Supplementary File 5. Countries per region meeting the inclusion criteria 
We present sixty-four countries identified, and twenty-nine countries included for the survey sorted by regions. The World Bank classification (https://datahelpdesk.worldbank.org/knowledgebase/articles/906519-world-bank-country-and-lending-groups)  and INAHTA membership when available is stated for those countries included in the survey. Below the table, we present the references supporting the selection provided. 

Table S4.1 Country list and classification 
	Sixty-four countries identified with information on HTA 
	Twenty-nine countries included for the survey as potentially having a formalized HTA system (INAHTA member), World Bank classification and INAHTA membership when available. 

	Africa

	1. Egypt 
2. Ethiopia 
3. Ghana 
4. Iran
5. Jordan 
6. Kuwait
7. Morocco 
8. Malawi
9. Lebanon 
10. Nigeria
11. Qatar 
12. Saudi Arabia
13. South Africa 
14. Sudan
15. Tanzania
16. Tunisia
	1. South Africa – Upper middle income
2. Iran- Islamic Rep – Lower middle income
3. Tunisia (INEAS– National Authority for Assessment and Accreditation in Healthcare, TUNISIA) – Lower middle income

	Asia

	1. Bhutan
2. China
3. Hong Kong, China 
4. India
5. Indonesia 
6. Japan
7. Malaysia
8. Myanmar
9. Nepal
10. Philippines 
11. Singapore
12. South Korea 
13. Taiwan, China
14. Thailand
15. Vietnam 
	1. Malaysia, Upper middle income
2. Singapore (ACE– Agency for Care Effectiveness, SINGAPORE) – High income
3. South Korea (NECA– National Evidence-based healthcare Collaborating Agency, KOREA) – High income 
4. Thailand – Upper middle income 
5. Taiwan (CDE– Center for Drug Evaluation, Taiwan, REPUBLIC OF CHINA) 


	Eastern Europe

	1. Albania
2. Croatia  
3. Bosnia
4. Bulgaria
5. Czech Republic 
6. Bosnia Hercegovina 
7. Hungary
8. Estonia
9. Greece 
10. Kosovo 
11. Khazakstan 
12. Latvia 
13. Lithuania 
14. North Macedonia  
15. Montenegro
16. Poland
17. Russia 
18. Serbia 
19. Slovakia 
20. Slovenia 
21. Turkey 
22. Ukraine 
	1. Bulgaria – Upper middle income
2. Croatia – High income
3. Czech Republic – High income 
4. Estonia – High income
5. Hungary – High income 
6. Kazakhstan (RCHD – Ministry of Public Health of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Republican Centre for Health Development, KAZAKHSTAN) – Upper middle 
7. Latvia – High income
8. Lithuania – High income
9. Poland (AOTMiT – Agency for Health Technology Assessment and Tariff System, POLAND ) – High income
10. Romania – Upper middle income
11. Serbia – Upper middle income 
12. Slovakia – High income
13. Turkey – Upper middle income 
14. Ukraine  (SEC – Department of HTA at the State Expert Centre of the Ministry of Health, UKRAINE ) – Lower middle income

	Latin America

	1. Argentina
2. Brazil
3. Chile
4. Colombia
5. Costa Rica
6. Ecuador
7. El Salvador
8. Mexico
9. Panama
10. Peru
11. Uruguay
	1. Argentina (IECS – Institute for Clinical Effectiveness and Health Policy, ARGENTINA ) – Upper middle income 
2. Brazil (CONITEC – National Committee for Technology Incorporation, BRAZIL ) – Upper middle income 
3. Chile – High income 
4. Colombia – Upper middle income (IETS – Instituto de Evaluación Tecnológica en Salud, COLOMBIA )
5. Mexico – Upper middle income 
6. Uruguay (AD-Uruguay – Health Assessment Division, Ministry of Public Health, URUGUAY) – High income 
7. Peru (IETSI – Institute of Health Technology Assessment and Research, PERU) – Upper middle income 


INAHTA= The International Network of Agencies for Health Technology Assessment, HTA = Health Technology Assessment
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