Supplemental Figure 1 – Linear regression analysis between BMI and docking time
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BMI = body mass index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 2 – Linear regression analysis between BMI and graft harvesting time
[image: ]
BMI = body mass index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 3 – Linear regression analysis between BMI and total operative time
[image: ]
BMI = body mass index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 4 – Linear regression analysis between BMI and total robotic time
[image: ]
BMI = body mass index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 5 – Linear regression analysis between CR and docking time
[image: ]
CR = cardiothoracic ration; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 6 – Linear regression analysis between CR and graft harvesting time
[image: ]
CR = cardiothoracic ration; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 7 – Linear regression analysis between CR and total operative time
[image: ]
CR = cardiothoracic ration; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 8 – Linear regression analysis between CR and total robotic time
[image: ]
CR = cardiothoracic ration; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing



Supplemental Figure 9 – Linear regression analysis between EuroSCORE II and docking time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 10 – Linear regression analysis between EuroSCORE II and graft harvesting time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 11 – Linear regression analysis between EuroSCORE II and total operative time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 12 – Linear regression analysis between EuroSCORE II and total robotic time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 13 – Linear regression analysis between HI and docking time
[image: ]
HI = Haller Index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 14 – Linear regression analysis between HI and graft harvesting time
[image: ]
HI = Haller Index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 15 – Linear regression analysis between HI and total operative time
[image: ]
HI = Haller Index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 16 – Linear regression analysis between HI and total robotic time
[image: ]
HI = Haller Index; LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 17 – Linear regression analysis between patient number and docking time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 18 – Linear regression analysis between patient number and graft harvesting time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 19 – Linear regression analysis between patient number and total operative time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing


Supplemental Figure 20 – Linear regression analysis between patient number and total robotic time
[image: ]
LOESS = locally estimated scatterplot smoothing
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Trend p-value = 0.359
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Trend p-value = 0.359
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Trend p-value = 0.144
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