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Some 
concern 

Song [2015] PY PY N Low N N NA NA NA NA Low N N PY PN 
Some 
concerns N N N NA NA Low Y PY PN High High 

Yamaguchi 
[2015] PY PY PN Low N N NA NA NA Y Low PY NA NA NA Low N N N NA NA Low PY PN PN Low 

Some 
concern 

Chughtai 
[2016] Y PY PN Low Y Y PY N PY PY 

Some 
Conce
rn N PN Y PY High N N Y PY PN 

Some 
concern PY PN PN Low High 

Yamaguchi 
[2016] Y Y N Low N Y PY PN PN Y Low Y NA NA NA Low N N PY N NA Low PY PY N High High 

Yoshida 
[2018] Y Y N Low N N NA N NA Y Low Y NA NA NA Low N N N NA NA Low PY N N Low 

Some 
concern 

Hsiao 
[2019] Y N Y High Y Y PY N N PY Low PN PN PN NA Low N N Y PN NA Low Y N N Low Low 

Mitcheson 
[2019] Y Y N Low N N NA NA NA NA Low Y NA NA NA Low N N N NA NA Low Y N N Low High 

 

 



ROBIN-I Complete Evaluations 

Study Type 

Bias Due to Confounding Bias Due to Participant Selection Bias Due to Classification of Intervention 

1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 Judgement 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.5 Judgement 3.1 3.2 3.3 Judgement 

Sand [2006] 
Prospective 
cohort Y N NA N NA Y Y Y Moderate N NA NA Y N Low Y Y PY Moderate 

Hajebrahimi 
[2008] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA N NA N PN NA Serious N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y PY Moderate 

Kubota 
[2011] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA PY Y N N NA Moderate N NA NA Y NA Low Y PY PN Low 

Cardozo 
[2012] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA NA NA N PN NA Serious N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y PN Low 

Balachandra
n [2015] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA N NA NA N NA Serious N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y N Low 

Zachariou 
[2017] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA N NA N N NA Serious N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y N Low 

Schiavi 
[2018] 

Retrospectiv
e analysis Y N NA Y Y N PY PY Moderate Y PN PY Y N Serious Y N PN Moderate 

Zachariou 
[2018] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA PY Y N N NA Serious N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y PN Low 

Cakir [2019] Case-control Y N NA PY PY N PY PY Moderate N NA NA Y NA Low N Y N Moderate 

Gubbiotti 
[2019] 

Prospective 
cohort Y N NA NI NA NI Y Y Moderate N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y N Low 

Sönmez 
[2020] 

Prospective 
cohort PN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Low N NA NA Y NA Low Y Y PN Low 

Lin [2021] Case-control Y N NA PN NA N PN NA Serious N NA NA Y NA Low PN Y PN Moderate 

 



Study Type 

Bias from Deviations from Intervention Bias Due to Missing Data Bias in Outcomes Measurements 

4.1 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.5 4.6 Judgement 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.4 5.5 Judgement 6.1 6.2 6.3 6.4 Judgement 

Sand [2006] 
Prospective 
cohort     NA Y PN PY Moderate N N PN NA PY Moderate N Y NA PN Moderate 

Hajebrahimi 
[2008] 

Prospective 
cohort     NA Y Y NA Low Y N N NA NA Low PY Y NA N Moderate 

Kubota 
[2011] 

Prospective 
cohort     NA Y Y NA Low Y N N NA NA Low PY Y NA N Moderate 

Cardozo 
[2012] 

Prospective 
cohort     NA PY PN N Serious Y N N NA NA Low N PY NA N Moderate 

Balachandra
n [2015] 

Prospective 
cohort     N PY N N Serious Y N N NA NA Low N Y NA N Moderate 

Zachariou 
[2017] 

Prospective 
cohort     N Y PY N Serious PN N N Y PY Moderate PY Y PY N Moderate 

Schiavi 
[2018] 

Retrospectiv
e analysis     PN PY PY PY Moderate Y N N NA NA Low N Y Y N Moderate 

Zachariou 
[2018] 

Prospective 
cohort     N Y PY N Serious PN N N N N Serious PY Y Y N Moderate 

Cakir [2019] Case-control     PN PY PY Y Moderate Y N N NA NA Low PY Y Y N Moderate 

Gubbiotti 
[2019] 

Prospective 
cohort     NA Y Y NA Low Y N N NA NA Low N Y NA N Moderate 

Sönmez 
[2020] 

Prospective 
cohort     PY Y PY NA Low Y N N NA NA Low PY Y Y N Moderate 

Lin [2021] Case-control     N N PY Y Moderate Y N N NA NA Low PY Y Y N Moderate 

 

  



Study Type 

Bias in Selection of Reported 
Results 

Risk of Bias in Reporting 
Sexual Function  Study 

Summary Table 
 

7.1 7.2 7.3 Judgement 1.   
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

 

Sand [2006] 
Prospective 
cohort N PN PY Low Moderate  Sand [2006] M L M M M M L M Underreporting of PR 

Hajebrahimi 
[2008] 

Prospective 
cohort N N N Low Low  Hajebrahimi [2008] S L M L L M L L Data complete 

Kubota 
[2011] 

Prospective 
cohort N PY N Moderate Serious  Kubota [2011] M L L L L M M S 

Data missing; only graphic 
representation 

Cardozo 
[2012] 

Prospective 
cohort N N N Low Moderate  Cardozo [2012] S L L S L M L M No baseline 

Balachandra
n [2015] 

Prospective 
cohort N N N Low Moderate  

Balachandran 
[2015] S L L S L M L M Multiple analysis 

Zachariou 
[2017] 

Prospective 
cohort N N N Low Low  Zachariou [2017] S L L S M M L L Data complete 

Schiavi 
[2018] 

Retrospectiv
e analysis N N N Low Moderate  Schiavi [2018] M S M M L M L M 

Multiple analysis; 
retrospective 

Zachariou 
[2018] 

Prospective 
cohort N Y N Moderate Low  Zachariou [2018] S L L S S M M L Data complete 

Cakir [2019] Case-control N N N Low Low  Cakir [2019] M L M M L M L L Data complete 

Gubbiotti 
[2019] 

Prospective 
cohort N N N Low Low  Gubbiotti [2019] M L L L L M L L Data complete 

Sönmez 
[2020] 

Prospective 
cohort N N N Low Low  Sönmez [2020] L L L L L M L L Data complete 

Lin [2021] Case-control N N Y Moderate Moderate  Lin [2021] S L M M L M M M Missing data 

 

 


