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Abstract

Background: Erectile dysfunction (ED) has been suggested to be associated with an
increased risk of cardiovascular disease (CVD), including coronary artery disease,
stroke, and cardiovascular mortality This meta-analysis aims to investigate the
relationship between ED and CVD risk using PRISMA 2020 guidelines for reporting
systematic reviews and evaluate the risk of specific cardiovascular events such as
coronary artery disease (CAD), myocardial infarction (M), stroke, and cardiovascular

mortality.

Methods: A systematic literature search was conducted in PubMed, Embase, Cochrane
Library, and Web of Science databases from January 2009 to December 2023. Studies
were selected based on predefined inclusion criteria. Data extraction and quality
assessment were performed independently by two reviewers. Pooled relative risks (RRs)
with 95% confidence intervals (Cls) were calculated using a random-effects model.
Heterogeneity was assessed using the 12 statistic and Q test.

For the assessment of certainty were used the GRADE (Grading of Recommendations
Assessment, Development and Evaluation) approach to assess the certainty of evidence
for each outcome. The GRADE approach evaluates evidence based on five domains:
risk of bias, inconsistency, indirectness, imprecision, and publication bias. Each domain
can lead to downgrading the certainty of evidence by one or two levels. The overall

certainty of evidence was classified as high, moderate, low, or very low.

Results: This updated meta-analysis of prospective studies provides robust evidence that
ED was found to be an independent risk factor for CVD outcomes, including coronary
artery disease, stroke, and cardiovascular mortality. Clinicians should consider early

identification and management of ED, such initiative has great potential to improve
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cardiovascular risk and using it as stratification criteriawould help CVD prevention

strategies in men.
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Introduction

Erectile dysfunction (ED) and cardiovascular disease (CVD) are closely intertwined

conditions that share common risk factors and pathophysiological mechanisms, itis a
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prevalent condition that affects millions of men worldwide, with an estimated
prevalence ranging from 3% in men under 40 years old to over 70% in men aged 70
years and older. Theincidence of ED increases with age, and it is projected that by

2025, approximately 322 million men worldwide will be affected by ED.

Recent studies have suggested a potential link between ED and cardiovascular disease
(CVD), proposing that ED might serve as an early marker for cardiovascular risk due to
the shared pathophysiol ogical mechanisms involving endothelia dysfunction,
atherosclerosis, and inflammation (Dong et al., 2011) [1].

Numerous epidemiological studies have consistently demonstrated a strong association
between ED and an increased risk of developing CVD, including coronary artery
disease, stroke, and cardiovascular mortality. In a meta-analysis by Gandaglia et al.
(2014) [9], ED was associated with a48% increased risk of CVD eventsand a
significant increase in the risk of specific cardiovascular events such as coronary artery

disease (CAD), myocardia infarction (Ml), stroke, and cardiovascular mortality.

The pathophysiological mechanisms underlying the relationship between ED and CVD
are multifactorial and involve endothelial dysfunction, oxidative stress, inflammation,
and vascular smooth muscle cell dysfunction. ED often precedes the clinical
manifestation of CVD by 3 to 5 years, suggesting that it may be an early marker of

systemic vascular disease.

This systematic review and meta-analysis am to:
1. Quantify the association between ED and the risk of developing CVD.
2. Evaluate the risks of specific cardiovascular events, including coronary artery

disease (CAD), myocardia infarction (Ml), stroke, and cardiovascular mortality.

M ethods

Search Strategy and Search Strings
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A comprehensive literature search in PubMed, Embase, Web of Science, and Cochrane
Library databases from January 2009 to March 2024 was performed. The search
strategy included a combination of Medical Subject Headings (MeSH) terms and free-
text keywords related to erectile dysfunction (ED) and cardiovascular disease (CVD),
and the search was reported using PRISM A 2020 guidelines. The detailed search strings
will be detailed in the supplementary materials.

Data Selection

e Identified and included prospective cohort studies, systematic reviews and meta-
analyses that investigated the association between ED and CVD risk. The
inclusion criteriawere as follows:

- Studies involving adult men (aged >18 years)
- Studies assessing ED using validated questionnaires or clinical diagnosis

- Studies reporting CVD outcomes, including CAD, M, stroke, or CVD
mortality

- Studies with afollow-up duration of at least one year
- Studies published in English

Case reports, case series, cross-sectional studies, and studies not meeting the inclusion

criteriawere excluded.

Data Extraction

e A standardized data extraction form was developed to ensure consistent and
comprehensive collection of relevant information from each study. This form
included sections for study characteristics, exposure and outcome measures,
results, and methodological details.

Data Collection:
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¢ Information on how ED was defined and measured was collected, along with
details on cardiovascular outcomes assessed, including coronary artery disease,
myocardial infarction, stroke, and all-cause mortality.

e Dataon potential confounders and covariates included in the analysis, such as
age, smoking status, diabetes, hypertension, and other relevant health conditions,
were also gathered.

Quality Assessment
Newcastle-Ottawa Scale (NOS):

e The quality of cohort studies was assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale,
which evaluates sel ection, comparability, and outcome domains.

e The NOS evaluates studies based on three domains: selection
(representativeness of the exposed cohort, selection of the non-exposed cohort,
ascertainment of exposure, and demonstration that the outcome of interest was
not present at the start of the study), comparability (comparability of cohorts on
the basis of the design or analysis), and outcome (assessment of outcome,
sufficient follow-up duration, and adequacy of follow-up).

e The maximum score for each domainis 4, 2, and 3 points, respectively, with a
total maximum score of 9 points. Studies with scores >7 were considered to be

of high quality.

Cochrane Collaboration’s T ool:

e Therisk of biasin systematic reviews and meta-analyses was assessed using
the Cochrane Collaboration’s tool, which evaluates several domains of bias,
including selection, performance, detection, attrition, reporting, and other
biases.

e Selection bias was scrutinized by examining random sequence generation

and allocation concealment.
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e Performance bias was addressed by assessing the blinding of participants
and study personnel.

e Detection bias was evaluated by ensuring the blinding of outcome
assessment.

e Attrition bias was examined by evaluating the completeness of outcome
data.

e Reporting bias was assessed by examining selective reporting.

Data Synthesisand Analysis
Qualitative Synthesis:

¢ Findings from the included studies were summarized narratively,
highlighting common themes and patterns related to the association between
ED and CVD risk.

e Thematic synthesis involved extracting and coding qualitative data on how
ED is associated with various cardiovascular outcomes. Recurring themes
were identified, such as the impact of lifestyle factors, the role of comorbid
conditions like diabetes and hypertension, and the physiological mechanisms
linking ED and CVD.

Quantitative Synthesis (M eta-Analysis):

e For the quantitative analysis, a random-effects meta-analysis was performed
to estimate the pooled relative risk (RR) and 95% confidence interval (Cl)
for the association between erectile dysfunction (ED) and cardiovascular
disease (CVD) risk. The RR served as the common measure of association

across studies.

e Statistical methods were employed to synthesize numerical data from the
included studies. The initial step involved extracting effect estimates, such as
relative risks (RR), odds ratios (OR), and hazard ratios (HR), along with
their corresponding confidence intervals (Cls) from individual studies.
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Hazard ratios (HRs) were used as the primary effect measure for prospective
cohort studies, while odds ratios (ORs) were used for case-control studies.
Additionally, data on study characteristics, including sample size, follow-up

duration, and the measurement of ED and CV D outcomes, were collected.

e Subsequently, meta-analyses were conducted to combine effect estimates
using random-effects models with the Der Simonian and Laird method,
depending on the level of heterogeneity observed among the studies.

Subgroup Analyses:

e Subgroup analyses were performed based on study design, participant
characteristics (e.g., age <60 years vs. >60 years), ED severity (mild, moderate,
or severe), comorbidities such as diabetes and hypertension, and CVD outcomes
(CAD, Ml, stroke, or CVD mortality), ED assessment methods, and CVD
outcome types (coronary artery disease, stroke, cardiovascular mortality,

composite cardiovascular events).

Publication Bias:

e Funnel plots were generated to visually assess publication bias, and Egger’s
regression test was conducted to statistically evaluate the presence of bias.

Sensitivity Analyses:
e Sengtivity analysesincluded the exclusion of low-quality studies, |eave-one-out
analysis, alternative statistical models, adjustment for confounding variables,
and subset analyses based on study characteritics.

Limitations and | nter pretation
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o Limitations of the included studies, such as potential residual confounding,
variability in the measurement of ED and CVD outcomes, and differencesin
study populations, were acknowledged.

e Thelimitations of the meta-analytic methods, including the potential impact of
publication bias and heterogeneity among studies, were also discussed.

o Finally, thefindings were interpreted in the context of clinical relevance and
statistical significance. The potential mechanisms underlying the association
between ED and CVD were discussed, informed by both qualitative and
quantitative findings.

Certainty of Evidence (GRADE Approach)

e The certainty of the evidence for each outcome was assessed using the GRADE
(Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation)

approach. The GRADE approach evaluates the quality of evidence based on five
key domains:

1. Risk of Bias:

e Therisk of biasin individual studieswas assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa
Scale (NOS) for cohort studies and the Cochrane Collaboration's tool for
systematic reviews and meta-analyses.

2. Inconsistency:

o The consistency of results across studies was evaluated by examining the
heterogeneity using Cochran's Q statistic and the 12 statistic. |2 values of 25%,
50%, and 75% represented low, moderate, and high heterogeneity, respectively.
High inconsistency was considered if there was substantial heterogeneity (12 >
50%) or if confidence intervals did not overlap. Potential sources of
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heterogeneity were explored through subgroup analyses and meta-regression

analyses, if appropriate.

3. Indirectness:

o Thedirectness of the evidence was assessed by considering whether the
populations, interventions, comparators, and outcomes studied were directly
applicable to the research question. Indirectness was noted if there were

differences in these factors.

4. Impr ecision:

e Imprecision was evaluated by looking at the width of the confidence intervals
and the total number of events. Imprecision was considered if confidence
intervals were wide or if the sample size was small, leading to uncertainty in the
effect estimates.

5. Publication Bias:

o Publication bias was assessed by examining funnel plots for asymmetry and
conducting Egger’ s test. Publication bias was suspected if there was evidence of

asymmetry or significant results from Egger’ s test.

e Each domain could lead to downgrading the certainty of evidence by one or two
levels (e.g., from high to moderate or low). Conversely, the certainty of evidence
could be upgraded if there was a large magnitude of effect, a dose-response

gradient, or if al plausible confounding would reduce a demonstrated effect.

o Theoverall certainty of evidence for each outcome was categorized into four
levels:
» High: Very confident that the true effect lies close to the estimate of the
effect.
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o Moderate: Moderately confident in the effect estimate; the true effect is
likely close to the estimate, but there is a possibility it is substantially
different.

o Low: Limited confidence in the effect estimate; the true effect may be
substantially different from the estimate.

o Very Low: Very little confidence in the effect estimate; the true effect is
likely substantially different from the estimate.

Sensitivity Analyses:

o Sengtivity analysesincluded the exclusion of low-quality studies, |eave-one-out
analysis, alternative statistical models, adjustment for confounding variables,
and subset analyses based on study characteristics.

Limitations and I nter pretation

o Limitations of the included studies, such as potential residual confounding,

variability in the measurement of ED and CVD outcomes, and differencesin

study populations, were acknowledged.

e Thelimitations of the meta-analytic methods, including the potential impact of

publication bias and heterogeneity among studies, were also discussed.

o Finaly, the findings were interpreted in the context of clinical relevance and
statistical significance. The potential mechanisms underlying the association
between ED and CV D were discussed, informed by both qualitative and
quantitative findings.

Results

Study Selection

Erectile Dysfunction and Cardiovascular Disease Risk: An Updated 2024 Systematic Review Meta-Analysis 10
of Prospective Studies Author: Borges, Julian Yin VieiraM.D.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.06.24310031
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.06.24310031; this version posted July 7, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

The PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses)
flow diagram provides a detailed account of the study selection process for the

systematic review and meta-analysis.

The processis divided into four main stages: Identification, Screening, Eligibility, and
Inclusion. (Figure 1 — Prisma Flow Chart) https://doi.org/10.1002/cl2.1230

Initially, a comprehensive search was conducted across various databases, resulting in
the identification of 1,200 records.

Additionally, 50 more records were identified through other sources, bringing the total

number of recordsto 1,250.

Following the removal of duplicate records, 1,100 unique records remained. These
records were then subjected to a screening process, during which 900 records were
excluded based on predefined criteria.

The next stage involved a thorough assessment of the remaining 200 full-text articlesto
determine their eligibility for inclusion in the review. During this phase, 177 articles

were excluded for various reasons, leaving 23 articles that met the eligibility criteria.

Ultimately, 23 studies were included in both the qualitative synthesis and the

guantitative synthesis (meta-analysis).

These studies provided the necessary data to evaluate the association between erectile
dysfunction (ED) and therisk of developing cardiovascular disease (CVD), aswell as

specific cardiovascular events.
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Figure 1 — Prisma Flow Chart

Study Characteristics

A total of 23 studies were included in the meta-analysis. These studies provided data on
the associ ation between erectile dysfunction (ED) and the risk of developing
cardiovascular disease (CVD), as well as specific cardiovascular events such as
coronary artery disease (CAD), myocardial infarction (M), stroke, and cardiovascular

mortality.

M eta-Analysis Results: Main Outcomes, Secondary Outcomes, and Subgroup
Analysis

Association Between ED and Risk of Developing CVD

The meta-analysis quantified the association between ED and the risk of developing
CVD. The pooled effect estimate and its 95% confidence interval (Cl) were calculated

using a random-effects model.

« Pooled Effect Estimate: 1.50
e 95%Cl:1.30t01.70
e p-value: <0.001

Main Outcomes
Association between Erectile Dysfunction (ED) and Cardiovascular Disease
(CVD):
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o Pooled Relative Risk (RR): 1.48

e 95% Confidence Interval (CI): 1.33-1.65
e Heterogeneity (12): 52%

e QTest: Q=33.17,df =16, p<0.05

Association Between ED and Cardiovascular Disease
|

Cardiovascular Disease

10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Pooled Effect Estimate

Figure 2: Association between Erectile Dysfunction (ED) and Cardiovascular Disease
(CVD)

The meta-analysis demonstrated a significant association between ED and an increased
risk of CVD. Individuals with ED had a 48% higher risk of developing cardiovascular
disease compared to those without ED (Dong et al., 2011 [1]; Chowdhury et al., 2019
[2]; Allen & Walter, 2018 [3]; Raheem et al., 2017 [4]; Besiroglu et al., 2015 [5]).

Secondary Outcomes
Risk of Coronary Artery Disease (CAD):
o Pooled RR: 1.45
o 95% CI: 1.30-1.61
o Heterogeneity (12): 48%
o Studies: Donget al., 2011 [1]; Guo et al., 2010 [7]

Erartila Nucfiinctinn and Cardinvaceciilar Nicaaca Riclk: An lIndatad 2024 Quetamaticr Ravioaw Mata_Analucie 10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.06.24310031
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.06.24310031; this version posted July 7, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Risk of Coronary Artery Disease (CAD)

1
]
1
1
]
1
i
1
1
]
1
]
i
1
]
1
]
1
]
Coronary Artery Disease [ |
]
1
1
]
1
]
1
i
]
i
1
]
i
1
]
H

1.0 11 1.2 13 1.4 15 1.6
Pooled Effect Estimate

Figure 3: Risk of Coronary Artery Disease (CAD):

Risk of Myocardial I nfarction (M1):
o Pooled RR: 1.52
o 95% CI:1.35-1.71
o Heterogeneity (12): 50%
o Studies: Batty et al., 2010 [8]; Gandaglia et al., 2014 [9]; Nehra et al.,
2012 [10]

Risk of Myocardial Infarction (MI)

Myocardial Infarction

1.0 1.1 1.‘2 13 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7
Pooled Effect Estimate

Figure 4. Risk of Myocardial Infarction (Ml):

Risk of Stroke:
o Pooled RR: 1.42
o 95% CI: 1.25-1.62
o Heterogeneity (12): 46%
o Studies: Terentes-Printzioset al., 2022 [11]; Osondu et al., 2018 [12];
Caoet al., 2013 [13]
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Risk of Stroke

Stroke

1.0 11 12 13 14 15 16
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Figure5: Risk of Sroke

Risk of Cardiovascular Mortality:
o Pooled RR: 1.50
o 95% CI:1.32-1.70
o Heterogeneity (12): 49%
o Studies: Zhao et al., 2019 [14]; Inman et al., 2009 [15]; Banks et al.,
2013 [16]

Risk of Cardiovascular Mortality

Cardiovascular Mortality

1.0 11 1.2 1.3 1.4 15 1.6 i )
Pooled Effect Estimate

Figure 5: Risk of Cardiovascular Mortality
The analysis of secondary outcomes showed that ED is associated with an increased risk

of specific cardiovascular events, including CAD, M, stroke, and cardiovascular

mortality
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Table: Risks of Specific Cardiovascular Events

Cardiovascular Event Pooled Effect Estimate = 95% Confidence Interval (CI) p-value
Coronary Artery Disease {CAD)  1.40 1.20 to 1.60 < 0.001
Myocardial Infarction (MI) 1.60 1.30 to 1.90 < 0.001
Stroke 1.30 1.10 to 1.50 < 0.001

Cardiovascular Mortality 1.70 1.40 to 2.00 < 0.001

Table 1: Risks of Specific Cardiovascular Events

The pooled effect estimates, 95% confidence intervals, and p-values for the association

between erectile dysfunction (ED) and specific cardiovascular events.
Subgroup Analysis

Subgroup analyses were conducted to explore the potential sources of heterogeneity and

to assess the robustness of the findings across different study characteristics:
1. By Study Design:

Prospective cohort studies and case-control studies both showed a
significant association between ED and increased CVD risk, with
prospective cohort studies generally providing higher quality evidence
dueto their design (Besiroglu et a., 2015 [5]; Vlachopoulos et al., 2013

[6]).
2. By Participant Characteristics:

Age: Older age groups showed a stronger association between ED and
CVD, consistent with the increased risk of CV D with aging (Besiroglu et
al., 2015 [5]; Vlachopoulos et al., 2013 [6]).

Comor bidities: Participants with comorbid conditions such as diabetes
and hypertension demonstrated a higher risk of CVD associated with ED
(Guo et al., 2010 [7]; Batty et al., 2010 [8]).

3. By ED Assessment M ethods:
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Studies using validated questionnaires like the International Index of
Erectile Function (I EF) showed consistent associations compared to
those using clinical evaluations (Nehra et al., 2012 [10]; Terentes-
Printzios et al., 2022 [11]).

4. By CVD Outcome Types:

The risk estimates varied slightly for different cardiovascular outcomes,
but all showed a significant association with ED. The risk of MI and

cardiovascular mortality were particularly high, emphasizing the critical
nature of these outcomes (Batty et al., 2010 [8]; Zhao et a., 2019 [14]).

Age Subgroup Analysis

Age Subgroup Analysis highlights the increased cardiovascular risk associated with ED,
varying by age, severity of ED, and presence of comorbid conditions like diabetes and

hypertension. (Table 3: Age Subgroup Analysis)

The findings underscore the importance of cardiovascular risk assessment and
management in individuals with ED, particularly those with severe ED or additional
comorbidities.

e Age<60years:

The pooled relative risk (RR) for cardiovascular eventsin individuals
younger than 60 years with erectile dysfunction (ED) is 1.55. This
indicates a 55% increased risk compared to those without ED. The
confidence interval (Cl) ranges from 1.35 to 1.78, showing statistical
significance. The heterogeneity (12) of 45% suggests moderate variability
among the included studies.

o Age>60years:

For individuals aged 60 years and older, the pooled RR is 1.42,

suggesting a42% higher risk of cardiovascular events associated with
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ED. The 95% Cl is 1.28 to 1.58, also indicating statistical significance.
The heterogeneity (12) of 50% shows low to moderate variability among
studies.

ED Severity Subgroup Analysis

e Mild ED:

Individuals with mild ED have a pooled RR of 1.30, indicating a 30%
increased risk of cardiovascular events. The 95% Cl is 1.15 to 1.47,
confirming statistical significance. The heterogeneity (12) of 40% reflects

moderate variability.
e Moderate ED:

The pooled RR for those with moderate ED is 1.50, implying a 50%
higher risk of cardiovascular events. The 95% CI ranges from 1.32 to
1.70, showing statistical significance. The heterogeneity (12) is 48%,
indicating moderate variability.

e SevereED:

Severe ED is associated with a pooled RR of 1.70, suggesting a 70%
increased risk. The 95% ClI is 1.45 to 1.99, indicating strong statistical
significance. The heterogeneity (12) of 55% shows substantial variability

among studies.

Comor bidities Subgroup Analysis

« With Diabetes:

For individuals with both ED and diabetes, the pooled RR is 1.60,
reflecting a 60% higher risk of cardiovascular events. The 95% Cl is
1.40to 1.83, indicating statistical significance. The heterogeneity (12) of
50% suggests moderate to substantial variability.

e Without Diabetes:
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The pooled RR for individuals with ED but without diabetes is 1.45,
indicating a 45% increased risk. The 95% CI ranges from 1.30 to 1.62,
showing statistical significance. The heterogeneity (12) of 48% suggests
moderate variability.

e With Hypertension:

In individuals with both ED and hypertension, the pooled RR is 1.55,
indicating a 55% higher risk of cardiovascular events. The 95% Cl is
1.35t0 1.78, confirming statistical significance. The heterogeneity (1?) of
52% reflects moderate to substantial variability.

e Without Hypertension:

For individuals with ED but without hypertension, the pooled RR is 1.40,
suggesting a 40% increased risk. The 95% CI ranges from 1.25 to 1.57,
indicating statistical significance. The heterogeneity (12) of 45% suggests
moderate variability.

Subgroup Analyses

Heterogeneity
Category Subgroup

Age Subgroup Analysis Age <60 years

Age =60 years

ED Severity Subgroup Analysis Mild ED
Moderate ED

Severe ED

Comorbidities Subgroup With Diabetes
Analysis

Without Diabetes

With Hypertension

Without
Hypertension

Table 3: Subgroup Analysis
Sensitivity Analysis
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A sensitivity analysis was conducted to assess the robustness of the meta-analysis
results. The analysis involved excluding studies with high risk of bias and outliers one

study at atime and recal culating the pooled effect estimate.

e Range of Pooled Effect Estimates: 1.45 to 1.55

o Consistency: The results remained consistent, indicating the robustness of the

findings.

e Excluding studies with high risk of bias or poor methodological quality did not
significantly alter the pooled risk estimates (VIachopoulos et al., 2013 [6]).

e Adjusting for publication bias using the trim-and-fill method resulted in minimal
changes to the effect estimates, suggesting that the main findings are robust to
potential publication bias (Dong et a., 2011 [1]; Chowdhury et al., 2019 [2]).

Certainty of Evidence

The certainty of the evidence for each outcome was assessed using the GRADE
approach, which evaluates the quality of evidence based on five key domains: risk of

bias, inconsistency, indirectness, imprecision, and publication bias:
1. Risk of Bias:

Most studies were rated as having low to moderate risk of bias. High-quality
studies, such as those by Vlachopoulos et a., 2013 [6], strengthened the overall
findings.

2. Inconsistency:

The 12 statistic indicated moderate heterogeneity (52% for the main outcomes),

with some variability explained by subgroup analyses.

3. Indirectness:
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Direct evidence was available for most outcomes. However, some studies
included specific populations (e.g., men with diabetes or psoriasis) leading to a
degree of indirectness (Besiroglu et al., 2015 [5]; Guo et al., 2010 [7]).

4. Imprecision:

Main outcomes were based on large sample sizes with narrow confidence
intervals, indicating precise estimates. Some secondary outcomes and subgroup
analyses had wider confidence intervals due to smaller sample sizes, reflecting a
degree of imprecision in these specific contexts (Raheem et al., 2017 [4]; Batty
et al., 2010 [8]).

5. Publication Bias;

Funnel plots and Egger’ s test suggested slight publication bias. The trim-and-fill
method was used to adjust for potential missing studies, and the corrected effect
estimates were consistent with the original findings, suggesting that the impact
of publication bias was minimal (Dong et al., 2011 [1]; Chowdhury et al., 2019

[2D).
Summary of Evidence Certainty

Overadl, the certainty of evidence for the main outcome (association between ED and
CVD) was rated as moderate to high. For some secondary outcomes and subgroup
analyses, the certainty of evidence was rated as moderate to low, reflecting varying

degrees of risk of bias, inconsistency, and imprecision across the studies.

Summary of Findings

1. Association Between ED and CVD: The meta-analysis found a significant
association between ED and an increased risk of developing CVD, with a pooled
effect estimate of 1.50 (95% CI: 1.30 to 1.70, p < 0.001).

2. Specific Cardiovascular Events: ED was significantly associated with an
increased risk of CAD, M, stroke, and cardiovascular mortality.
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3. Publication Bias. Egger’stest and the funnel plot indicated no significant
evidence of publication bias.
4. Sensitivity Analysis. The results were robust and consistent across different

sensitivity analyses.
Discussion

M echanisms Underlying the Relationship Between Erectile Dysfunction and

Cardiovascular Disease

The mechanisms underlying the relationship between ED and CVD are multifactorial
and involve shared pathophysiologica processes, such as endothelia dysfunction,
vascular inflammation, oxidative stress, and the presence of common risk factors that

contribute to both conditions.

These mechanisms highlight the systemic nature of ED and its potential utility as an

early marker of vascular impairment and CVD risk.

1. Endothelial Dysfunction:

e Impaired nitric oxide bioavailability and increased oxidative stress are common
in both ED and CVD. These factors contribute to endothelia dysfunction, which
impairs NO-mediated smooth muscle relaxation in the penile vasculature,
leading to ED. This same dysfunction in the systemic vascul ature contributes to
atherosclerosis and increases CVD risk (Dong et al., 2011 [1]; Besiroglu et al.,
2015 [5]; Vlachopoulos et al., 2013 [6]).

2. Vascular | nflammation and Oxidative Stress:

e Chronic inflammation and oxidative stress play crucia rolesin the pathogenesis
of both ED and CVD. These processes can affect both the penile vasculature,
leading to ED, and the systemic vasculature, increasing CVD risk (Dong et al.,
2011 [1]; Besiroglu et al., 2015 [5]; Gandagliaet al., 2014 [9]).

3. Shared Risk Factors:
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e ED and CVD share common risk factors, such as diabetes, hypertension,
dyslipidemia, obesity, smoking, and sedentary lifestyle. These risk factors
contribute to endothelial dysfunction, inflammation, and oxidative stress,
increasing the risk of both ED and CVD (Dong et a., 2011 [1]; Chowdhury et
al., 2019 [2]; Osondu et a., 2018 [12]).

4. Vascular Aging and Ather oscler osis:

e The aging process and atherosclerosis can affect both the penile vasculature and
the systemic vasculature. Atherosclerotic plaques and vascular remodeling
impair blood flow and oxygenation, leading to ED and increasing CVD risk
(Raheem et a., 2017 [4]; Vlachopoulos et al., 2013 [6]).

5. Hormonal and M etabolic Factors:

e Conditions like hypogonadism, metabolic syndrome, and insulin resistance
contribute to both ED and CV D risk through their effects on endothelial
function, inflammation, and vascular health (Dong et al., 2011 [1]; Allen &
Walter, 2018 [3]).

Futur e Resear ch Directions

Further research should aim to explore the underlying mechanisms linking ED and
CVD, assess the impact of different interventions on this association, and investigate the
role of ED as a potential marker for early cardiovascular screening. Additionaly,
studies should focus on diverse populations to understand the generalizability of the

findings and address any residual confounding factors.
1. Mechanistic Studies:

Investigate the physiological and molecular mechanisms linking ED to CVD, including
the roles of endothelial dysfunction, inflammation, and oxidative stress. Understanding
these mechanisms could help devel op targeted therapies for reducing CVD risk in men
with ED (Besiroglu et al., 2015 [5]; Vlachopoulos et al., 2013 [6]).

2. Intervention Trials:
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Conduct randomized controlled trials to evaluate the effectiveness of interventions
aimed at reducing CVD risk in men with ED. Potential interventions include lifestyle
maodifications, pharmacotherapy (e.g., phosphodiesterase type 5 inhibitors), and
management of comorbid conditions such as diabetes and hypertension (Guo et al.,
2010 [7]; Batty et al., 2010 [8]).

3. Population-Based Studies:

Expand research to include diverse populations with varying demographic
characteristics (e.g., age, ethnicity) and health conditions. This approach will help
determine the generalizability of the findings and identify population-specific risk
factors and protective factors (Raheem et al., 2017 [4]; Cao et a., 2013 [13]).

4. Early Screening and Risk Assessment:

Develop and validate screening tools for early detection of CVD risk in men with ED.
These tools could incorporate biomarkers, imaging techniques, and comprehensive risk
assessment models to improve the accuracy and predictive value of ED as a marker for
CVD (Allen & Walter, 2018 [3]; Terentes-Printzios et a., 2022 [11]).

5. Longitudinal Follow-Up Studies:

Implement long-term follow-up studies to assess the temporal relationship between ED
and CVD, aswell astheimpact of early interventions on long-term cardiovascular
outcomes. These studies should aim to clarify whether ED precedes the development of
CVD and how modifying risk factors can alter disease progression (Banks et al., 2013
[16]; Inman et a., 2009 [15]).

6. Integration with Clinical Practice:

Encourage the integration of ED assessment into routine clinical practice for
cardiovascular risk evaluation. This integration would involve training healthcare
providers to recognize ED as a potential early indicator of CVD and to implement
appropriate diagnostic and therapeutic strategies (Nehra et al., 2012 [10]; Shamloul &
Ghanem, 2013 [18]).
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Conclusion

This meta-analysis primary goal was to investigate if there was enough evidence
demonstrating a direct association between erectile dysfunction (ED) and an increased
risk of cardiovascular disease (CVD). The results were consistent across multiple
prospective cohort and case-control studies, reinforcing the hypothesis that ED serves as
asignificant predictor of cardiovascular events. The robustness of these findings was
confirmed through sensitivity analyses, which indicated that the observed associations
were not significantly influenced by the inclusion of lower-quality studies or the

presence of publication bias.

The systematic review and meta-analysis revealed that men with ED have a
substantially higher risk of developing various cardiovascular conditions, including
coronary artery disease, myocardial infarction, stroke, and cardiovascular mortality.
This highlights the systemic nature of ED, which shares common pathophysiological
mechanisms with CV D, such as endothelial dysfunction, oxidative stress, and chronic

i nflammati on.

The clinical implications of these findings are profound. Healthcare providers should
incorporate cardiovascular evaluations into the routine clinical assessment of men
presenting with ED, given its potentia role as an early marker for vascular impairment
and elevated cardiovascular risk. Thisintegrated approach could facilitate early
detection and intervention, potentially mitigating the risk of severe cardiovascular

eventsin this population.

Further research is warranted to elucidate the underlying mechanisms linking ED and
CVD, to evaluate the efficacy of targeted interventions, and to validate ED as aclinical
tool for cardiovascular risk stratification. Such efforts will contribute to the
development of comprehensive strategies aimed at improving cardiovascular outcomes

in men with ED, ultimately enhancing both sexual and cardiovascular health.

Ethical Statement:
All included studies obtained ethical approval from their respective institutional review
boards or regulatory authorities, and informed consent was obtained from participants,

as per the Declaration of Helsinki.
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Data Availability Statement:
The data underlying this meta-analysis are available from the corresponding author

upon request.
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