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Figure S1. Funnel plot for lifetime < 1 vs ≥ 1 hour spent in the sun per day. The outer dashed 
lines indicate the triangular region within which 95% of studies are expected to lie in the absence 
of bias. The solid black line corresponds to the summary effect estimate. The black dots 
correspond to studies included in this analysis (Knight et al. 2007, Anderson et al. 2011, John et 
al. 1999, John et al. 2007, Millen et al. 2009, Engel et al. 2014, Bidgoli & Azarshab 2014, Cauchi 
et al. 2016, Zamoiski et al. 2016). The white dot corresponds to one unpublished study suggested 
by the trim and fill method. 



Figure S2. Funnel plot for ambient UVR exposure. The outer dashed lines indicate the triangular 
region within which 95% of studies are expected to lie in the absence of bias. The solid black line 
corresponds to the summary effect estimate. The black dots correspond to studies included in this 
analysis (Edvardsen et al. 2011, Engel et al., 2011, Anderson et al. 2011, John et al. 1999, Millen 
et al. 2009, Zamoiski et al. 2016, Lin et al. 2012). 
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