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 2

 24 

 25 

Abstract 26 

Introduction 27 

Health technology assessment (HTA) is an area that remains less implemented in low- and lower 28 

middle-income countries. The aim of the study is to understand the perceptions of stakeholders 29 

in Uganda towards HTA and its role in decision making, in order to inform its potential 30 

implementation in the country. 31 

 32 

Methods 33 

The study takes a cross-sectional mixed methods approach, utilising an adapted version of an 34 

International Decision Support Initiative questionnaire with both semi-structured and open-ended 35 

questions. We interviewed thirty key informants from different stakeholder institutions in 36 

Uganda that have decision making roles in the health sector.  37 

  38 

Results 39 

All participants perceived HTA as an important tool for decision making. Allocative efficiency 40 

was regarded as the most important use of HTA receiving the highest average score (8.8 out of 41 

10), followed by quality of healthcare (7.8/10), transparency (7.6/10), budget control (7.5/10) 42 

and equity (6.5/10). There was concern that some of the uses of HTA may not be achieved in 43 

reality if there was political interference during the HTA process. The technology areas that 44 

interviewees highlighted as needing HTA type evaluations urgently were identified as medicines 45 

(60.0% of the participants), diagnostics (53.3%), vaccines (40.0%), and public health programs 46 
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(26.7%). The study participants identified development partners as the most likely potential users 47 

of HTA (66.7% of participants), followed by Ministry of Health (43.3%).  48 

 49 

Conclusion 50 

Interviewed stakeholders in Uganda viewed the role of HTA positively, suggesting that there 51 

exists a promising environment for the establishment and operationalisation of HTA as a tool for 52 

decision making within the health sector. However, sustainable development and application of 53 

HTA in Uganda will require adequate capacity both to undertake HTAs and to support their use 54 

and uptake. 55 

 56 

 57 
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 70 

Introduction 71 

Priority setting is a key aspect of attaining universal health coverage (UHC)1. UHC is commonly 72 

interpreted as people and communities receiving the health services they need without 73 

experiencing financial hardship no matter who they are or where they are2. Many low- and 74 

middle-income countries (LMICs) are aiming to achieve UHC by 2030, introducing reforms, for 75 

example, to remove financial barriers to care and eradicate the financial burden to the patients 76 

and their households. Some of the countries enacting UHC-relevant reforms include among 77 

others, Vietnam3, China4, Ghana5, Uganda6 and  Zambia7.  78 

 79 

Many UHC reforms in LMICs are focused at increasing the available resources for the health 80 

system while reducing out of pocket expenditure on health8. This leaves out the element of how 81 

the resources are spent, the purchasing function of the health financing building block of the 82 

health system. This includes the process by which funding priorities are made (priority setting 83 

for health). As countries grapple with increasing resource constraints with many emphasizing the 84 

need to maximise value for money, current institutional structures are often inadequate to support 85 

the efficient allocation and use of available resources9. Most decisions (including priority setting 86 

decisions) are made in ad hoc and implicit manner10,11. However, some countries have made 87 

progress in this space through incorporating evidence-informed decision-making (EIDM) 88 

approaches in health policies as a means to effectively and efficiently respond to the health needs 89 

of served populations. The World Health Organisation defines EIDM as a systematic and 90 

transparent approach that applies structured and replicable methods to identify, appraise and 91 

make use of evidence across decision-making processes, including for implementation12.  92 
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 93 

The WHO asserts that priority setting decisions should be informed by the best available 94 

evidence from research, as well as other factors such as context, public opinion, equity, 95 

feasibility of implementation, affordability, sustainability, and acceptability to stakeholders12. 96 

Countries in the global south have increasingly introduced EIDM mechanisms such as health 97 

technology assessment (HTA); or at least expressed a desire to do so13–15. 98 

 99 

HTA has been defined as a multidisciplinary process that uses explicit methods to determine the 100 

value of a health technology at different points in its lifecycle16. The purpose is to inform 101 

decision-making in order to promote an equitable, efficient, and high-quality health system17. 102 

HTA has been highlighted by the WHO as one of the tools that can propel countries towards 103 

UHC if implemented. Examples of countries recently introducing HTA in decision making 104 

include Ghana15,18, India19, Kenya20, Indonesia21, and the Philippines22. Uganda is committed to 105 

the achievement of UHC by 2030 through strengthening the health system and its support 106 

mechanisms with a specific focus on primary health care23. The Ministry of Health (MoH) sees 107 

HTA as one of the tools that can enable the country make further progress towards UHC.  108 

 109 

The International Decision Support Initiative (iDSI), a global network of priority setting support 110 

institutions and experts, received a request from the Ugandan MoH to facilitate the 111 

institutionalisation of HTA in the country24. Institutionalisation of HTA involves the 112 

establishment and operationalisation of HTA structures and processes that enable the sustainable 113 

production and utilisation of HTA evidence. 114 

 115 
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As an initial step, and to inform any strategy to implement HTA in Uganda, a situational (or 116 

landscape) analysis that examines existing priority setting approaches and the potential capacity 117 

to use evidence in decision making was considered necessary. The present study, a component of 118 

a wider situational analysis, aimed to understand the perceptions of stakeholders in Uganda 119 

towards HTA to inform HTA implementation in the country. 120 

 121 

Methods 122 

Study Design 123 

This is a cross-sectional mixed methods study utilising a questionnaire with both semi-structured 124 

and open-ended questions.  125 

 126 

Context 127 

The study was carried out in Uganda, a country located in East Africa. Uganda is a low income 128 

country with a gross domestic product per capita of USD 883.925 and a population of 47 million 129 

as of 202126. The Ugandan health system is decentralized from MoH to the districts but with the 130 

financing still largely controlled by the central government, there is little allocative authority 131 

available to the districts. The MoH is responsible for policy formulation, planning, quality 132 

assurance, epidemic response, international relations, resource mobilization and monitoring and 133 

evaluation. Most decision making takes place at the Ministry level. The budgetary allocations to 134 

the health sector have been increasing over time from 560 billion Uganda Shillings (UGX) in the 135 

financial year (FY) 2010/11 to 911 billion UGX in 2018/1927 . However, the MoH budget as a 136 

share of the total government budget has been showing a downward trend even before COVID-137 

19 pandemic. The budget declined from 11.2% in 2004/5 to 5.1% in 2020/2128. Out-of-pocket 138 
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expenditure on health as a proportion of the national current health expenditure remains high at 139 

40%29,30. 140 

 141 

Uganda has a total of 6,937 health facilities and clinics at different levels in 128 districts31. The 142 

biggest share of all health facilities is government owned at 45.16% (3,133); another 14.44% 143 

(1,002) are Private and Not-For-Profit (PNFP), 40.29% (2,795) are Private for Profit (PFP) and 144 

0.10% (7) community-owned facilities. Uganda has made improvements in healthcare coverage 145 

in recent years. The Government of Uganda planned to have at least 85% of the population living 146 

within five kilometres of a health facility by 2020 from 75% as of 201532.This target however 147 

has not yet been achieved33. 148 

 149 

Data collection tool 150 

The iDSI HTA situational analysis survey questionnaire34 was used to collect data from key 151 

informants. The questionnaire has previously been used in a survey of Sub-Saharan African 152 

countries and also in a more in depth study focused on Nigeria35. The questionnaire was adapted 153 

to the Uganda setting and used to collect the primary data. The adaptation of the tool was done 154 

during a one-day virtual workshop organised by the research team consisting of members from 155 

Makerere University School of Public Health (MakSPH), MoH and iDSI (co-authors on this 156 

study). The questionnaire is divided into two parts: a closed ended (quantitative) series of 157 

questions focused on the uses and importance of HTA; and an open-ended questionnaire section 158 

that seeks information on the need, demand and supply of HTA. The quantitative sections score 159 

the importance of HTA in a number of dimensions: achieving allocative efficiency; quality of 160 

care; transparency in decision making; budget control; and equity. The scores ranged from 0 to 161 
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10, where 0 is ‘not important’ and 10 is ‘very important’. The key informants were expected to 162 

answer both the quantitative and qualitative sections of the questionnaire. The questionnaire was 163 

pretested among 5 non-key informants at the MoH to ensure that the questions were clear and 164 

uniformly understood by the people answering them.  165 

 166 

Study participants 167 

Participants were people in decision making positions within their organisations or institutions. 168 

They were purposively selected to represent a variety of stakeholder institutions involved in 169 

policy making in the health sector which are likely to utilise and supply HTA evidence. The 170 

selection of the key informants was based on expertise, experience, and role in the decision-171 

making and resource-allocation/prioritization processes in the health sector at both regional and 172 

national level. The key informants were identified through a rapid literature review, and 173 

consultations with the MoH. The key informants included: representatives of the professional 174 

councils, for example the Uganda Medical and Dental Practitioners Council; District health 175 

officers; development partners; government institutions such as the National Drug Authority; 176 

investigators at academic and research institutions; and non-governmental organisations. The 177 

interviews took place between January and March 2022. 178 

 179 

Administration of the questionnaire 180 

Appointments were made with the participants prior to the interview day. The interviews were 181 

conducted either in person or virtually via Zoom taking into account the key informant’s 182 

preference and the existing COVID 19 guidelines in the country at that time. The questionnaire 183 

was interviewer-administered. All interviews were recorded.  In addition, the interviewer took 184 
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notes during the interview which were handed over to the principal investigator after the 185 

interview for referencing during analysis.  186 

 187 

Data processing and analysis 188 

 189 

The recorded interviews were transcribed. The quantitative data were cleaned and descriptively 190 

analysed using Microsoft Excel. The data was summarised narratively in addition to using tables 191 

and graphs. 192 

 193 

The qualitative data was analysed using the inductive thematic analysis method36 taking the 194 

constructionist thematic approach. Validation of results was done through a meeting with the 195 

stakeholders. 196 

 197 

Ethical considerations 198 

This study was reviewed and approved by the MakSPH Higher Degrees Research and Ethics 199 

Committee (HDREC), approval number SPH-2021-151. The study was registered with the 200 

Uganda National Council of Science and Technology. Ethical approval was also sought from and 201 

granted by the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine Ethics Committee (LSHTM 202 

Ethics Ref: 26615).  During data collection, ethical principles were upheld in the study including: 203 

1) maintaining the level of confidentiality; 2) Informant’s participation was voluntary 3) 204 

obtaining written informed consent; and 4) no study materials contained names or other explicit 205 

identifiers of participants.   206 

 207 
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Results 208 

A total of thirty stakeholders from governmental, non-governmental and private sector 209 

institutions were interviewed to understand their perceptions towards the use of HTA in decision 210 

making.  Supplementary material 1 shows the list of institutions from which the key informants 211 

where selected. 212 

 213 

Proportionately, the key informants included in this study reflected a balanced representation of 214 

the supply and demand side of HTA in the country. The supply side of HTA was mostly 215 

represented by academic institutions (n=5) while the majority of key informants on the demand 216 

side were government ministries (n=8).  217 

 218 

 219 

Perceived use of HTA 220 

The stakeholders perceived achieving allocative efficiency, quality of care, transparency in 221 

decision making, budget control and equity as key uses of HTA. Each of these aspects had 222 

average scores greater than six out of 10 (where 10 indicates the use is “very important”). 223 

Allocative efficiency was scored as the most important use of HTA gaining an average score of 224 

8.8.  Below is figure 1, a graph showing the average scores awarded to each of the HTA benefits. 225 

 226 

Figure 1: Perceived importance of HTA among stakeholders 227 
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 228 

 229 

Value for money and optimal use of resources were common reasons provided for scoring230 

allocative efficiency highly. Health technology assessments were viewed by many as a way of231 

getting the best value from the available resources enhancing the efficiency of the health system. 232 

“Health Centre IV, we give resources in the same way that we give… other lower-level facilities,233 

and yet you know very well that almost 30% of these health centres are not carrying out234 

operations but they are getting money like the health centre IVs which are having like 60 or 50235 

operations per month. So, there you are not allocating your resources efficiently. There is no236 

allocative efficiency in that aspect. So, it means that you need to have that information and you237 

need to develop that criterion, the whole of that formula then you can be able to say that you can238 

efficiently allocate, we must be conscious of what we are doing....”   key informant (K3) 239 

 240 

Others emphasized the need for transparency in decision making to ensure that the resource241 

allocation is aligned with the main problems from the communities’ perspective.  A key reason242 

for adopting HTA was that it would help improve the quality of health care.    243 
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“Improving the quality of healthcare, ……. requires having in place tools that can help you to 244 

continuously assess and identify the gap on a regular basis. So, if you go manual, you cannot get 245 

all the information and analyse it in time and triangulate and give you a good assessment of the 246 

different perspectives of quality…. HTA can assist in ensuring provision of quality services” Key 247 

informant (K9) 248 

“why would I give it [improving quality of healthcare] a higher score… because interventions 249 

implemented based on evidence are less prone to embezzlement. …, resources are put to their 250 

best use.” Key informant (K23). 251 

 252 

Despite a high score on the need for HTA, many respondents acknowledged that there could be a 253 

less-than-optimal use of HTA in actual decision making due to political pressures and other 254 

considerations. For example, limited resources and capacity may not support the actual use of 255 

evidence in practice.  256 

“I will give it about 8 (allocative efficiency), because as much as you can have the assessment 257 

[HTA] done,…when it comes to decision making, there are other factors that also influence 258 

things like political decisions, interests and all that. It is good, but you cannot rely on it 100%”. 259 

Key informant (K9). 260 

 261 

Areas that require HTA urgently 262 

Each respondent was asked to identify three technology (or intervention) areas that they thought 263 

urgently required HTA. A number of areas were identified including medicines, medical devices 264 

and diagnostics, public health programs, vaccines, screening programs, and service delivery 265 

incentives (Figure 2). 266 
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  267 

Figure 2: Areas that require the use of HTA urgently 268 

 269 

 270 

The assessment of medicines was identified as the area HTA was most urgently needed (18271 

respondents [60.0%]), followed by medical devices and diagnostics (16 respondents [53.3%]),272 

and vaccines (12 respondents [40.0%]) in third place (figure 2).  273 

 274 

Most respondents highlighted that these technology areas are expensive relative to the limited275 

available resources. Other issues noted by respondents included the use of expensive first line276 

drugs by Ugandan health providers, especially in the private sector, despite the availability of277 

more affordable alternatives.  278 
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“…. these are things (Medicines, vaccines, and medical devices) which are common in a health 280 

system service delivery and because they are there, we interface with them whether you are a 281 

patient or not. […] The diagnostic devices [….], people are taken advantage of with these 282 

devices so I think to help the user, these need to go through HTA process and government or the 283 

country makes a statement on the various diagnostics; then the private sector is unlikely to take 284 

advantage of the population ……” Key informant (K10) 285 

 286 

Potential users of HTA outputs 287 

Respondents were asked for the likely users of HTA outputs. Figure 3 shows the frequency of 288 

perceived likely users of HTA outputs in Uganda. 289 

 290 

Figure 3: Likely users of HTA evidence 291 

 292 

Development partners were perceived to be most likely users of HTA output (20 of 30 293 

respondents) followed by the MoH and its subsidiaries (13 of 30). Only five respondents 294 

perceived pharmaceutical and private firms as potential users of HTA outputs, while civil society 295 
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organisations (CSO), community and research institutions were seen as potential users of HTA 296 

output by less than five respondents. 297 

 298 

Perceived level and type of HTA evidence needed by major stakeholders 299 

Respondents scored the extent to which the different type of HTA outputs are needed by the 300 

major categories of stakeholders (figure 4). 301 

 302 

Figure 4: Perceived need for the different types of HTA outputs by stakeholders 303 

 304 

 305 

All the different potential HTA outputs (relating to safety, efficacy, effectiveness, economic and 306 

social/ethical concerns) are seen to be needed and helpful to all categories of stakeholders (table 307 

1). All the outputs were scored at least five out of ten for each category of stakeholders. 308 

‘Efficacy’ was scored at 5/10 for the CSO and community stakeholders.  309 

 310 

Table 1: Level of interest in different types of HTA outputs 311 
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 concerns  

Development Partners 8.00 7.50 8.14 9.37 9.25 

MOH and its Agencies (NMS, 

UNITAG, NDA) 

9.00 8.85 9.53 9.06 8.41 

Other Government Agencies 

(MoFPED, NPA, KCCA, UBOS 

8.75 6.00 8.83 9.57 8.71 

Pharmaceutical and private firms 

(JMS) 

8.67 9.33 9.33 8.67 7.00 

CSO and Community 10.00 5.00 8.00 10.00 10.00 

Research and Academic Institutions  9.25 9.50 9.00 6.67 8.00 

Source: Averaged from respondent scores 312 

 313 

The CSO category of stakeholders was perceived to be the most interested in safety related 314 

outputs of HTA (10.00/10) followed by research and academic institutions (9.25/10), and the 315 

MoH and its subsidiaries (9.00/10). Research and academic institutions were identified as the 316 

most interested in efficacy aspects (9.50/10) followed by pharmaceutical and private firms 317 

(9.33/10). The MoH and its subsidiaries was identified as the stakeholder most interested in 318 

effectiveness outputs of HTA (9.53/10) followed by pharmaceutical and private firms (9.33/10). 319 

The CSO were perceived to be the most interested in economic-related HTA outputs (10 out of 320 

10), followed by development partners (9.37/10). The ranking of the interest of the stakeholders 321 

in social/ethical concerns was similar to the interest in economic evidence. 322 

 323 

 324 

Discussion 325 
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This study shows that HTA stakeholders (decision makers) on both the supply and demand sides 326 

of HTA perceive HTA as an important tool for decision making within the health sector in 327 

Uganda. According to this study, seeking allocative efficiency is the most important goal when 328 

implementing HTA, and medicines were identified as the main technology area where the 329 

application of HTA type analyses were long overdue. Notably, development partners were 330 

perceived to be the most likely users of HTA outputs. 331 

 332 

Resource allocation was perceived as the most prominent use of HTA according to the 333 

stakeholders in Uganda. This is consistent with findings in India34 and Nigeria35 where similar 334 

surveys have been done. HTA has been taken to be synonymous with cost effectiveness37  and 335 

limited to the end result of resource allocation or some assessment of value-for-money. 336 

However, HTA arguably offers further benefits in terms of transparency, support for equity 337 

considerations and stakeholder inclusiveness, as part of an overarching priority setting decision 338 

process38–40. HTA is not a narrow technical exercise; it provides a framework to accommodate 339 

multiple considerations/criteria including potentially ‘political factors’ within a multi-stakeholder 340 

engagement process. A good HTA process follows pre-agreed rules and offers transparency with 341 

respect to how any evidence is considered in decision making. These factors enhance the 342 

credibility and social legitimacy of often difficult priority setting choices41.   343 

 344 

Development partners were identified as the most likely users of HTA in Uganda in this study 345 

which differs from the findings of similar studies in other countries. In Nigeria and India, it was 346 

found that that federal and state governments were seen as the dominant users of HTA 347 

outputs34,35. This difference could reflect variation in development partner influence in resource 348 
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allocation decisions in these settings. In both Nigeria and India, the state governments have 349 

extensive authority to make such decisions, while in Uganda, most of the health care resources 350 

have been ear-marked already, and to a significant extent these ear-marked resources are 351 

supported by funding from development partners. Indeed, development partners fund 352 

approximately 40% of the Ugandan health budget30. The findings from Uganda may also reflect 353 

the stakeholders’ association of HTA with primarily the allocation of resources for specific 354 

technologies, with less consideration of other uses such as informing the development of clinical 355 

guidelines. Further sensitisation of Ugandan stakeholders on the nature and use of HTA may 356 

change perceptions around key beneficiaries of implementation.   357 

 358 

It is perhaps concerning that the MoH is not seen as the most likely user of HTA evidence 359 

despite the fact that it is the institution responsible for policy formulation and implementation 360 

within the health sector. This may in part be a result of the relatively low engagement of 361 

stakeholders by the MoH on the topic of HTA. This suggests that there could be value in the 362 

MoH (with the support of international partners as needed) in actively engaging with relevant 363 

stakeholders, and advocate for a potential legal framework to guide the operationalisation and 364 

institutionalisation of HTA in the country. Building HTA within a legal framework that requires 365 

it use for coverage decisions could be valuable in aiding implementation, especially in 366 

environments where there is a national social insurer42. For example, the Philippines put in place 367 

an HTA organisational structure informed by a statutory law that established the Health 368 

Technology Assessment Council (HTAC), an independent advisory institution which gives 369 

guidance to the Philippines Government Department of Health and the Philippine Health 370 
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Insurance Corporation (PhilHealth) on which health interventions/technologies are to be funded 371 

by the government22.  372 

 373 

Uganda, through the MoH, is in fact pursuing a legal framework detailing the processes through 374 

which priority setting decisions are made and operationalised. However significant progress can 375 

still be made in the absence of a detailed legal underpinning for HTA. For example, Thailand has 376 

developed robust HTA systems without a specific legal framework and has created a semi-377 

autonomous unit to serve as an agency to inform decisions using HTA43. Rwanda, while not 378 

having a dedicated HTA unit, is currently applying HTA approaches to update the health benefits 379 

package of the community-based health insurance scheme44. Uganda could therefore explore 380 

setting up preliminary, exploratory structures to support HTA development, such as an HTA unit 381 

perhaps within the MoH, in advance of a formal legal framework. This would allow for testing 382 

potential options and processes. 383 

 384 

The relative absence of HTA-like approaches in decision making in Uganda was seen by the 385 

stakeholders interviewed as disadvantaging the patients and people in Uganda in general. The 386 

cost of medicines is not regulated and patients are seen as being taken advantage of. This 387 

potentially exposes patients and their households to catastrophic health expenditures. It is for 388 

these reasons that respondents see HTA as a tool to support development of the national drug 389 

formulary, standardize reimbursement of expenses especially for provider payment systems and 390 

also improve health outcomes of the final users. 391 

 392 
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The establishment of HTA structures is likely to stimulate and increase HTA capacity in the 393 

country. Currently, there is a limited HTA relevant literature that focuses on the Ugandan 394 

context, and the majority of those studies are authored by researchers based in other countries, a 395 

situation similar to LMICs more generally45. The existence of HTA structures will further 396 

enhance the value of the awaited Master of Health Economics program by Makerere University 397 

which will train health economists in-country that could then be absorbed into those HTA 398 

structures.  399 

 400 

Building in-country HTA structures will however still need the support of international 401 

organisations and donors for the foreseeable future. There are a number of development partners 402 

that are engaging in HTA relevant activities within the country including the Medical Research 403 

Council/Uganda Virus Research Institute and LSHTM  Uganda Research Unit, the  University of 404 

York under Thanzi la Onse, the Professional Society for Health Economics and Outcomes 405 

Research (ISPOR), Results for Development (R4D), ThinkWell, Strategic Purchasing Africa 406 

Resource Centre (SPARC), Norwegian Institute of Public Health (NiPH), and KEMRI-407 

Wellcome Trust. Although important for supporting domestic HTA institutionalisation, in most 408 

cases development partners tend to carry out activities in isolation leading to duplication and 409 

unnecessary competition if unregulated within a given country. There is therefore a need for the 410 

MoH to encourage collaboration and coordination among these stakeholders to avoid duplication 411 

of HTA related activities and optimize impact. 412 

 413 

Limitations 414 
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The study included respondents that were in decision making positions within their 415 

organizations. The findings may not reflect mid-level and low-level managers within those 416 

institutions. The stakeholders selected were mostly from the central region of Uganda which is 417 

generally urban and houses the headquarters of MoH and most key institutions. Therefore, the 418 

findings of this study may not reflect the perceptions of decision makers that are based in rural 419 

parts of the country.  The level of understanding of HTA varied across stakeholders, where those 420 

with a background in health economics having more knowledge on the subject matter than 421 

others. This may have introduced some level of bias in the findings. 422 

 423 

Conclusion 424 

Key stakeholders in Uganda took a positive view of the role of HTA suggesting a promising 425 

environment for the establishment and operationalisation of HTA as a tool for decision making 426 

within the health sector. Sustainable development and application of HTA in Uganda will require 427 

adequate capacity both to undertake HTAs and to support their use and uptake. There is perhaps 428 

a need for a more comprehensive understanding of current HTA capacity in Uganda, which takes 429 

into account the different needs and requirements of the stakeholders involved, the existing 430 

priority setting processes and notes the importance of strengthening both technical and non-431 

technical (e.g. administrative) aspects necessary for the conduct of HTA. Supported by 432 

development partners and under the leadership of Ugandan authorities, it may be necessary to 433 

undertake a detailed capacity assessment exercise in order to better understand existing strengths 434 

and where current expertise is located. This would inform a national strategy for capacity 435 

building in HTA going forward.  436 

 437 
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