Table S5. Risk of bias assessment of cohort and cross-sectional studies and the authors’ judgements about each downgraded study.
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Cohort study
Probably Definitely not.
Kamel et Probably not. Definitely not. Definitely not. not. Major co-
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Cross-sectional study
Definitely not.
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Engel et . y not. follow-up period, The variable “duration of Only sectional _ Major ¢
occupations vs. Self-reported . ” . . Probably yes. ; . . , interventions
al. 2001 since the exposures | exposure” was not considered in parkinsonism | studies don’t
non-exposed exposure. . X : were not
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All answers as: definitely yes (low risk of bias), probably yes, probably not, definitely not (high risk of bias).




