

Supplemental notes for Table 2

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Explanatory notes:
Bunn, Cohort 1: The number of workers in this “High” exposure study group (referred to as "second study", “Plant B” by Bunn) varies throughout the Bunn study; because our review considered the prevalence of objective neurological findings in workers, we report the number of workers for whom physical exam outcomes are described (n=115, see Table VIII, Bunn).  Although Bunn segregated this group of workers into 3 subgroups according to time spent in chloralkali cell room and described physical exam results accordingly, we could not evaluate this cohort as three separate study groups because Bunn did not report mean UHg levels for each subgroup but only for overall cohort (i.e., all three subgroups combined), therefore we reported the prevalence of PE findings in the overall cohort.
Bunn, Cohort 2: The group of workers designated as “Cohort 2”, in our review corresponds to workers described by Bunn as “Plant A” of “the first study population”.
El-Sadik: Study segregated currently exposed workers into three subgroups by duration of exposure and reported mean UHg levels and neurological findings accordingly.  Included in our review were findings from two groups of workers with duration of exposure >6 months (Tables II and III, in El Sadik), but not from a third group of workers exposed <6 months (Table I) whose minimum duration was not described.  For reasons explained in Supplemental study notes for ST-1, exposure category was based on UHg estimated from reported AirHg data; thus we combined these two groups and reported the overall prevalence of PE findings. 
Gunther: In this prospective study, the number of workers participating in each of 4 exam periods is given as a range; the emboldened number indicates the number of workers that participated in all 4 exams.
West: West presented individual-level exposure and outcome data for 22 “exposed workers” (described in Tables II and III of West). Our review was limited to findings from workers employed ≥3 months in the “mills” (n=14), but did not include findings from “underground miners or maintenance personnel” to avoid possible misclassification of exposure; miners had abnormal Hg exposure due to a prolonged underground mine fire, while maintenance workers were described as having only “intermittent exposures”. 
 



