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In conducting our review, we utilised a framework of questions to help determine the relevance and strengths
and weaknesses of the work as published. This is exemplified using the approach detailed by Young et al. (2009)
[4]. The exemplar given below relates to animal studies (selected to show breadth of chemicals) identified in Table
2 which explored health effects associated with co-exposures to noise and chemicals.
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Table S1. Exemplar of critical appraisal outcomes (applying the Ten Key Questions tool) [4] for literature relevant to the animal studies identified in Table 2.
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