Supplementary File 2. Metanalyses.
Prevalence meta-analysis: FSFI – TOTAL.
Method: Stuart-Ord (inverse double arcsine square root)
	Stratum
	Responding
	Total
	

	1
	140
	182
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	54
	96
	Fausto et al. 2023

	3
	247
	405
	Nazarpour S et al. 2017

	4
	134
	186
	Ling J, Wang Y-H 2023

	5
	224
	282
	Andac et al., 2017

	6
	494
	572
	Yanikkerem et al., 2018

	7
	43
	143
	Mundhra et al., 2024

	8
	78
	111
	Dombek et al., 2016

	9
	66
	179
	Pérez-López et al., 2012

	10
	1370
	5391
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	11
	118
	335
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	12
	248
	370
	Cabral et al., 2012

	13
	260
	317
	Gozuyesil et al., 2018

	14
	248
	370
	Cabral et al., 2013

	15
	243
	380
	[bookmark: _Hlk195717587]Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Proportion
	95% CI (exact)
	

	1
	0,769231
	0,70114
	0,828335
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,5625
	0,457461
	0,663577
	Fausto et al. 2023

	3
	0,609877
	0,560474
	0,657661
	Nazarpour S et al. 2017

	4
	0,72043
	0,650065
	0,783622
	Ling J, Wang Y-H, 2023

	5
	0,794326
	0,742389
	0,83996
	Andac et al., 2017

	6
	0,863636
	0,832758
	0,890696
	Yanikkerem et al., 2018

	7
	0,300699
	0,226916
	0,382947
	Mundhra et al., 2024

	8
	0,702703
	0,608539
	0,785725
	Dombek et al., 2016

	9
	0,368715
	0,29796
	0,443897
	Pérez-López et al., 2012

	10
	0,254127
	0,242548
	0,265973
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	11
	0,352239
	0,301103
	0,406014
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	12
	0,67027
	0,619798
	0,717992
	Cabral et al., 2012

	13
	0,820189
	0,773402
	0,860875
	Gozuyesil et al., 2018

	14
	0,67027
	0,619798
	0,717992
	Cabral et al., 2013

	15
	0,639474
	0,588942
	0,687814
	Trento et al., 2021
















	Stratum
	Standardized effect
	Variance
	% Weights (fixed, random)
	

	1
	0,769231
	0,005479
	1,95679
	6,644924
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,5625
	0,010363
	1,034686
	6,556351
	Fausto et al. 2023

	3
	0,609877
	0,002466
	4,347826
	6,700785
	Nazarpour S et al. 2017

	4
	0,72043
	0,005362
	1,999678
	6,647085
	Ling J, Wang Y-H 2023

	5
	0,794326
	0,00354
	3,029003
	6,680773
	Andac et al., 2017

	6
	0,863636
	0,001747
	6,138423
	6,714259
	Yanikkerem et al., 2018

	7
	0,300699
	0,006969
	1,538626
	6,617661
	Mundhra et al., 2024

	8
	0,702703
	0,008969
	1,195518
	6,581396
	Dombek et al., 2016

	9
	0,368715
	0,005571
	1,924623
	6,643241
	Pérez-López et al., 2012

	10
	0,254127
	0,000185
	57,808395
	6,74369
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	11
	0,352239
	0,002981
	3,597277
	6,69118
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	12
	0,67027
	0,002699
	3,972551
	6,696433
	Cabral et al., 2012

	13
	0,820189
	0,00315
	3,404278
	6,688032
	Gozuyesil et al., 2018

	14
	0,67027
	0,002699
	3,972551
	6,696433
	Cabral et al., 2013

	15
	0,639474
	0,002628
	4,079773
	6,697757
	Trento et al., 2021



Non-combinability of studies
Cochran Q = 2.173,182306  (df = 14)  P < 0,0001
Moment-based estimate of between studies variance = 0,355989
I2 (inconsistency) = 99,4% (95% CI = 99,3% to 99,4%) 
Random effects (DerSimonian-Laird)
Pooled proportion = 0,612407 (95% CI = 0,461535 to 0,752987)
Bias indicators
Begg-Mazumdar: Kendall's -0,365385  P = 0,0664
Egger: bias = 14,512206 (95% CI = 4,384812 to 24,639599)  P = 0,0085
Harbord: bias = 14,470357 (92,5% CI = 7,542058 to 21,398655)  P = 0,0014
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Prevalence meta-analysis: MRS – TOTAL.

Method: Stuart-Ord (inverse double arcsine square root)
	Stratum
	Responding
	Total
	

	1
	57
	182
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	83
	96
	Fausto et al. 2023

	3
	118
	405
	Nazarpour S et al. 2017

	4
	83
	186
	Ling J, Wang Y-H 2023

	5
	66
	282
	Andac et al., 2017

	6
	42
	179
	Pérez-López et al., 2012

	7
	1337
	5391
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	8
	19
	335
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	9
	60
	370
	Cabral et al., 2013

	10
	145
	380
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Proportion
	95% CI (exact)
	

	1
	0,313187
	0,246613
	0,385966
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,864583
	0,77957
	0,92588
	Fausto et al. 2023

	3
	0,291358
	0,247536
	0,33826
	Nazarpour S et al. 2017

	4
	0,446237
	0,373481
	0,520733
	Ling J, Wang Y-H 2023

	5
	0,234043
	0,18588
	0,287889
	Andac et al., 2017

	6
	0,234637
	0,174642
	0,303637
	Pérez-López et al., 2012

	7
	0,248006
	0,236524
	0,259761
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	8
	0,056716
	0,034489
	0,087155
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	9
	0,162162
	0,126086
	0,203749
	Cabral et al., 2013

	10
	0,381579
	0,332512
	0,432506
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Standardized effect
	Variance
	% Weights (fixed, random)
	

	1
	0,313187
	0,005479
	2,336449
	9,849115
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,864583
	0,010363
	1,235437
	9,364525
	Fausto et al. 2023

	3
	0,291358
	0,002466
	5,191397
	10,173995
	Nazarpour S et al. 2017

	4
	0,446237
	0,005362
	2,387658
	9,861396
	Ling J, Wang Y-H 2023

	5
	0,234043
	0,00354
	3,616694
	10,055803
	Andac et al., 2017

	6
	0,234637
	0,005571
	2,298041
	9,839566
	Pérez-López et al., 2012

	7
	0,248006
	0,000185
	69,024453
	10,434489
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	8
	0,056716
	0,002981
	4,295225
	10,117013
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	9
	0,162162
	0,002699
	4,743311
	10,148116
	Cabral et al., 2013

	10
	0,381579
	0,002628
	4,871335
	10,155982
	Trento et al., 2021



Non-combinability of studies
Cochran Q = 363,991641  (df = 9)  P < 0,0001
Moment-based estimate of between studies variance = 0,088887
I2 (inconsistency) = 97,5% (95% CI = 96,9% to 98%) 
Random effects (DerSimonian-Laird)
Pooled proportion = 0,309362 (95% CI = 0,225933 to 0,399577)
Bias indicators
Begg-Mazumdar: Kendall's 0,377778  P = 0,1557
[bookmark: _Hlk195717370]Egger: bias = 4,186438 (95% CI = -5,065886 to 13,438761)  P = 0,3273
Harbord: bias = 3,197438 (92,5% CI = -3,23462 to 9,629496)  P = 0,3389
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Correlations meta-analysis: MRS total – FSFI total.
	Random effects model (k = 7)

	 
	Estimate
	Standard Error
	Z
	p
	Lower limit of CI
	Upper limit of CI

	Interception
	-0.376
	0.0545
	-6.91
	< 0.001
	-0.483
	-0.269

	Note. Tau² Estimator: Maximum restricted plausibility. CI: Confidence interval


 
	Heterogeneity statistics

	Tau
	Tau²
	I²
	H²
	R²
	df
	Q
	p

	0.129
	0.0167 
(SE= 0.012)
	82.74%
	5.793
	.
	6.000
	39.115
	<.001


 I2: inconsistency. Q: Cochran. SE: Standard Error.


	Assessing Publication Bias

	Test Name
	value
	p

	Fail-Safe N
	686.000
	<.001

	Begg and Mazumdar Rank Correlation
	-0.238
	0.562

	Egger's Regression
	-0.679
	0.497

	Trim and Fill Number of Studies
	0.000
	.

	Note. Fail-safe N: Calculation using the Rosenthal approach



Funnel Plot
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Prevalence meta-analysis: MRS – SOMATIC.
Method: Stuart-Ord (inverse double arcsine square root)
	Stratum
	Responding
	Total
	

	1
	27
	182
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	583
	5391
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	4
	335
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	295
	380
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Proportion
	95% CI (exact)
	

	1
	0,148352
	0,100097
	0,208457
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,108143
	0,099974
	0,116739
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	0,01194
	0,003263
	0,030288
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	0,776316
	0,731032
	0,817235
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Standardized effect
	Variance
	% Weights (fixed, random)
	

	1
	0,148352
	0,005479
	2,901431
	24,877142
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,108143
	0,000185
	85,715421
	25,122156
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	0,01194
	0,002981
	5,333863
	24,992193
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	0,776316
	0,002628
	6,049285
	25,008509
	Trento et al., 2021



Non-combinability of studies
Cochran Q = 874,788765  (df = 3)  P < 0,0001
Moment-based estimate of between studies variance = 0,53733
I2 (inconsistency) = 99,7% (95% CI = 99,6% to 99,7%) 
Random effects (DerSimonian-Laird)
Pooled proportion = 0,214549 (95% CI = 0,014685 to 0,556194)
Bias indicators
Begg-Mazumdar: Kendall's 0  P = 0,75
Egger: bias = 16,169183 (95% CI = -57,398779 to 89,737146)  P = 0,4441
Harbord: bias = 14,108859 (92,5% CI = -52,526961 to 80,744679)  P = 0,5418
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Prevalence meta-analysis: MRS – UROGENITAL.
Method: Stuart-Ord (inverse double arcsine square root)
	Stratum
	Responding
	Total
	

	1
	82
	182
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	1772
	5391
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	56
	335
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	300
	380
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Proportion
	95% CI (exact)
	

	1
	0,450549
	0,376855
	0,525881
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,328696
	0,31616
	0,341418
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	0,167164
	0,128814
	0,211518
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	0,789474
	0,744985
	0,829386
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Standardized effect
	Variance
	% Weights (fixed, random)
	

	1
	0,450549
	0,005479
	2,901431
	24,7329
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,328696
	0,000185
	85,715421
	25,267107
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	0,167164
	0,002981
	5,333863
	24,982209
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	0,789474
	0,002628
	6,049285
	25,017784
	Trento et al., 2021



Non-combinability of studies
Cochran Q = 400,364185  (df = 3)  P < 0,0001
Moment-based estimate of between studies variance = 0,244917
I2 (inconsistency) = 99,3% (95% CI = 99,1% to 99,4%) 
Random effects (DerSimonian-Laird)
Pooled proportion = 0,430223 (95% CI = 0,206332 to 0,670388)
Bias indicators
Begg-Mazumdar: Kendall's 0,333333  P = 0,75
Egger: bias = 7,275112 (95% CI = -46,324007 to 60,874232)  P = 0,6183
Harbord: bias = 6,632316 (92,5% CI = -28,794525 to 42,059157)  P = 0,5853

[image: ]



Prevalence meta-analysis: MRS – PSYCHOLOGICAL.

Method: Stuart-Ord (inverse double arcsine square root)
	Stratum
	Responding
	Total
	

	1
	37
	182
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	1530
	5391
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	18
	335
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	271
	380
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Proportion
	95% CI (exact)
	

	1
	0,203297
	0,147363
	0,269158
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,283806
	0,271798
	0,296049
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	0,053731
	0,032152
	0,083591
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	0,713158
	0,664826
	0,758133
	Trento et al., 2021



	Stratum
	Standardized effect
	Variance
	% Weights (fixed, random)
	

	1
	0,203297
	0,005479
	2,901431
	24,759823
	Pérez-Herrezuelo et al. 2020

	2
	0,283806
	0,000185
	85,715421
	25,239924
	Urrunaga-Pastor et al., 2022

	3
	0,053731
	0,002981
	5,333863
	24,984141
	Mezones-Holguin et al., 2011

	4
	0,713158
	0,002628
	6,049285
	25,016112
	Trento et al., 2021



Non-combinability of studies
Cochran Q = 445,660885  (df = 3)  P < 0,0001
Moment-based estimate of between studies variance = 0,272836
I2 (inconsistency) = 99,3% (95% CI = 99,2% to 99,4%) 
Random effects (DerSimonian-Laird)
Pooled proportion = 0,29003 (95% CI = 0,093908 to 0,540518)
Bias indicators
Begg-Mazumdar: Kendall's 0  P = 0,75
Egger: bias = 3,223175 (95% CI = -65,711058 to 72,157407)  P = 0,8592
Harbord: bias = 2,390347 (92,5% CI = -37,960616 to 42,741309)  P = 0,8573
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