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	Title: Health Technology Assessment in Sweden, France, Bulgaria, and Greece. The seniors, the junior, and the newborn HTAs 
General Comments From Reviewer:  Overall it's adequate, but the quality can be improved to a small extent. The authors can go through the overall articles once. Some context can be reduced a bit to offer more clarity. Minor comments are there in the pdf report. All the best for revision and final submission.
Introduction:	Add more insights on why the study is important to conduct. At least one paragraph. A short introduction is good but it must be strongly grounded in the problem and solution as the importance of the work.
Methodology:	The review uses various guidelines which were not there. WHO's Health technology definition is better.
Results	Good findings. No major comments. Check the font and style it should be the same throughout the document.
Discussion: Discussion should be crisper and connect to broader literature. You may offer some subheadings, including contributions to practices/clinicians' directions.
References: Please checks the referencing format. Some are in caps, and some have not competed for details. Try to offer more recent references than 2009 or so, if possible.
Tables / Figures: The tables are good. I strongly recommend a summary map or graphs of the overall findings. It can be a thematic map type or flowchart, or network-type diagram. It's up to you. 
The article can be published after minor revision. 



