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Materials  
 
Below we list Read version 2 (used for all care processes in primary care electronic health record data) and ICD-10 (used for diagnoses in 
secondary care records and death certificates) codes for all key variables in our analysis. 
 
Herpes zoster vaccination 

 
 
Primary and secondary outcomes 
Dementia of any type 

 



Vascular dementia 

 
 
Alzheimer’s disease 

 
 
Dementia of unspecified type 

 
 
New prescription of donepezil hydrochloride, galantamine, rivastigmine, or memantine hydrochloride 

 
 
 
 
 



Shingles 

 
 
Postherpetic neuralgia

 
 
 
Outcomes for negative control outcome analyses 
Ischemic heart disease 

 
 
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 

 
 
 
 



Stroke 

 
 



Lower respiratory tract infection

 
 
Lung cancer 

 
 



Pancreatic cancer

 
 
Colorectal cancer 

 
 
Breast cancer 

 
 



Falls

 
 
Lower back pain 



Diabetes: 
Please see separate pdf file (Supplement Materials 2). 
 
 
Preventive interventions other than zoster vaccination1 
1 ICD-10 codes are not applicable for these interventions. 
 
Influenza vaccination 

 
 
Pneumococcal vaccination (PPV-23) 

 
 
Statin use 

 
 
Use of antihypertensive medications 
Please see separate pdf file (Supplement Materials 2). 
 
Breast cancer screening 

 
 



Figs. S1 to S16  
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A) No discontinuity in past ischemic 
 heart disease diagnoses
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B) No discontinuity in past COPD 
 diagnoses
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C) No discontinuity in past strokes
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D) No discontinuity in past lower 
 respiratory tract infections
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E) No discontinuity in past lung cancer 
 diagnoses
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F) No discontinuity in past falls



 

Fig. S1: There is exchangeability at baseline across the date-of-birth eligibility cutoff for the ten (other than dementia) leading causes of disability-adjusted life 
years and mortality in Wales in 2019.1,2 

1 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
2 The analysis of breast cancer diagnoses was restricted to women only. 
Abbreviations: Coef=coefficient; CI=confidence interval; COPD=chronic obstructive pulmonary disease  
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G) No discontinuity in past colorectal 
 cancer diagnoses
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H) No discontinuity in past diabetes 
 diagnoses
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I) No discontinuity in past lower back 
 pain
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J) No discontinuity in past pancreatic 
 cancer diagnoses
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K) No discontinuity in past breast 
 cancer diagnoses



 

Fig. S2: No abrupt change at the date-of-birth eligibility cutoff in the probability of having taken up preventive health measures before the start date of the zoster 
vaccine program.1,2,3 

1 Panels A, B, and C are also shown in Fig. 1 in the main manuscript. They have been repeated here for comprehensiveness as flu vaccine uptake, PPV uptake, and statin use also constitute 
preventive health measures.  
2 Breast cancer screening participation was defined as having a record of referral to, attendance at, or a report from “breast cancer screening” or mammography. The analysis of breast cancer 
screening participation was restricted to women only. 
3 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
Abbreviations: PPV=pneumococcal polysaccharide vaccine.  
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A) No discontinuity in past flu vaccine 
 uptake
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C) No discontinuity in past statin 
 use
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D) No discontinuity in past 
 antihypertensive use
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E) No discontinuity in past breast 
 cancer screening participation



 
Fig. S3:  Effect estimates of being eligible (A) and having received the zoster vaccine (B and C) on having at least one shingles diagnosis using local squared 
regression instead of local linear regression.1,2,3,4,5 

1 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification. 
2 Red (as opposed to white) fillings denote statistical significance (p<0.05).  
3 With “grace periods” we refer to time periods since the index date after which follow-up time is considered to begin to allow for the time needed for a full immune response to develop after 
vaccine administration.    
4 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
5 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
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B) Effect of the zoster vaccine on shingles across different 
follow−up periods
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C) Consistent effect of the zoster vaccine on shingles 
across different grace periods



 

Fig. S4:  Point estimates for the effect of the zoster vaccine on at least one shingles diagnosis and new dementia diagnoses across different bandwidth 
specifications.1,2,3,4,5 

1 The bandwidth is the window (in weeks) in participants’ date of birth that is drawn around the September 2 1933 eligibility threshold. The shorter the bandwidth is, the wider is the 95% 
confidence interval. 
2 95% confidence intervals are not symmetrical around the point estimate because we used robust bias-corrected confidence intervals1. 
3 The MSE-optimal bandwidth is 90.6 and 93.0 weeks on either side of the threshold for the dementia and shingles outcome, respectively. 
4 White points depict statistically insignificant point estimates (p>0.05). 
5 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
Abbreviations: MSE=mean-squared error 
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Fig. S5:  Effect estimates of being eligible (A) and having received the zoster vaccine (B and C) on having at least one diagnosis of postherpetic neuralgia 
(PHN) during the follow-up period.1,2,3,4,5  
1 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification. 
2 Red (as opposed to white) fillings denote statistical significance (p<0.05).  
3 With “grace periods” we refer to time periods since the index date after which follow-up time is considered to begin to allow for the time needed for a full immune response to develop after 
vaccine administration.    
4 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
5 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
Abbreviations: PHN=postherpetic neuralgia 
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Fig. S6: Effect estimates of being eligible (A) and having received the zoster vaccine (B and C) on new diagnoses of dementia using local squared regression 
instead of local linear regression.1,2,3,4,5 

1 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification. 
2 Red (as opposed to white) fillings denote statistical significance (p<0.05).  
3 With “grace periods” we refer to time periods since the index date after which follow-up time is considered to begin to allow for the time needed for a full immune response to develop after 
vaccine administration.    
4 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
5 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
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C) No effect on strokes
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E) No effect on lung cancer diagnoses
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Fig. S7: No statistically significant effects of being eligible for the zoster vaccine on each of the ten (other than dementia) leading causes of disability-adjusted 
life years and mortality in Wales.1,2,3 

1 These analyses used the same follow-up period (September 2 1933 to September 1 2020) as our primary analyses for dementia shown in the main manuscript. 
2 The analysis of breast cancer diagnoses was restricted to women only. 
3 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
Abbreviations: Coef=coefficient; CI=confidence interval; COPD=chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 

older age younger age

Coef: 0.1
 95% CI [−0.5,0.7]

0

10

20

30

−156 −104 −52 0 52 104 156
Week of birth (relative to Sept 2 1933)

H
ad

 a
 n

ew
 c

ol
or

ec
ta

l c
an

ce
r d

ia
gn

os
is

 
 a

fte
r p

ro
gr

am
 s

ta
rt 

(%
)

G) No effect on colorectal cancer 
 diagnoses

older age younger age

Coef: −0.1
 95% CI [−1.2,0.9]

0

10

20

30

−156 −104 −52 0 52 104 156
Week of birth (relative to Sept 2 1933)

H
ad

 a
 n

ew
 d

ia
be

te
s 

di
ag

no
si

s 
 a

fte
r p

ro
gr

am
 s

ta
rt 

(%
)

H) No effect on diabetes diagnoses
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I) No effect on lower back pain
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Fig. S8: No statistically significant effects of being eligible for the zoster vaccine on preventive health actions.1,2,3 

1 These analyses used the same follow-up period (September 2 1933 to September 1 2020) as our primary analyses with dementia as an outcome.  
2 Breast cancer screening participation was defined as having a record of referral to, attendance at, or a report from “breast cancer screening” or mammography. The analysis of breast cancer 
screening participation was restricted to women only. 
3 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth.  
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A) No effect on flu vaccine uptake
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Fig. S9: The September 2 date-of-birth threshold only has an effect on the occurrence of dementia over a five-year follow-up period in the year (2013) for 
which that date was used as eligibility threshold for zoster vaccination.1,2,3,4 

1 This analysis implements the identical analysis as for September 1 2013 (the date on which the zoster vaccine program started), for September 1 of each of the three years prior to and after 
2013. For example, when moving the start date of the program to “-2” (i.e., September 1 2011), we started the follow-up period on September 1 2011 and compared individuals around the 
September 2 1931 eligibility threshold. The purpose of this analysis is to verify that the day-month (i.e., September 2) cutoff used for zoster vaccine eligibility was not also used for other 
interventions that affect dementia risk. 
2 This analysis used a five-year follow-up period to allow each comparison to have the same length of follow-up. 
3 White points depict statistically insignificant point estimates (p>0.05). 
4 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
  



 

Fig. S10: The September 2 date-of-birth threshold only has an effect on the occurrence of dementia over a seven-year follow-up period in the year (2013) for 
which that date was used as eligibility threshold for zoster vaccination.1,2,3 

1 This analysis implements the identical analysis as for September 1 2013 (the date on which the zoster vaccine program started), for September 1 of each of the six years preceding 2013. For 
example, when moving the start date of the program to “-2” (i.e., September 1 2011), we started the follow-up period on September 1 2011 and compared individuals around the September 2 
1931 eligibility threshold. The purpose of this analysis is to verify that the day-month (i.e., September 2) cutoff used for zoster vaccine eligibility was not also used for other interventions that 
affect dementia risk. 
2 White points depict statistically insignificant point estimates (p>0.05). 
3 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
  



  

Fig. S11: No effects on new diagnoses of dementia diagnosed in the seven years prior to the start of the zoster vaccine program (i.e., between September 1 
2006 to August 31 2013).1,2,3,4,5,6 

1 This figure shows the results from the identical analysis as implemented for our primary analysis (for which the results are shown in Fig. 3 in the main manuscript) except that we followed 
individuals from September 1 2006 to August 31 2013 instead of from September 1 2013 to August 31 2020. This analysis thus compares the exact same date-of-birth cohorts to each other and 
has the same length of follow-up as our primary analysis, but uses the seven years prior to the start of the zoster vaccine rollout as follow-up period instead of the seven years after program 
start. The purpose of this analysis is to verify that the same date-of-birth eligibility date used for zoster vaccine eligibility was not used for other interventions in the past that affect dementia risk. 
2 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification. 
3 Red (as opposed to white) fillings denote statistical significance (p<0.05).  
4 With “grace periods” we refer to time periods since the index date after which follow-up time is considered to begin to allow for the time needed for a full immune response to develop after 
vaccine administration.    
5 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
6 Grey dots in Panel A show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth.  
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Fig. S12: The magnitude of the abrupt change in vaccine uptake at the September 2 1933 date-of-birth eligibility threshold was similar between men and 
women.1 
1 Grey dots show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth. 
Abbreviations: Coef=coefficient; CI=confidence interval 
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Fig. S13: Effect estimates of being eligible (A) and having received the zoster vaccine (B and C) on new diagnoses of dementia, taking into account the 
staggered roll-out and controlling for cohort fixed effects.1,2,3,4,5,6 

1 Instead of starting the follow-up period for all individuals on September 1 2013, we adjusted the follow-up period to account for the staggered rollout of the program by beginning the follow-up 
period for each individual on the date on which they first became eligible for the zoster vaccine (see Methods for details). We added cohort fixed effects to these analyses to control for between-
cohort differences of the date at which the follow-up window started. That is, we defined one cohort fixed effect for ineligible individuals and the first catch-up cohort and included additional 
cohort fixed effects for each group of patients who became eligible at the same time. 
2 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification. 
3 Red (as opposed to white) fillings denote statistical significance (p<0.05).  
4 With “grace periods” we refer to time periods since the index date after which follow-up time is considered to begin to allow for the time needed for a full immune response to develop after 
vaccine administration.    
5 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
6 Grey dots in Panel A show the mean value for each 10-week increment in week of birth.   
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Fig. S14: Histogram showing the number of individuals in our dataset by week of birth.1 

1 As detailed in the Methods, individuals in week 0 were excluded from our dataset because it was not possible to determine whether they fell above or below the date-of-birth eligibility threshold 
for the zoster vaccine program. 
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Fig. S15: Effect estimates of being eligible for the zoster vaccine on the probability of a new dementia 
diagnosis, having at least one shingles diagnosis, and having at least one diagnosis of postherpetic 
neuralgia across various follow-up periods.1,2,3,4 
1 We show the same plots for the effect estimates of receipt of the zoster vaccine (as opposed to eligibility for the vaccine) in the 
main manuscript. 
2 White points depict statistically insignificant point estimates (p>0.05). 
3 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
4 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification. 
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Fig. S16: Effect estimates of being eligible for the zoster vaccine on the probability of a new dementia 
diagnosis, having at least one shingles diagnosis, and having at least one diagnosis of postherpetic 
neuralgia across various grace periods.1,2,3,4,5 

1 With “grace periods” we refer to time periods since the index date after which follow-up time is considered to begin to allow for the 
time needed for a full immune response to develop after vaccine administration. 
2 We show the same plots for the effect estimates of receipt of the zoster vaccine (as opposed to eligibility for the vaccine) in the 
main manuscript. 
3 White points depict statistically insignificant point estimates (p>0.05). 
4 Grey vertical bars depict 95% confidence intervals. 
5 Triangles (rather than points) depict our primary specification.  
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Tables S1 to S4 

Variable % N  
Decile of Welsh Index of Multiple Deprivation, mean (SD) 5.8 (2.8)  
 1 (most deprived) 7.9 22,242 
 2 9.0 25,420 
 3 9.2 26,079 
 4 9.8 27,741 
 5 10.7 30,356 
 6 10.8 30,555 
 7 10.0 28,205 
 8 10.5 29,697 
 9 10.6 29,875 
 10 (least deprived) 11.5 32,347 
Gender   
 Male 45.4 128,322 
 Female 54.6 154,218 
Clinical diagnoses   
 Past shingles 12.2 34,540 
 Ischemic heart disease 16.3 46,025 
 Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 11.9 33,511 
 Past stroke 7.6 21,454 
 Past lower respiratory tract infection 51.8 146,391 
 History of lung cancer 0.5 1,402 
 Past fall(s) 19.0 53,596 
 History of colorectal cancer 2.2 6,318 
 History of lower back pain 45.1 127,518 
 Diabetes mellitus 19.7 55,666 
Uptake of preventive health measures   
 Pneumococcal vaccine (PPV-23) 70.7 199,841 
 Recent statin use 43.6 123,200 
  Recent antihypertensive use 59.1 167,093 
  

  

Table S1: Baseline characteristics of the cohort of individuals in our primary analyses for dementia 
(n=282,541).1,2,3,4,5 

1 The baseline date was September 1 2013. 
2 Recent use of statins and antihypertensive drugs was defined as having received a prescription (whether new or repeat) of these 
medications within three months prior to September 1 2013. 
3 The clinical codes for all diagnoses are shown in Text S1. 
4 Deciles of the Welsh Index of Multiple Deprivation (WIMD) were calculated based on the 2011 WIMD survey2.  
5 24 and 1 individuals had missing information for the WIMD and gender, respectively.  
  



                
 Type of dementia 
 Any type  Alzheimer's  Vascular  Unspecified 

  (1)   (2)   (3)   (4) 
CACE (% points) -3.5  -1.3  -1.1  -1.0 
95% CI (-7.1, -0.6)  (-3.8, 0.8)  (-3.2, 0.7)  (-3.1,1.0) 
p 0.019  0.189  0.212  0.336 
Relative effect (%) -19.9  -17.9  -18.8  -19.1 
Bandwidth (in weeks) 90.6  87.4  89.3  84.2 
Observations 56,098  54,205  55,139  51,985 

        

ITT (% points) -1.3  -0.6  -0.3  -0.5 
95% CI (-2.7, -0.2)  (-1.7, 0.2)  (-1.2, 0.4)  (-1.3, 0.3) 
p 0.022  0.11  0.36  0.193 
Relative effect (%) -8.5  -9.9  -6.1  -9.8 
Bandwidth (in weeks) 134.4  108.1  115.3  132.0 
Observations 83,167   66,933   71,440   81,484 

 
Table S2: Effect estimates of being eligible and having received the zoster vaccine on new 
diagnoses of dementia, by type of dementia. The CACE (complier average causal effect) refers to the 
estimated effect of actually receiving the zoster vaccine rather than merely being eligible for the vaccine. 
The ITT (intent-to-treat) effect refers to the estimated effect of being eligible for the zoster vaccine. The 
bandwidth is the window (in weeks) in participants’ date of birth that is drawn around the September 2 1933 
eligibility threshold. We used mean-squared error (MSE) optimal bandwidths3. Observations refer to the 
numbers of observations within the MSE-optimal bandwidth. 
Abbreviations: CACE=complier average causal effect (i.e., the estimated effect of actually receiving the zoster vaccine rather than 
merely being eligible for the vaccine); ITT=intent-to-treat effect (i.e., the estimated effect of being eligible for the zoster vaccine); 
CI=robust bias-corrected confidence interval; p=p value 

  



 
Table S3: Difference (in percentage points) between women and men in the effect of receipt of the 
zoster vaccine on new diagnoses of dementia, having at least one shingles diagnosis, and having at 
least one diagnosis of postherpetic neuralgia. The CACE (complier average causal effect) refers to the 
estimated effect of actually receiving the zoster vaccine rather than merely being eligible for the vaccine. 
The reference group is women when calculating the difference in CACE. The difference in CACE by gender 
is estimated by running the following instrumental variable model: 

  𝑌! = 𝛼 + 𝛽"𝑉! + 𝛽# ⋅ (𝑊𝑂𝐵! − 𝑐$) + 𝛽%𝐷! ⋅ (𝑊𝑂𝐵! − 𝑐$) + 𝛽&𝑉! ⋅ 𝑀𝐴𝐿𝐸! + 

𝛽' ⋅ (𝑊𝑂𝐵! − 𝑐$) ⋅ 𝑀𝐴𝐿𝐸! + 𝛽(𝐷! ⋅ (𝑊𝑂𝐵! − 𝑐$) ⋅ 𝑀𝐴𝐿𝐸! + 𝜖! 

where i indexes the individual. Y is a binary variable equal to one if an individual experienced the outcome 
(i.e. a new dementia diagnosis, at least one shingles diagnosis, or at least one postherpetic neuralgia 
diagnosis). The binary variable V indicates receipt of the zoster vaccine. The binary variable D indicates 
eligibility for the zoster vaccine (it is, thus, equal to one if an individual was born on or after the cutoff date 
of September 2 1933). The binary variable MALE is equal to one if an individual is recorded as male in the 
electronic health record data. The term (WOB-C0) indicates an individual’s week of birth centered around 
the September 2 1933 eligibility date. The interaction term D*(WOB-C0) allows for the slope of the 
regression line to differ on either side of the date-of-birth eligibility threshold. Adding the terms (WOB-
C0)*MALE and D*(WOB-C0)*MALE allows the slopes to vary by gender. V and V*MALE are instrumented 
by D and D*MALE using two-stage least squares regression. The parameter 𝛽& identifies the gender 
difference in the effect of receipt of the vaccine on the outcome; this is the parameter reported in this table. 
Consistent with our primary regression discontinuity models shown in the main manuscript, we used local 
linear triangular kernel regressions and the MSE-optimal bandwidth sizes from the respective regression 
model (without interaction terms by gender) in our primary analysis. Observations refer to the number of 
observations within the optimal bandwidth. 
Abbreviations: CACE=complier average causal effect (i.e., the estimated effect of actually receiving the zoster vaccine rather than 
merely being eligible for the vaccine); CI=confidence interval; p=p value 
  



 

Table S4: Additional robustness checks. The CACE (complier average causal effect) refers to the 
estimated effect of actually receiving the zoster vaccine rather than merely being eligible for the vaccine. 
The ITT (intent-to-treat) effect refers to the estimated effect of being eligible for the zoster vaccine. 

In (1), we show the results from our primary analysis for comparison (i.e., the identical results as shown in 
Fig. 3 in the main manuscript). In each of the other columns, we implemented the identical analysis as for 
our primary analysis, except for the following differences. 

In (2), we defined dementia solely as dementia being named a primary or contributory cause of death on 
the death certificate. 

In (3), we defined dementia solely as a new prescription of donepezil hydrochloride, galantamine, 
rivastigmine, memantine hydrochloride, or idebenone. 

In (4), we restricted the analysis cohort to only those individuals who had visited their primary care provider 
at least once in each of the five years preceding the start date of the zoster vaccine program. 

In (5), we adjusted our regressions for the following indicators of health service utilization during the follow-
up period: the probability of receiving at least one influenza vaccination and the number of i) primary care 
visits, ii) outpatient visits, and iii) hospital admissions.  

In (6), instead of using September 1 2013 as the index date, we set the index date as the date when each 
date-of-birth cohort first became eligible for the zoster vaccine (see Methods for details) and adjusted our 
regressions for cohort fixed effects. These results are also shown in Fig. S8. 

In (7), we used local squared regression instead of local linear regression. These results are also shown in 
Fig. S10. 

Abbreviations: CACE=complier average causal effect (i.e., the estimated effect of actually receiving the zoster vaccine rather than 
merely being eligible for the vaccine); CI=robust bias-corrected confidence interval; p=p value; ITT=intent-to-treat effect (i.e., the 
estimated effect of being eligible for the zoster vaccine); N=sample size; GP=general practitioner 
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