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Epidemiology studies (case-control, cohort, time trend and case studies) published since the International
Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) 2011 categorization of radiofrequency radiation (RFR) from mobile
phones and other wireless devices as a possible human carcinogen (Group 2B) are reviewed and summarized.
Glioma is an important human cancer found to be associated with RFR in 9 case-control studies conducted in
Sweden and France, as well as in some other countries. Increasing glioma incidence trends have been reported in
the UK and other countries. Non-malignant endpoints linked include acoustic neuroma (vestibular Schwannoma)
and meningioma. Because they allow more detailed consideration of exposure, case-control studies can be su-
perior to cohort studies or other methods in evaluating potential risks for brain cancer. When considered with
recent animal experimental evidence, the recent epidemiological studies strengthen and support the conclusion
that RFR should be categorized as carcinogenic to humans (IARC Group 1). Opportunistic epidemiological
studies are proposed that can be carried out through cross-sectional analyses of high, medium, and low mobile
phone users with respect to hearing, vision, memory, reaction time, and other indicators that can easily be
assessed through standardized computer-based tests. As exposure data are not uniformly available, billing re-
cords should be used whenever available to corroborate reported exposures.

1. Introduction

With rapidly increasing applications for wireless devices targeting
populations of all ages, exposures to the associated radiofrequency ra-
diation (RFR) are increasing in number and diversity. Radiation sources
include communications devices such as mobile (cell) or cordless
phones, laptops and tablets, baby monitors, wearable devices and as-
sociated infrastructure (e.g. routers, antennae on towers, and dis-
tributed antennae systems (DAS) that can employ directional couplers
or wireless amplifiers to enhance accessibility). Thus, the technology
entails direct and growing personal exposures to an expanding array of
wireless transmitting devices (WTDs).

In 2011, a Working Group of the World Health Organization's
International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) classified RFR as a

possible human carcinogen (Group 2B) (IARC, 2013). In this paper we
review the human epidemiology and some other relevant studies pub-
lished since the IARC Working Group meeting.

1.1. Wireless phone types

The principal sources of exposure of humans to RFR are cell and
cordless phones. The radiated power and technologies for cell phones
have evolved over the years, as summarized in Table 1 (Hardell and
Carlberg, 2015).

2. Case-control studies; glioma

Aydin et al. (2011) reported the results of CEFALO, a multicenter
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