the 

16 type of interventions and study design varied. We found that focused interventions solely aimed at 

17 reducing salt intake showed greater impact when compared to multiple risk factor interventions.(see 

18 file S1)

19

20 To the best of our knowledge, this is the only review that pooled the effectiveness of cluster-based 

21 salt-reduction strategies among otherwise healthy population sub-groups in terms of salt intake 

22 (g/day). 

23

24 The average salt intake in India is estimated at 11g/ day.27 Since salt intake is socially influenced, 

25 population-based approaches have higher impact than individual-level approaches. The interventions 

26 at cluster level showed a modest reduction in salt intake ranging from 1.2 to 1.5g/ day.  Salt monitoring 

27 tools used in conjunction with other measures showed a slightly higher average effect of 2.5 g/day. 

28 The description of interventions in this review can help in preparing and evaluating a nation-wide 

29 strategy to reduce salt intake.

30  

31 Quality of evidence

32 Risk of Bias in cluster RCTs

33 Of the 9 RCTs assessed for risk of bias, 5 of them had high-risk of bias. In most of these studies the risk 

34 of bias was due to randomization and allocation concealment process. Since these studies were cluster 
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1 studies, allocation concealment was challenging. Many studies showed some concern in the domain 

2 – deviation from intended interventions. This was more often due to lack of adequate documentation 

3 rather than actual deviation from protocol. 

4

5 Risk of bias in included studies – NRSIs

6 Among the Non-randomized studies of intervention most of the studies (4 of 5) showed serious risk 

7 of bias, though none of them had critical risk of bias. The risk of bias was mainly in two domains – 

8 confounding and selection of participants. 

9

10 Since majority of the studies had high-risk (RCTs) or serious risk of bias (NRSIs), the quality of evidence 

11 in this systematic review may be considered as low to very low. However, the challenge of allocation 

12 concealment and blinding is persistent for conduct of high-quality cluster trials. 

13

14 Potential biases, strengths and Limitations

15 We tried to pool the effect of salt-reduction interventions among general population. To the best of 

16 our knowledge, this is the first meta-analysis on dietary salt reduction interventions. We tried to 

17 include all the important databases to avoid any risk of publication bias. But since we did not include 

18 grey literature like conference abstracts, there was some possibility of excluding smaller studies. We 

19 tried to avoid language bias by searching regional scientific databases and not limiting to any language 

20 in the search strategy. 

21

22 Generalizability may be limited due to wide heterogeneity among the studies. The attributability of a 

23 given intervention to the outcome was difficult due to multiple interventions. As newer studies are 

24 conducted in this area, these issues may be addressed by sub-group analysis and meta-regression.

25

26 We did not assess publication bias using a funnel plot owing to limitation in number of studies in each 

27 analysis (<10). Sub-group analyses and sensitivity analyses were done where feasible. Most sub-group 

28 analyses did not show an extensive variation in the effect estimate. The major variation was seen 

29 when single-risk factor and multiple risk factor studies were grouped separately. Such a variation in 

30 results is expected. 

31

32 We included randomized and non-randomized studies in the meta-analysis, though non-randomized 

33 studies are considered inferior to randomized trials in terms of quality. This could be a major limitation 

34 in the study. 
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1

2 We pooled the outcome assessed by various methods in a single pooled analysis. This could have 

3 caused considerable heterogeneity. 

4

5

6 Comparison with other studies

7 The present review focused on interventional studies that were conducted among otherwise healthy 

8 populations. We evaluated the primary outcome salt intake rather than blood pressure or other health 

9 related outcomes. There were similar reviews published in literature. Most of the reviews conducted 

10 were on hypertensive populations and evaluated blood pressure as the outcome. 

11

12 Some reviews were restricted to regional population groups28,29. These reviews did not restrict to any 

13 population sub-group healthy or otherwise. For example, Jin, A. et al28 included studies that were 

14 conducted among hypertensive population, and healthy population. The reviews by McLaren, L. et 

15 al10 and Christoforou et al11 reviewed programmatic interventions. McLaren, L. et al10 reviewed 

16 programmatic interventions conducted among large population subgroups (country or state level) and 

17 obtained data from grey literature, in this case program reports. Most of them were not research 

18 studies but programs which had a pre-intervention and post-intervention data points. Due to wide 

19 heterogeneity in the population and interventions, they did not conduct a meta-analysis.

20

21 Conclusion

22 Information and counselling interventions in conjunction with other measures effectively 

23 reduced salt intake. When quantified, there was an average reduction up to 1.5g/day. Salt 

24 monitoring tools showed a greater effect in reducing dietary salt. 

25

26 Table 1. Brief Summary of the studies included in the review on cluster-level studies

Sl.
No. 

First_author
(Year)
Country

Study Design 
and 
Description of 
Cluster

Types of 
intervention 

Information 
and 
counselling 
methods 

Type of 
control 
group

Follow-up Relevant 
Outcome
s 
reported

1. Enkhtungalag
, B. (2015)
Mongolia

Quasi-
Experimental 
Study
Pre-post study 
without 
control

1. Information 
and 
Counselling

1. Individual/ 
Group 
Counselling

No control 
group

2 years Salt 
intake
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Cluster - 
Factory

2. Jafari, M. 
(2016)
Iran

Quasi-
Experimental 
Study
Pre-post study  
with control

Cluster – City

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2. Provision of 
low-sodium 
cooked foods

1. 
Information 
campaign 
using 
banners
2. 
Educational 
workshops in 
cooking

Informatio
n through 
print 
media

12 weeks Salt 
intake 

3. Land, M. A. et 
al.,  (2016)
Australia

Quasi-
Experimental 
Study 
Repeated 
cross-
sectional 
design

Cluster – Town

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2. 
Environmental 
modification
3. Provision of 
low-salt 
substitute

1. 
Participatory 
meetings 
2. 
Information 
campaign 
using Print 
media 
3. Individual 
counselling  
4. 
Information 
on sodium 
content of 
foods 
through IT 
support

No 
interventio
n

3 years Salt 
intake 

4. Geane, F. 
(2016)
Ireland

Quasi-
Experimental 
Study
Pre-post study  
with control

Cluster: Multi-
national 
manufacturing 
worksite

1. Information 
and 
Counselling 
(Int. Groups 2 
& 4)
2. 
Environmental 
modification 
(intervention 
groups 3 &4)

1. Individual 
Counselling
2. Group 
Counselling
3. 
Information 
on low-
sodium 
foods

No 
interventio
n

2 follow-
up 
measure
ments at 
3-4 and 7-
9 months 
aftr 
baseline

Salt 
intake 

5. Beer-Borst, S. 
et al., (2019)
Switzerland

Quasi-
Experimental 
Study 
Pre-post study

Cluster: 
Worksite with 
catering 
facility

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2. 
Environmental 
modification

1.  
Educational 
workshops in 
cooking 
2. Group 
counselling 

No 
interventio
n

2 follow-
up 
measures 
at 6 
months 
and 12 
months

Daily salt 
intake in 
g/day 
estimated 
by 
extrapola
tion of 24-
hr urinary 
sodium 
excretion 
values
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6. Cappuccio, 
F.P. (2006) 
Ghana

Cluster 
Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial

Cluster: 
Village

1. Information 
and 
Counselling 

Group 
Counselling

1. 
Informatio
n and 
Counsellin
g on other 
public 
health 
issues 

 24-hr 
Urine 
sodium 
output

7. Brown, D.L. 
et al., (2015)
USA

Cluster 
Randomised  
Trial

Cluster - 
Church Parish

Information 
and 
Counselling
Environment 
modification

1. 
Information 
through 
Print media
2. 
Educational 
workshops in 
cooking
3. Peer 
support

No 
interventio
n 

3 follow-
up 
measure
ments at 
0, 6 and 
12 
months

Sodium 
intake 

8. He, F. 
J.(2015)
China

Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial
Single-blind 

Cluster: Urban 
Primary 
School

1. Infor
mation and 
Counselling

2. Salt 
monitoring 
tool

1. Group 
counselling
2. 
Participatory 
activities
3. 
Information 
through 
print media

No 
interventio
n

3.5 
months

1. Salt 
intake
2. 24-hr 
Urinary 
sodium 
output

9. Li,N. (2016)
China

Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial

Cluster: 
Township

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2. Provision of 
low-sodium 
salt substitute

1. Group 
counselling                                

No 
interventio
n

18 
months

24-hr 
Urine 
sodium 
output

10. Takada,T. 
(2016)
Japan

Randomised 
Single-blind  
Trial

Cluster: Family 

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2. Skill training 
in cooking 
low-sodium 
meals

1.  
Educational 
workshops in 
cooking 
(Intervention 
group)
2. Group 
counselling 
(Intervention 
and control 
group)

1. Group 
Counsellin
g - two 
sessions

2 months Salt 
intake 

11. Takada,T. 
(2017)
Japan

Single-blind 
Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial
 (Blinding of 
assessment) 

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2.Salt 
monitoring 
tool

1.Group 
counselling 
(Intervention 
and control 
group)

1. Group 
Counsellin
g

4 weeks Salt 
intake
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Cluster: Family
12. Doran,K.  

(2018)
USA

Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial

Cluster – 
Worksite 
intervention 
among long-
term care 
facilities

Information 
and 
Counselling
Environmental 
modification

1. Individual 
counselling 
(B)
2. Group 
counselling 
(B)
3. 
Information 
through 
electronic 
media
4. Peer 
support 

1. Group 
Counsellin
g – single 
session

3 follow-
up 
measure
ments at 
6, 9 and 
12 
months

Sodium 
intake i

13. Daivadanam, 
M. et al., 
(2018)
India

Cluster 
Randomised  
Trial

Cluster - 
Neighborhood 
group of 6-11 
households 
under a 
poverty 
alleviation 
welfare 
scheme

1. Information 
and 
Counselling
2. 
Environmental 
modification
3. Salt 
monitoring 
tools

1. Individual 
Conselling 
2. Group 
Counselling 
3. 
Information 
through 
print media

Informatio
n through 
print 
media

12 
months

Salt 
intake

14. Kaur, J. 
(2019)
India

Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial

Cluster : 
Geographical 
housing based 
cluster

1. Information 
and 
Counselling

1. Individual 
Counselling
2. 
Information 
through 
print and 
electronic 
media

1. 
Informatio
n through 
print 
media

6 months Salt 
intake 

15. Riis, NL. et al., 
(2020)
Denmark

A three-arm 
Randomised 
Controlled 
Trial

Cluster: Family

1. Information 
and 
Counselling 
(B)
2. Provision of 
low-sodium 
cooked foods 
(A and B)

1. Individual 
counselling 
(B)
2. Group 
Counselling 
(B)
3. 
Information 
through 
electronic 
media (B)

No 
interventio
n

16 weeks Sodium 
intake 
 24-hr 
Urinary 
Sodium 
output

1

2
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3 Figure 1. PRISMA study flow diagram
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1 Figure 2.  Risk of Bias (Summary) for the primary outcome (Salt  intake) among the included cluster-

2 RCTs using RoB2 tool
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1 Figure 3. Risk of Bias for the primary outcome (Salt -intake) among the included NRSIs using ROBINS-

2 I tool
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18 Figure 4. Forest plot showing effect of information and counselling measures on salt intake (g/day)  
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1 Figure 5. Forest plot showing effect of information and counselling measures on salt intake (g/day) 

2 in medium term (6 to <12 months)
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8 Figure 6. Forest plot showing effect of information and counselling measures on salt intake (g/day) 

9 in long-term (>=12 months)
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19  Figure 7. Forest plot showing effect of Salt monitoring tools on salt intake (g/day)  
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25  Figure 8. Forest plot showing effect of Environmental modification on salt intake (g/day)
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1 Figure 10. Forest plot showing effect of information and counselling measures given at workplaces 

2 on salt intake 

3
4

5
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