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Supplementary material S2. Summary statistics and full regression analyses results of logit and OLS models 
	
	Mean (SD)
	Coefficient (SE)

	Dependent variables
	
	
	

	Logit model: 
HOC =1; otherwise =0
	0.186 (0.390)
	
	

	OLS model: 
CET continuous
	38957.3 (50896.1)
	
	

	Explanatory variables
	Logit model
	OLS model

	Time between study and HOC publication (days)
	726.2 (421.3)
	0.002*** (0.001)
	-2.366  (3.194)

	Conflict of interest
	
	
	 

	None
	0.517 (0.501)
	Omitted category

	Not reported
	0.029 (0.168)
	0.251  (1.050)
	-4895.421  (7143.404)

	Potential
	0.124 (0.330)
	-0.398  (0.669)
	-1165.156  (3527.046)

	Yes
	0.331 (0.471)
	-1.083** (0.521)
	1681.526  (3086.181)

	Rare disease =1; =0 otherwise
	0.025 (0.156)
	0.440  (1.242)
	7469.981  (7041.824)

	Intervention type
	
	
	 

	Pharmaceutical/vaccine
	0.421 (0.495)
	Omitted category

	Device
	0.058 (0.234)
	0.716   (0.724)
	-3697.767  (5494.049)

	Screening/tests
	0.120 (0.325)
	0.110   (0.616)
	-2535.92  (3715.916)

	Surgery/procedure
	0.103 (0.305)
	-0.510   (0.75)
	-6289.819  (4319.975)

	Educational/behavioural
	0.132 (0.339)
	-1.621*  (0.98)
	-961.025  (4630.549)

	Other
	0.165 (0.372)
	-0.115  (0.667)
	1191.423  (3892.839)

	Comparator
	
	
	

	Another alternative
	0.500 (0.501)
	Omitted category

	Placebo/doing nothing
	0.178 (0.383)
	0.067  (0.552)
	3265.475  (3070.222)

	Other
	0.322 (0.468)
	-0.001  (0.454)
	-2333.542  (2791.471)

	Methodology
	
	
	 

	Model-based
	0.752 (0.433)
	Omitted category

	Observational study
	0.062 (0.242)
	-1.451  (0.926)
	13984.49  (5515.008)

	Controlled trial
	0.182 (0.386)
	0.191  (0.64)
	-2911.305  (3958.121)

	Other
	0.004 (0.064)
	dropped
	dropped 

	Perspective
	
	
	 

	Public health care system
	0.769 (0.423)
	Omitted category

	Societal
	0.120 (0.325)
	-0.247  (0.676)
	-2699.117  (3800.961)

	Health care provider
	0.087 (0.282)
	0.010  (0.727)
	-866.023  (4624.078)

	Other
	0.025 (0.156)
	dropped
	dropped 

	Population
	
	
	 

	Adults
	0.376 (0.485)
	Omitted category

	Newborn and infants
	0.012 (0.111)
	0.734  (1.41)
	1078.139  (10078.47)

	Children and adolescents
	0.087 (0.282)
	0.524  (0.671)
	-4512.667  (3942.237)

	Elderly
	0.095 (0.294)
	-0.650  (0.753)
	1145.375  (4355.715)

	Non age-specific
	0.430 (0.496)
	dropped
	dropped

	CEA result Spain/Australia
	
	

	Dominant
	0.269 (0.444)
	Omitted category

	ICER under €20k/AUD20k
	0.397 (0.490)
	0.981** (0.421)
	NA 

	ICER between €20-€30K/AUD20k-AUD50k
	0.157 (0.365)
	0.513  (0.554)
	 NA

	ICER above €30k/AUD50k or dominated
	0.182 (0.386)
	dropped
	 NA

	ICER results (continuous)
	39943.2 (96604.0)
	NA
	0.015*** (0.0002)

	Country
	
	
	 

	Australia
	0.492 (0.501)
	Omitted category

	Spain
	0.508 (0.501)
	0.784  (0.535)
	-2173.435  (2976.734)

	Constant
	
	-3.225*** (0.728)
	39165.2*** (3752.086)

	Observations
	242
	242
	151


Notes: SD = standard deviation; SE = standard error; CEA = Cost-effectiveness analysis; CET = cost-effectiveness threshold; HOC = health opportunity cost; ICER = incremental cost-effectiveness ratio; OLS = Ordinary least-squares
ICD-10 chapter information was not used due to the small numbers available at each of the 22 categories and its correlation with other studies characteristics. Some additional variables were dropped due to multicollinearity or because the variable predicted the endogenous variable perfectly.
***p-value<0.01; **p-value<0.05; *p-value<0.1

