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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This explorative review assessed and compared the prevalence of erectile dysfunction (ED) in male healthcare workers and males during the COVID-19 pandemic.
2. A systematic review of major databases from inception to February 2021 was conducted, with a random-effects meta-analysis undertaken.
3. The pooled prevalence of ED in healthcare workers working in a COVID-19 environment was 63.6%, and in non-healthcare workers during the COVID-19 pandemic was 31.9%.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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This article is an explorative review that assesses and compares the prevalence of erectile dysfunction (ED) in male healthcare workers and males during the COVID-19 pandemic. The authors conducted a systematic review of major databases from inception to February 2021, with a random-effects meta-analysis undertaken. The results showed that the pooled prevalence of ED in healthcare workers working in a COVID-19 environment was 63.6%, and in non-healthcare workers during the COVID-19 pandemic was 31.9%. 
The article is generally reliable, as it provides evidence for its claims through a systematic review and meta-analysis of existing literature on the topic, which is considered to be one of the most reliable forms of evidence available. Furthermore, all authors declare no conflict of interest, which further adds to its trustworthiness and reliability. 
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when considering this article’s trustworthiness and reliability. Firstly, it is possible that some studies may have been missed due to language barriers or other factors such as publication bias or selection bias; this could lead to an underestimation or overestimation of the true prevalence rate depending on what studies were included or excluded from analysis. Additionally, it should also be noted that this study only looked at male participants; thus any conclusions drawn may not be applicable to female participants or those who identify as gender nonconforming/nonbinary/transgender/etc., as their experiences may differ significantly from those discussed here due to biological differences between genders as well as social factors such as stigma surrounding sexual health issues for women/nonbinary individuals etc.. Finally, it should also be noted that this study does not explore any potential causes for ED amongst these populations; thus any conclusions drawn about potential causes are purely speculative at this point until further research is conducted on this topic.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Gender differences in erectile dysfunction
· Social stigma surrounding sexual health issues
· Causes of erectile dysfunction
· Publication bias in medical research
· Selection bias in medical research
· Gender nonconforming/nonbinary/transgender/sexual health
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