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[bookmark: _Ref97808096]Supplementary Table 1. Combined Embase and MEDLINE Search (via Ovid)
	#
	Search Terms
	25 November 2021
	24 February 2023

	1
	(((treatment$ or effect$) adj modif$) or effect-modif$ or effectmodif$ or prognostic factor$ or prognostic variable$ or predictor variable$ or predictor factor$).ti,ab. 
	335,249
	372,690

	2
	(review or systematic or literature or meta-analysis or meta-analyses or metaanalysis or metaanalyses).ti. 
	1,476,085
	1,726,904

	3
	1 and 2
	11,200
	13,009

	4
	((multiple treatment$ or indirect or mixed or population-adjusted or matching-adjusted or simulated treatment) adj2 comparison$).ti,ab. 
	9,367
	10,730

	5
	("network meta-analysis" or "network meta-analyses" or "network metaanalysis" or "network metanalayses").ti,ab. 
	15,321
	20,864

	6
	(meta regression$ or metaregression$).ti,ab. 
	25,509
	31,662

	7
	(comparative efficacy or comparative effectiveness).ti,ab. 
	31,340
	35,582

	8
	or/4-7 
	74,890
	90,470

	9
	3 and 8
	727
	894

	10
	limit 9 to english language 
	721
	888

	11
	remove duplicates from 10 
	420
	511



Supplementary Table 2. Health Technology Assessment Submission Search Strategy
	HTA Body
	Search Approach

	CADTH
	Selected ‘Reimbursement Review’ under ‘Reports’ and downloaded the full list of reimbursement submissions as a Microsoft Excel file.
· Filtered for ‘lung’, ‘NSCLC’, non-small-cell’, ‘non small cell’, and ‘psoriasis’ as therapeutic indication.
· Filtered for submissions that were either active, completed, pending or received. Submissions for which no status information was available were also reviewed.
· Filtered by the date of the recommendation issues (2015 onwards). Submissions for which no date information was available were also reviewed.

	NICE
	· Reviewed the NICE pathway for ‘lung cancer’ and ‘psoriasis’.
· Searched for ‘lung cancer’, ‘NSCLC’, and ‘psoriasis’ using the free-text search interface. Under ‘Guidance Programme’, selected the filter ‘Technology Appraisal Guidance’.


Abbreviations: CADTH = Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health; HTA = health technology assessment; NICE = national Institute for Health and Care Excellence
Supplementary Table 3. Included Published Indirect Treatment Comparisons
	Author (Year)
	Article Type
	Analysis Type
	Indication
	Sources for EM Identification

	Al-Moraissi (2020)[1]
	Article
	NMA
	Maxillary sinus augmentation
	Unclear

	Bourdin (2018)[2]
	Article
	MAIC
	Asthma
	Unclear

	Cope (2015)[3]
	Review
	NMA
	Atrial fibrillation
	Challenges highlighted in SLRs

	Cope (2020)[4]
	Review
	NMA and MAIC
	Multiple myeloma
	Expert opinion

	Furukawa (2016)[5]
	Published protocol
	IPD-NMA
	Depressive disorder
	Literature review

	Furukawa (2018)[6]
	Published protocol
	IPD-NMA
	Depressive disorder
	Literature review

	Kanters (2022)[7]
	Article
	NMA
	HIV
	Literature review

	Kovic (2017)[8]
	Review
	NMA
	N/A (EM reporting in NMAs)
	Challenges highlighted in SLRs

	McGirr (2019)[9]
	Article
	NMA
	Pneumococcal disease in children
	Unclear

	Menzies-Gow (2022)[10]
	Article
	NMA and STC
	Asthma
	Expert opinion and literature review

	Nikolin (2022)[11]
	Published protocol
	NMA
	Depression
	Unclear

	Phillippo (2019)[12]
	Review
	NMA (in NICE TAs)
	Multiple indications
	Expert opinion

	Rose (2022)[13]
	Article
	NMA
	Multiple myeloma
	Expert opinion and literature review

	Saramago (2021)[14]
	Article
	NMA
	Generalised anxiety disorder
	Literature review

	Veroniki (2015)[15]
	Published protocol
	IPD-NMA
	Type 1 diabetes
	IPD analysis

	Wade (2020)[16]
	Review
	NMA (in NICE TAs)
	Psoriasis
	Expert opinion

	Wright (2021)[17]
	Review
	NMA
	Psoriasis
	Unclear


Abbreviations: EM = effect modifier; IPD = individual patient data; MAIC = matching-adjusted indirect comparison; N/A = not applicable; NMA = network meta-analysis; SLR = systematic literature review; STC = simulated treatment comparison; TA = technology appraisal
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