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Foreword

We are pleased to launch this 2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report, which identifies policy
priorities for the European Union (EU) to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals and implement
the Paris Climate Agreement. The report compares the performance of the EU and its 28 member
states' on all 17 SDGs and provides detailed country profiles using a mix of data sources. This
assessment is based on the methodology developed since 2016 by the Sustainable Development
Solutions Network (SDSN) and the Bertelsmann Stiftung. This methodology has been successfully
audited by the European Commission’s Joint Research Centre.

This report comes at a critical time for Europe. The new President and Commission have already
committed to a European Green Deal to achieve climate neutrality by 2050. They have further

pledged to place the SDGs at the centre of the European Semester - the Union's framework for the
coordination of economic policies across member states. Indeed, in their mission letters each new
Commissioner is asked to ensure “the delivery of the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals within
their policy area. The College as a whole will be responsible for the overall implementation of the Goals."
These bold commitments set the right tone for charting a path towards achieving the SDGs by 2030.

Leadership from the European Union is critical, not only because Europe needs to achieve the goals
for its own benefit, but also because the 2030 Agenda is a global affirmation of the core values of the
EU. The SDGs combine the principles of a social market economy with environmental sustainability.
Yet, to date, the European Union has not seized the opportunity to lead on the SDGs by implementing
them internally, reducing its negative spillovers, and providing global leadership through its external
action and development cooperation.

This report complements the strong official Eurostat report on the SDGs by presenting a broad range
of data on SDG achievement across the Union. We have conducted three consultations with civil
society, business, trade unions, and government representatives on suitable metrics for the SDGs.
Drawing on the established SDSN methodology, we estimate how far the EU as a whole and each
member state are from achieving the SDGs to provide actionable information for each country and
group of stakeholders. We further combine metrics of SDG achievement into an overall SDG Index that
allows for direct comparison across all member states.

Across the world, European countries come closest to achieving the SDGs, but important challenges
remain. Drawing on the data presented in this report, we outline the contours of an EU strategy

to achieve the SDGs. We highlight some of the instruments that will be needed to develop and
implement this strategy at EU and member states levels.

We find that such a strategy must have three major components. First, the EU must tackle some
domestic SDG implementation challenges, notably by implementing the European Green Deal

for energy decarbonisation, the circular economy, and sustainable land use and food systems;

by investing in education and promoting innovation; and by harnessing the potential of digital
technologies for Europe’s sustainable development. Such strategies must be designed with careful
attention to fairness and inclusion to ensure that - in the words of the 2030 Agenda - no one is left
behind. All major European institutions, including the European Parliament and the European Council,

1. At the time of writing it was unclear whether Brexit would be completed by 31 October 2019, so we refer to 28 EU
member states.
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must play active roles in the design and implementation of these strategies. As we describe in the
report, success will require that all policy tools, including the European Semester and the Multiannual
Financial Framework (MFF) 2021-2027, are aligned with the SDGs. It will also require participatory,
multi-stakeholder governance to seize the opportunities for sustainable development.

Second, our data shows that the EU produces large negative spillovers on other countries. These
spillovers include unsustainable consumption and production patterns, base erosion and profit
shifting through unfair tax competition and banking secrecy, as well as trade in weapons. The EU
should lead by example by curbing negative spillovers and strengthening positive spillovers, such as
official development assistance or sharing of sustainable technologies.

Third, the EU must engage more actively in international diplomacy to promote the SDGs, support
multilateralism, and advocate for the values of the European Way. In particular, the EU can play a
critical role in multilateral fora, such as the United Nations, and critical environment conventions,
including for climate and biodiversity. In addition, the Union should use the SDGs to help guide major
bilateral exchanges, including with Africa and other world regions.

What you cannot measure you cannot manage. So, success will require greater investments in
statistical capacity and data. The SDG monitoring report prepared annually by Eurostat should

be expanded to track targets for SDG implementation that need to be set by the new European
Commission. Moreover, we hope that unofficial reports like this one can make a useful contribution to
the debate.

As always, all data used for this report is available for download at www.sdgindex.org/EU. We welcome
suggestions for filling data gaps and for improving the analysis and presentation of the results. Please
write to us at info@sdgindex.org.

Jeffrey D. Sachs Céline Charveriat Peter Schmidt
Director, Director, EESC member, President
Sustainable Development Institute for European of the EESC's Sustainable

Solutions Network (SDSN) Environmental Policy (IEEP) Development Observatory
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Summary of findings and
recommendations

The 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), agreed globally by all 193 UN member states,
represent an affirmation of European values. The SDGs call on all nations to combine economic
prosperity, social inclusion, and environmental sustainability. The SDGs are intimately linked with
the Paris Climate Agreement (which is incorporated in SDG 13). The SDGs and the Paris Climate
Agreement should be viewed as a package, with the SDGs oriented towards 2030 and the Paris
Agreement oriented towards climate-neutrality by 2050, with major progress by 2030.

European countries lead globally on the SDGs, but none are on track to achieve the Goals
by 2030. According to the global 2019 SDG Index prepared by the Bertelsmann Stiftung and the
Sustainable Development Solutions Network (SDSN), all ten countries closest to achieving the SDGs
are in Europe, a truly remarkable performance in the international perspective. Yet, as the EU SDG
Index and Dashboards show, no European country is on track towards achieving the goals.

The EU and its member states face the greatest challenges on goals related to climate,
biodiversity, and circular economy, as well as in strengthening the convergence in living
standards, across countries and regions. In particular, countries need to accelerate progress
towards climate change (SDG 13), sustainable consumption and production (SDG 12), protection
and conservation of biodiversity (SDGs 14 and 15), and sustainable agriculture and food systems
(SDG 2). Many countries are falling back on “leave no one behind”, so the EU's SDG strategy must
place emphasis on strengthening social inclusion for all people living in its territory. Education and
innovation capacities must be improved to raise living standards in poorer member states and
accelerate the convergence in living standards.

European countries also generate large, negative spillovers that impede other countries’ ability
to achieve the SDGs. Such spillovers comprise environmental spillovers (such as greenhouse gas
emissions or biodiversity loss embodied in trade), financial and governance spillovers (such as banking
secrecy), and security spillovers (such as weapons exports). The EU's SDG strategy must identify and
address negative international spillovers.

The SDGs can only be achieved through deep transformations that will not be achieved
through normal policymaking. The transformation will need long-term plans and policies based on:

¢ Technological Pathways: to identify one or more technology scenarios to reach climate
neutrality by 2050, including intermediate milestones for five-year periods;

e Financial planning: to identify efficient and low-cost pathways among the possible
alternatives;

e Policy frameworks: to identify a feasible mix of regulations, public investments, and
incentives;

e Subsidiarity analysis: to assign policy and financing responsibilities across levels of
government, including the EU level (Commission, Council, Parliament, European Investment
Bank), member states, and regional and local governments in the EU.
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e Mission-oriented Research and Innovation: to identify public-private research and
development priorities to achieve the SDGs and the objectives of the Paris Agreement;

e Metrics and Monitoring: to identify a set of indicators to assess progress towards the
2050 goal and intermediate milestones, and to create an ongoing feedback process from
metrics to policy.

An EU strategy to achieve the SDGs needs to focus on three broad areas: internal priorities,
diplomacy and development cooperation, and tackling negative international spillovers.
The good news is that the necessary instruments already exist to address these challenges. The
focus should therefore not be on identifying new instruments but in aligning existing instruments
and mechanisms (including budget, investment strategies, regulatory governance, and monitoring
frameworks) to the SDGs.

Priority I: Internal SDG priorities for the EU and member states.

The new European Commission, working with the European Parliament and the European Council,
has the vital role to ensure that EU processes are in place to achieve the SDGs, including under the
framework of the European Green Deal. Based on the SDG Index data, we identify three primary
EU-wide SDG priorities to be pursued with all member states. Individual countries may need to tackle
additional challenges.

1. A European Green Deal for Sustainable Energy, Circularity, and Land Use & Food. At
the heart of the EU's strategy to achieve the SDGs, the European Green Deal must include
an EU-wide strategy to (i) fully decarbonise the energy system (including transport, building,
and industry) by 2050; (i) to promote the circular economy and achieve greater efficiencies
in resource use and far lower waste; and (iii) develop integrated policies to promote
sustainable land use and food systems by 2050. Getting towards the 2050 objectives will of
course require urgent action now.

2. ASustainable Europe Investment Plan. The EU needs to increase investments in sustainable
infrastructure, including through greater EU resources. New sources for public revenues
should be considered to finance the investment plan, which will require adequate resourcing.

3. Skills and Innovation: EU Education Area and Horizon Europe 2030. Europe needs
to increase investments in education, job skills, and innovation, with a focus on STEM
education at all levels and R&D for sustainable technologies. Just as China has its Made in
China 2025 Initiative and the U.S. has its America Al Initiative, Europe should intensify its
R&D efforts.

Getting it done: Ensuring the right level of ambition and policy coherence. The policy
mechanisms and instruments for addressing the internal SDG priorities are mostly in place,

but policies need to become more ambitious in some areas and focus on 2030 targets, which

the EU needs to define. Throughout, the EU needs to define clear targets that can guide policy
implementation and the monitoring of progress. In the short term, policy tools must be made
coherent with a particular focus on budgets, measurement and reporting, and coordination with and
across member states:
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e Aligning the Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) 2021-2027 with the SDGs. The next
MFF should be the MFF for the SDGs. This includes phasing out expenditures that are not
aligned with the SDGs and increasing spending on sustainable development priorities. New
MFF principles and their alignment with the SDGs should be integrated into all EU funds. The
MFF should also identify clear SDG metrics that can track progress towards the goals.

e Strengthened SDG measurement and indicators. As we show in the report, monitoring
frameworks across EU policy fields are not aligned with the SDGs and lack coherence. This
can and needs to be changed quickly by identifying headline SDG indicators that should
guide all tools, including budget, member state coordination, and external action. Moreover,
Eurostat and other EU bodies charged with collecting SDG data will require greater
resources to track key SDG data, including on international spillovers. Another important
priority is better real-time data on the implementation of the European Green Deal and
other critical SDG strategies.

e Putting the SDGs at the core of the European Semester. The scope of the European
Semester should be expanded slightly to cover all major SDG dimensions. This will not
require a major change since the European Semester is already meant to track social and
several environmental targets; and a clear SDG focus should not divert attention away
from macroeconomic coordination, which is also needed to achieve the SDGs. Member
states might be requested to present their long-term national strategies in support of the
European Green Deal and other SDG priorities - alongside macroeconomic policies and
fiscal frameworks. The European Semester process would then map national strategies
against EU-wide strategies to identify and address opportunities for greater alignment and
flag issues arising out of implementation.

Priority IIl: European Diplomacy and Development Cooperation for the SDGs

European Diplomacy for the SDGs: The SDGs represent Europe’s values, so the EU should use them
as part of its external action. Indeed, a critical part of Europe’s role in achieving the SDGs includes
global leadership through diplomacy and international economic relations. The core areas for the EU's
SDG diplomacy are manifold and include:

1. EU leadership for the SDGs in the international conventions, particularly the climate
and biodiversity conventions, where the EU needs to push for climate and biodiversity
neutrality by 2050.

2. EU SDG leadership in multilateral forums to protect and strengthen multilateralism.

3. Bilateral fora with key partners, particularly with the African Union (AU), Mercosur, China,
Japan, North America, and Russia

4. EU-China Partnership for Sustainable Investment. Europe should offer to link its own
Sustainable Europe Investment Plan with the Belt and Road (BRI) Initiative, under the
condition that BRI also adopts a sustainable investment framework.

European Sustainable Development Cooperation: The EU is the world's biggest donor and
contributor to climate finance. It now needs to align its development cooperation with the SDGs to
serve the needs of emerging economies and poor countries. The EU should consider launching a
bold AU-EU Partnership for African Education to help ensure that all African children are enabled to
complete education.
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Priority Ill: Tackling international spillovers

To ensure international legitimacy, the EU's diplomacy and sustainable development cooperation must
be coherent with its internal ambitions. This will require addressing negative international spillovers.
The EU needs to systematically track such spillovers and assess the impact of European policies on
other countries and the global commons. In particular, trade policies and decarbonisation strategies
need to be reviewed with a view towards international spillovers. EU member states also need to make
further efforts in curbing banking secrecy and unfair tax competition.

The SDGs are Europe’s goals and provide an ambitious vision through to 2030. The new
Commission, working with the Parliament and member states, must launch the European Green Deal
as a decisive framework for Europe’s sustainable development during the coming decade. Another
part of Europe'’s challenge is to create a highly innovative EU economy that will develop or improve

the needed sustainable technologies and implement them on an accelerated basis throughout the
EU. The EU has tremendous global influence through its intellectual and policy leadership, its lead in
SDG implementation, and the fact that the EU is the world's strongest champion of the rule-based
multilateral order with the UN Charter, institutions, and treaties at the core. It should therefore pursue
an ambitious SDG strategy that is coherent internally and externally.
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Part 1

The EU’s performance
against the SDGs

The 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), agreed globally by all
193 UN member states, represent an affirmation of European values.
The SDGs call on all nations to combine economic prosperity, social
inclusion, and environmental sustainability with peaceful societies.
The SDGs are intimately linked with the Paris Climate Agreement
(which is incorporated in SDG 13). The SDGs and the Paris Agreement
should be viewed as a package, with the SDGs oriented towards

2030 and the Paris Agreement oriented towards climate-neutrality by
2050, with major progress by 2030. The 2020 targets for biodiversity
are scheduled to be updated in 2020.

Figure 1| The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) as adopted in 2015 by
all UN member states
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These bold and holistic goals are highly aligned
with the European Union'’s (EU) purpose and
strategy. As President Ursula von der Leyen
stated in manifesto: “This is the European way: we
are ambitious. We leave nobody behind.” She has
pledged to make Europe “the first climate-neutral
continent by 2050” and to enshrine that goal in a
new European Climate Law. Crucially, she plans
to refocus the European Semester on the SDGs
(von der Leyen, 2019).

Europe is far in the lead globally in achieving the
SDGs. According to the 2019 SDG Index prepared
by the Bertelsmann Stiftung and the Sustainable
Development Solutions Network (SDSN), all ten
countries closest to achieving the SDGs are in
Europe, as are 16 of the top 20 countries - a
remarkable performance in the international
perspective. The SDGs, indeed, represent the
EU's ethos, accomplishments, and aspirations.
Yet, as we will show in this report, no EU country
is on track for achieving the SDGs. The EU is also
not championing the SDGs effectively (Kloke-
Lesch, 2018).

1.1 The SDG Index and Dashboards

To better understand how the EU and its member
states perform against the SDGs, the SDSN, in
cooperation with IEEP, has developed an EU

SDG Index and Dashboards that draws on far
richer and more timely data than is available

for the global SDG Index (Sachs et al., 2019). As
described further in the methodology section
(Annex 1: Methodology) and (Lafortune et al,,
2018), we score each country's performance on

a particular indicator on a scale from 0 to 100,
with 100 denoting the best possible score. The
methodology for the index and dashboards has
been audited by the European Commission’s Joint
Research Centre (JRQ). At the time of writing, it was
unclear when the United Kingdom would leave the
EU so this report includes data for 28 countries.

Our SDG Index and Dashboards complement

the official SDG monitoring report prepared

by Eurostat, “Sustainable development in the
European Union” (Eurostat, 2019). As highlighted
in a report prepared for the EESC (Lafortune and
Schmidt-Traub, 2019), we commend Eurostat

for the excellent work it has done on the official
SDG report for the EU, which provides a wealth
of policy-relevant information. While Eurostat
cannot estimate the distance to SDG targets that
are not explicitly quantified in the SDGs or for
which no quantitative 2030 targets exist in the
EU, we use the established methodology for the
SDG Index to compute how far a country is from
achieving each SDG. Our analysis can include a
broader set of data sources, including “unofficial
data” from trusted NGOs and research centres,
which allows us to shine a spotlight on difficult-to-
measure challenges in the EU, including pervasive
international spillovers. Finally, working with

the European Economic and Social Committee
(EESC), we were able to consult a broad section of
the European civil society on the type and range
of metrics to be included in this unofficial SDG
Index. We hope our analysis can shed additional
light on some of the remaining SDG challenges
that must be addressed in the EU.
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Figure 2 | Total SDG Index Score

SDG Index Score
90.0

Source: SDSN and [EEP, 2019

Our results show that no EU member state

has achieved or is on track to achieve the

SDGs (Table 1). Northern European countries

- Denmark, Sweden and Finland - top the EU
SDG Index. Yet even these countries face major
challenges in achieving several SDGs and are not
on track for achieving all of the SDGs. Countries
in Southern and Eastern Europe perform more
poorly (Figure 2).

The EU and its member states obtain their best
results on SDG 1 (No Poverty), SDG 3 (Good
Health and Wellbeing) and SDG 8 (Decent
Work and Economic Growth). The EU is among
the regions in the world where poverty and

Country SDG Index
Score
Denmark 79.8
Sweden 794
Finland 79.1
Austria 76.7
Germany 753
France 74.7
Netherlands 718
Czech Republic 718
Slovenia 7.7
Estonia 704
Belgium 70.3
United Kingdom 70.2
Ireland 68.2
Spain 66.8
Portugal 66.2
Poland 66.1
Luxembourg 66.0
Italy 653
Slovak Republic 65.2
Latvia 65.2
Hungary 65.1
Croatia 63.2
Lithuania 62.6
Malta 623
Greece 589
Bulgaria 57.1
Romania 559
Cyprus 55.0
European Union 70.1

-

inequalities are the lowest and where access
to care and treatment is close to universal
(Table 2).

By contrast, the EU and its member states
obtain their worst results on SDG 2 (No
hunger and sustainable agriculture) and SDGs
12-15 related to responsible consumption
and production, climate and biodiversity. No
single EU country obtains a “green” rating

on these goals. Progress over the past few
years is also too slow to generate meaningful
transformations by 2030 (Table 3). This raises
fundamental questions about the long-term
sustainability of Europe’s development model.
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Table 1 | SDG Index for the European Union
RANK COUNTRY SCORE
Méﬂ‘i‘ 1 Denmark 79.8 < E )
2 Sweden 79.4 v
3 Finland 79.1
ﬂ“ 4 Austria 76.7
A 4 5 Germany 75.3 AE@‘
6 France 74.7 n &
7 Netherlands 71.8
—/\’\/\' 8 Czech Republic 71.8
9 Slovenia 7 OO
10 Estonia 70.4
|!!| l 11 Belgium 70.3
12 United Kingdom 70.2
13 Ireland 68.2 @
14 Spain 66.8
g 15 Portugal 66.2
16 Poland 66.1 A
17 Luxembourg 66.0 P
E 18 Italy 65.3
19 Slovak Republic 65.2
20 Latvia 65.2 &=
21 Hungary 65.1 =
22 Croatia 63.2
23 Lithuania 62.6
M 24 Malta 62.3 !‘
‘I' 25 Greece 58.9 =
26 Bulgaria 57.1
27 Romania 55.9
& 28 Cyprus 55.0 @
European Union* 70.1

*Population-weighted average
Source: Authors' calculations
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Table2 | SDG Dashboard for the European Union

DECENT  INDUSTRY, RESPONSIBLE PEACE,
GOOD HEALTH CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE WORK AND  INNOVATION SUSTAINABLE - CONSUMPTION LIFE JUSTICE ~ PARTNERSHIPS
NO ZERO AND QUALITY  GENDER AND ANDCLEAN  ECONOMIC AND REDUCED  CITIES AND AND CLIMATE  BELOW LIFE  ANDSTRONG  FORTHE
POVERTY ~ HUNGER ~ WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ~ SANITATION ~ ENERGY ~ GROWTH  INFRASTRUCTURE INEQUALITIES COMMUNITIES PRODUCTION ~ACTION ~ WATER ~ ON LAND INSTITUTIONS  GOALS
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Austria . ‘ . . . . ‘ . .
Belgium o o O o o o 6 6 6 o ©°
e @ @ ©® ©® ®© © © © 6 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o ©°

w2 @ @ @® @ @ © © © © 6 6 6 6 0 6 o ©°

Qyprus O © 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 ¢ ¢ © o [

Gechreputic @ @ @ @ @ o ® 6 6 0 ©° o
Demak @ @ @ ® 6 o e 6 6 o [

B @ @ @ e 0 O o O o 0 O ®

Flend @ @ o ® 6 6 0 o ® 6 0 °

France . . ‘ ‘ . ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘

Germany . ‘ . . . ‘ ‘ ‘ .

eece @ @ @ @ @ ® 6 6 6 6 06 6 6 o O
Hungary O 6 6 6 6 ©° [ ® 6 6 6 6 ¢ ©°

reland [ e 6 O [ ® 6 6 0 ° [

ay @ @ o O ® 6 6 6 6 6 6 &6 o o o

va @ @ @ o O ® 6 6 6 0 o ® O
iaia @ @ @® @ ©® @ © o O o o o
Luxembourg . . ‘ ' ‘ ‘ . ' ' ‘ ‘ .
Malta . ® 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 66 O O [ J
Netherlands . . . . . . . . . .

Poland [ [ [ ® ¢ 6 6 6 6 O O
Portugal o O o 06 o ® © ¢ 6 6 0 O [ J
Rmanic @ @ @® @ O © ® 6 6 6 6 6 0 O [

Slovak Republic [ o O e 6 o e 6 6 0 © [ J
Slovenia . . ‘ . ‘ ‘ . . ‘ .

sin @ @ o O @6 6 6 6 06 06 0 ©° o

Sweden o . . . . o . . o .

United Kingdom . ‘ . . . . . . . .
European Union . . . . . . .

. SDG achieved Challenges remain . Significant challenges remain . Major challenges remain . Data not available

Note: Full list of indicators available in Annex 3: Indicator Profiles. For methodology and thresholds see Annex 1 and Table 8.
Source: Authors' calculations
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Table3 | SDG Trend Dashboard for the European Union
DECENT  INDUSTRY, RESPONSIBLE
GOOD HEALTH CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE WORK AND  INNOVATION SUSTAINABLE  CONSUMPTION
NO ZERD AND QUALITY  GENDER AND AND CLEAN  ECONOMIC AND REDUCED  CITIES AND AND CLIMATE
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Note: See more details on trend methodology and years covered in Annex 1 and Table 7.
Source: Authors' calculations
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1.2 Leave no one behind migrants. In addition, SDG 10 calls for reducing -
inequalities between countries, which is generally 5_|
The 2030 Agenda and the SDGs are guided referred to as “convergence” by the EU and ™
by the principle to “leave no one behind”, considered in section 1.4. E
which commonly denotes inequalities within ;
each country. Such inequalities may include Since indicators related to leaving no one behind g-.
inequalities in income and wealth; inequalities are distributed across many SDGs, we present =)
in access to public services and infrastructure; here a new Leave-No-One-Behind (LNOB) Index 5
gender inequalities; and inequalities in access that tracks inequalities within EU countries 2
to food, health, education, and other human using a broad range of measures (see Annex g
development outcomes. The principle should 1 for details). All indicators included in the EU S
apply to all people living in the EU, including LNOB Index are also part of the SDG Index and é
-
>
Figure 3 | Leave-No-One-Behind Index for the European Union a
@)
LNOB Index Country LNOB Index 9

90 Finland 86.4

Netherlands 83.1

70 Denmark 825

Sweden 81.2

Slovenia 79.8

Austria 788

Germany 76.7

United Kingdom 759

France 757

Ireland 754

Luxembourg 752

Belgium 737

Czech Republic 73.0

Spain 719

Estonia 715

Poland 70.7

Malta 70.0

Italy 68.5

Slovak Republic 684

Portugal 654

Latvia 633

Croatia 633

Hungary 62.6

Lithuania 61.8

Cyprus 60.2

Greece 532

Bulgaria 496

Romania 49.2

European Union 72.7

Note: Measures poverty, income inequalities, gender equality and gaps in access to services and housing.
See Annexes for the full list of indicators included in the Leave-No-One-Behind Index.

Source: Authors' calculations
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Dashboards. The LNOB Index can bring out
inequalities in access and outcomes that may be
hidden by the average values that dominate the
overall SDG Index.

Finland, the Netherlands and Denmark perform
best on the LNOB Index (Figure 3). By contrast,
countries in Eastern and Southern Europe face
significant equity challenges characterised by
greater poverty rates and material deprivation
but also gaps across population groups

in access to care, quality education, and
infrastructure (including broadband internet
connection). Women are also more often
underrepresented in public institutions and
report higher levels of insecurity. In all EU
member states, poor people report greater
unmet care needs than rich people, and women
represent less than half of senior management
of the largest publicly listed companies.

Figure 4 |
dimensions’

Extreme poverty and
material deprivation

®
®
® 4
®

Baltic States

Central and
Eastern Europe

Northern Europe

Southern Europe

Western Europe

@ SDG achieved Challenges remain

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement

Income inequality

© Significant challenges remain

Moderately improving

The data suggests that over the past five years,

EU member states have made only limited
progress towards ensuring that no one is left
behind, including in countries scoring lowest on
LNOB. Figure 4 presents a disaggregated LNOB
dashboard. Each of the four dimensions comprises
several indicators that are described in Annex 1.
In line with the methodology for constructing SDG
Dashboards, the colour in the LNOB dashboard is
determined by the two indicators in each cluster
where the country performs worst. In this way,
good performance on some indicators cannot
hide poor performance in others.

The Dashboard shows that extreme poverty
and material deprivation remain high in the
Baltic States, Central and Eastern Europe, and
Southern Europe. Progress over the past five
years has been limited. In some of the most
equal EU countries in Northern and Western

Leave-No-One-Behind Dashboard. Data for levels and trends disaggregated in four key

Access to and
quality of services

Genderinequality

o -
o -

>
>
+
>
>

@ Major challenges remain

=) Stagnating ¢ Decreasing

Note: A country that remains above the threshold for goal achievement obtains a green arrow even if the situation has
stagnated or slightly worsened over the past few years. The green arrow denotes “on track or maintaining performance

above goal achievement”.
Source: Authors' calculations

1. EU sub-regions based on Euvoc. Western Europe: Austria, Belgium, France, Germany, Ireland, Luxembourg, Netherlands
and the United-Kingdom. Northern Europe: Denmark, Finland and Sweden. Baltic States: Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania.
Central and Eastern Europe: Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Croatia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, Slovak Republic and Slovenia.
Southern Europe: Cyprus, Greece, Italy, Malta, Portugal and Spain. As explained above, we refer to 28 member states
since it was unclear at the time of writing when Brexit would be completed.
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Europe, some LNOB indicators have been
deteriorating, including the share of people at
risk of poverty after social transfers (Figure 5).
Income inequalities, as measured by the Palma
Ratio, have increased in countries such as
Germany and Sweden (Figure 6). On access

to and quality of services, the percentage of
people covered by health insurance for a core
set of services is universal or close to universal
in the large majority of EU countries. Access

to basic formal education (5-15 years old) is
also guaranteed to all children. Yet, many EU
countries face deteriorating access to healthcare

and education for people living in rural areas.
Poor people continue to report more unmet care
needs than rich people in all EU countries, and
learning outcomes of 15-year-old students from
lower socio-economic background remain lower
- and sometimes significantly lower - than those
of other students in many EU countries. Finally,
on gender equality, despite progress in women
representation in senior management positions
and in Parliaments across the EU, gender pay
gap and violence against women require further
actions, in particular in Baltic States and Central
and Eastern European countries.

Figure 5 | People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%), 2005-2018

25

20__\”/—\/—_/\

Long term objective

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Northern Europe

European Union Baltic States

Southern Europe

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Central and Eastern Europe

Western Europe

Note: People at risk-of-poverty are persons with an equivalised disposable income below the risk-of-poverty threshold,
which is set at 60 % of the national median equivalised disposable income (after social transfers).

Source: EU-SILC
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Figure 6 | Palma ratio, 2006-2016

Long term objective S
08
0.6
04
0.2
0
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 201 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

European Union

Northern Europe

Baltic States

Southern Europe

Central and Eastern Europe

Western Europe

Note: The Palma Ratio denotes the ratio of the richest 10% of the population’s share of gross national income (GNI)
divided by share of the poorest 40%. A Palma Ratio of 1 means that the top 10 percenters take in no more income than
their bottom 40 percenters. Doyle and Stiglitz propose a Palma Ratio of 1 by the year 2030 (Doyle and Stiglitz, 2014).

Source: OECD

1.3 Convergence across EU member
states

A founding principle of the EU has been to
promote economic development in poorer
member countries and to close the gap with the
richest countries through the convergence of
living standards. Convergence in per capita GDP
across EU member states was rapid between
1990 and 2008, but the process slowed down in
the aftermath of the global financial crisis starting
in 2008 (Inchauste and Karver, 2018).

Once again, differences within countries matter.
There is some evidence that convergence in
average per capita living standards was driven

significantly by rapid economic and productivity
gains in capital and other major cities with

rural regions and smaller cities lagging behind
(Alcidi et al., 2018a, 2018b). Therefore, the
European Committee of the Regions (COR)
highlights the critical role of territorial policies
and localisation of the SDGs in ensuring coherent
SDG implementation across EU member states
(European Committee of the Regions, 2019). To
begin to better understand the role of cities and
regions in the European SDG implementation,
the SDSN and the Brabant Centre for Sustainable
Development (TELOS) have released in May 2019
the first prototype SDG Index and Dashboards
for European Cities (Lafortune et al., 2019)

(Box 1).
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Box 1: SDG Index and Dashboards for European Cities (2019)

This prototype SDG Index and Dashboards for EU

cities compares the performance of capital cities and

a selection of large metropolitan areas in the EU and

the European Free Trade Association (EFTA) on the 17
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). In total, results
for 45 European cities are presented in this first pro-
totype version using 56 indicators. The report includes
contributions from the OECD, the European Commission
and local policymakers (Lafortune et al. 2019).

The report finds that no European capital city or large
metropolitan area has fully achieved the SDGs. Nordic
European cities - Oslo, Stockholm and Helsinki - are
closest to achieving the SDG targets but they still face sig-
nificant challenges on one or several goals. Overall, cities
in Europe perform best on SDG 3 (Health and Wellbeing),
SDG 6 (Clean Water and Sanitation), SDG 8 (Decent Work

Figure 7 | The 2019 SDG scores for European cities

and Economic Growth), and SDG 9 (Industry, Innovation
and Infrastructure). By contrast, performance is lowest

on SDG 12 (Responsible Consumption and Production),
SDG 13 (Climate Action), and SDG 15 (Life on Land).
Further efforts are needed to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions in line with full decarbonisation by 2050. Access
to affordable and quality housing is also a persistent issue
in most European cities (SDG Target 11.1).

As always, this analysis is constrained by the availability,
quality and comparability of data. This constraint is even
greater at the subnational level. Despite the ground-break-
ing work conducted by the European Commission

- notably via Eurostat, European Environment Agency and
the Joint Research Centre - to define territorial levels and
metropolitan areas and standardise subnational data and
indicators, major gaps remain to monitor all SDGs.
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1.4 International spillovers

In an increasingly interdependent world,
countries’ actions can have both positive and
negative effects on other countries’ ability to
achieve the SDGs (Schmidt-Traub et al., 2019).
Such international “spillovers” are pervasive
and have been increasing fast with the growth
in trade exceeding the growth in world gross
product (Fischer-Kowalski et al., 2015).

Positive and negative spillovers must therefore be
understood, measured, and carefully managed
since a given country cannot achieve the SDGs if
the other ones do not do their part. We consider
three groups of spillovers:

e Environmental spillovers cover effects
related to the use of natural resources and
pollution. They tend to be negative exter-
nalities, whereby demand from importing
countries increases pollution and natural
resource loss in exporting countries. For
example, biofuel mandates from Europe and
other major economies have accelerated
tropical deforestation (Valin et al., 2016).

® Economic/finance/governance spillovers
cover positive spillovers, such as inter-
national development finance, as well as
negative spillovers, including unfair tax com-
petition, banking secrecy, money laundering,
and the exploitation of workers in interna-
tional value chains.

e Security spillovers include negative
externalities, such as the trade in arms,
particularly in small arms, and organised
international crime. Among positive security
spillovers are investments in conflict preven-
tion and peacekeeping, including through
the United Nations.

To track the spillovers generated by each EU
member state, we introduce an EU SDG Spillover
Index (Figure 8) that captures spillover data
across all SDGs. Scores range from 0 (worst
performance) to 100 (best performance).

On the positive side, the EU and its members
states are the greatest per capita providers

of Official Development Assistance (ODA) and
international climate finance under the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change. Yet,
net spillovers from EU countries are large and
negative, and can undermine other countries’
ability to achieve the SDGs. This is particularly true
for wealthier EU member states and those that
are highly integrated in the global value chains.

Most EU member states generate large
negative impacts through trade, which, inter
alia, embodies CO2 emissions, biodiversity loss,
and water scarcity. The import of textiles from
countries with poor labour standards generates
work accidents in exporting countries. Tax havens
and financial secrecy in EU member states and
overseas territories undermine other countries'
ability to mobilise the public resources needed
to achieve the goals (Gaspar et al., 2019). Finally,
the large-scale transfer of major conventional
weapons from some EU member states can
promote insecurity.

The data underscores the urgency of tackling
international spillovers, as part of an EU
strategy to achieve the SDGs. In some cases,
good intentions, such as replacing fossil

fuels with biofuels, can have unintended
negative consequences on other countries.
For this reason, spillovers need to be tracked,
understood, and tackled through targeted
policies described in Section 3.2.



2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report

13

Figure 8 | International Spillover Index for the European Union

)
Country Spillover 5—'
Spillover Index Index o
%0 Poland 784 E
Estonia 72.9 w
70
Romania 725 -g
Hungary 725 -
Denmark 720 2
Czech Republic 715 5
Germany 714 2
Bulgaria 69.6 m
Sweden 67.0 3
Croatia 66.3 =
. =}
Spain 66.1 ©n
~
Portugal 65.9 ~*
=
France 65.8 m
Slovenia 653 8
Slovak Republic 65.1 (")
Latvia 63.6 =
Finland 63.5
Lithuania 63.3
Italy 62.1
Greece 61.8
Austria 60.7
Belgium 557
Malta 54.1
Ireland 53.1
United Kingdom 50.2
Cyprus 474
Netherlands 44.7
Luxembourg 426

European Union 66.0

-

Note: The Index covers environmental, economic/finance/governance and security. It does not capture transboundary
shipments of waste and physical flows (such as transboundary pollution flows) due to lack of data availability. The detailed
list of indicators is accessible in Annex 1. All indicators are weighted equally. Indicators are reported on a per capita basis
for cross-country comparisons. A value of 100 corresponds to the best available score (no negative spillovers on other
countries) whereas a value of 0 corresponds to the worst possible score (high negative spillovers on other countries).

Source: Authors' calculations
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Part 2

Six SDG
Transformations

As described in the preceding section, our SDG Index demonstrates
that the EU as a whole and many of its member countries face
urgent challenges to achieve the SDGs in all three pillars of
sustainable development: economic, social, and environmental.

2.1 An operational framework for
achieving the SDGs

Based on an extensive analysis of the
interventions required to achieve the SDGs,
SDSN and partners recommend six SDG
Transformations (Figure 4) that together can
achieve all 17 SDGs (J.D. Sachs et al.,2019). The
transformations are system-based and designed
to address the most important trade-offs and
synergies for implementation. They are aligned
with the way in which governments are organised
and can also help guide action by business

and civil society. Each transformation poses
challenges for the EU - some of great urgency.

The six SDG Transformations framed for the
European Union are:

1. Well-educated workforce and innovative
economy, built on excellence in education,
gender equality, and social protection;

2. Health and wellbeing for all, built on
universal health coverage and healthy
lifestyles;

3. Aclimate-neutral and circular economy,
built on decarbonising energy systems by
2050 and massively increasing the resource
efficiency of European industry;

4. Sustainable food systems, land use, and
oceans, built on efficient and sustainable
agriculture, conservation and restoration of
nature, healthy diets, and sustainable food
processing and international value chains;

5. Sustainable cities and communities that
are productive, healthful, inclusive, and green,
with a particular focus on small towns and
rural communities;

6. Digital and other modern technologies
for sustainable development, built on
excellence in key industries, while protecting
privacy, human rights, and social inclusion.

Together, these six transformations can achieve
the SDGs in the EU (Figure 9). They must be
underpinned by a commitment to leave no one
behind. For example, a climate neutral economy
must be achieved in a fair and socially equitable
manner. Similarly, the education system must
benefit all citizens, and digital technologies
must not amplify social divides. A second critical
principle is the need for circularity of resource
use and decoupling of environmental impact
from human wellbeing. We must dramatically
increase the resource efficiency of industry, the
food system, and public services.
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Figure9 | How the six SDG Transformations contribute to the 17 goals (adapted from J.D. Sachs et al. 2019b)

1. Well-educated workforce
and innovative economy

2. Health and wellbeing
for all

3. A climate neutral and
circular economy

4. Sustainable food systems,
land use, and oceans

5. Sustainable cities and
communities

6. Digital and other modern
technologies for
sustainable development

S®PRT00

Source: Authors. Adapted from J.D. Sachs et al., 2019b.
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2.2 Applying the SDG
Transformations for the EU

For each transformation, there is much work to
be done in the EU, as we describe in this section.
Akey question for the EU is how to set the

2030 targets and how to track progress in each
transformation towards achieving the SDGs (see
also Section 3.4).

L
)
b
(%)
O
(q)
-]
=
Q
=
wn
-
o
=
3
o
Ep
o
=
wn

Transformation 1

WELL-EDUCATED WORKFORCE AND INNOVATIVE ECONOMY

The EU is a global leader in education and the Union (European Commission, 2019a),
technology, but innovation is very uneven the active engagement of girls in Science,
across its regions (Figure 10). Regions that Technology, Engineering and Mathematics

lag behind in innovation also lag behind in (STEM) education and professional training,
good jobs, investment, and long-term growth and the promotion of new technology missions
potential. An EU strategy to achieve the SDGs to put the EU in the leadership of sustainable
should build on quality education across technologies (Mazzucato, 2018).

Figure 10 | Large discrepancies in innovation across the European Union
Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 population)

350

300

Long term objective

250

200
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50

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Central and Eastern Europe

European Union Baltic States

Southern Europe

Western Europe

Northern Europe

Source: European Patent Office (2019)
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Transformation 2

HEALTH AND WELLBEING FOR ALL

The EU has achieved very high life expectancy addictive substances (Figure 11). Healthcare

and nearly universal health coverage, but costs are rising sharply. Obesity and its related
like other parts of the world, it suffers from conditions also reduce GDP by 3.3% in OECD

an epidemic of non-communicable diseases, countries (OECD, 2019a). The EU should promote
including rising rates of adult-onset diabetes, healthier lifestyles and integrate disease

obesity, other metabolic diseases, mental health prevention more centrally into the health system
challenges, and excessive use of tobacco and (OECD and European Union, 2018).

Figure 11 | Obesity is rising fast across the EU.
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% adult population)

30

25

Long term objective

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

European Union Baltic States

Central and Eastern Europe

Northern Europe Southern Europe Western Europe

Source: World Health Organization (2019)
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Transformation 3

A CLIMATE NEUTRAL AND CIRCULAR ECONOMY

The EU is a major global contributor of
greenhouse gases, pollution, and waste

(Figure 12). Some of Europe’s environmental
damages are also embedded in imports from
other regions where greenhouse gas emissions,
pollution, and unregulated wastes are very high.
The European Green Deal, underpinned by a new
Sustainable Europe Investment Plan, must deliver
significant and rapid reductions of greenhouse

Figure 12 | Greenhouse gases are falling too slowly.

gases by 2030 and climate neutrality by 2050,
while also curtailing the loss of biodiversity and
cutting pollution from plastics, particulate matter,
toxic wastes, and other sources. This transition
must address the environmental objectives

laid out in the SDGs, but it must also promote
economic development and be fair so as to
ensure that the poor and people living in small
towns or remote rural areas are not left behind.

Energy-related CO, emissions per capita (tCO,/capita)
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European Union Baltic States Central and Eastern Europe

Northern Europe

Southern Europe

Western Europe

Source: Gutschow, J.; Jeffery, L.; Gieseke, R. (2019): The PRIMAP-hist national historical emissions time series
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SUSTAINABLE FOOD SYSTEMS, LAND USE, AND OCEANS

European agriculture feeds increasingly
unhealthy diets. In particular, heavy meat
consumption in the EU is not only detrimental
to human health, but a significant burden

on land use in Europe and indirectly in the
Amazon and other world regions through the
EU's imports of food and feed. Meanwhile,
biodiversity in the EU is under threat from
unsustainable farm practices, the pressures
of biofuels on arable land, the depletion of
freshwater resources exacerbated by climate
change, and the encroachments of urban
building and infrastructure on fragile wetlands

and other ecosystems. Many European fisheries
are heavily fished using destructive techniques,
and fish imports into the EU threaten fishing
grounds in other regions. As part of the European
Green Deal, the EU must promote integrated
strategies for productive, efficient, and resilient
agriculture; the conservation and restoration

of nature; as well as healthy diets and low food
loss and waste. Of particular importance will be
to address international spillovers (Figure 13)

by making EU and global value chains for food,
feed, and biofuels healthful and environmentally
sustainable (FABLE, 2019; SDSN and BCFN, 2019).

Figure 13 | The EU must address unsustainable agriculture value chains.
Biodiversity threats embodied in imports to Europe (threats per million population)

W SDG achieved
Challenges remain
M Significant challenges remain

W Major challenges remain

Note: The indicator measures the number of species threatened as a result of international trade.

Source: Lenzen et al. (2012)
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Transformation 5

Do

SUSTAINABLE CITIES AND COMMUNITIES

The EU is home to many of humanity's oldest
and most treasured cities, yet these cities are
under multiple threats from heat waves, rising
sea levels, sprawl, traffic congestion, massive
waste flows, and air pollution (Figure 14). At the
same time, many smaller cities and towns are
depopulating and falling behind the major cities
in income levels, jobs, technology, access to
public services, and more. Many European cities
are implementing bold strategies to convert to
clean energy, zero-emission vehicles, zero-net-

energy buildings, waste recycling, and multimodal

transport, while increasing the amount of green
spaces and nature-based solutions to urban
stress factors. The EU should support its cities
in adopting the SDGs as their policy framework,
and in achieving the goals through coordinated
actions at the local, regional, national, and EU
levels. Struggling cities and communities must be
prioritised in strategies for deployment of jobs
and new sectors. Rural areas require greater
investments and connectivity to metropolitan
centres to ensure no one is left behind.

Figure 14 | Air pollution in European cities remains unacceptably high with large variances.
Exposure to air pollution in urban areas, PM2.5 (ug/m?3)
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DIGITAL AND OTHER MODERN TECHNOLOGIES FOR SUSTAINABLE

DEVELOPMENT

New digital technologies are critical tools to
combine high production with low environmental
impacts. Smart grids, e-commerce, car-sharing,
3D printing, and other digital technologies
combined with modern materials offer

the potential of “more for less” in terms of
environmental impacts. However, if poorly
managed, the digital economy can exacerbate
inequalities and unsustainable consumption.
They can also harm our political systems
(WBGU, 2019). Compared with the United States
and China, Europe lacks large, internationally
competitive information technology firms.

Figure 15 |

The continent must invest in other modern
technologies to ensure its companies remain

at the cutting edge. At the same time, dangers
abound from new technologies, including
rampant job losses from robots and artificial
intelligence, the loss of privacy, the concentration
of wealth in a few tech giants, and new abuses of
power enabled by the new digital technologies.
The EU is in the lead in overseeing and regulating
the new digital technologies to protect human
rights and privacy, as in the case of the General
Data Protection Regulation (GDPR).

Major gaps in digital infrastructure and innovation across the EU.

Dashboard SDG 9 (Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure)

B SDG achieved
Challenges remain
H Significant challenges remain

W Major challenges remain

Source: Authors' calculations
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2.3 Long term pathways and
stakeholder engagement for
SDG Transformations

Each SDG transformation requires a large-
scale effort by society, including all major
stakeholders: governments, businesses, social
partners, academia, civil society, and individuals.
Governments must set the broad guidelines;
businesses must change their performance
metrics; social partners should integrate

the SDGs into the social dialogue; academia
should provide sustainable development
education, research, and policy analysis; civil
society should hold government and business
accountable; and individuals should support the
SDG Transformations as citizens, consumers,
and managers of their own households and
behaviours. These questions have been
addressed in the EU context by the Multi-
stakeholder Platform (2018).

The transformations require large-scale
changes in public and private investments

and technologies. Consider the case of

energy decarbonisation as an example. Power
generation must shift from coal and gas to
zero-carbon sources, especially wind, solar,
hydro, and geothermal. Vehicles must shift from
internal combustion engines to electric vehicles
with greater uptake of mass transport. Industry
must shift from fossil fuel use in process heating
to other solutions, including electricity and
synthetic fuels. Buildings must shift from use
of coal and gas for heating to electricity. These
shifts will require sustained investments and
bold policies over roughly 30 years to achieve
full decarbonisation. Similar challenges apply to
the circular economy and sustainable land use
and food systems - two other dimensions of a
European Green Deal. The question is how to
achieve such broad, comprehensive, and deep
transformations.

The answer is a mix of direct regulation, direct
provision of public infrastructure, and incentives
for private businesses and consumers, both
positive (e.g. feed-in tariffs) and negative (e.g.

taxes on CO, emissions). Yet, most of all, the
transformation will need long-term plans and
policies. These plans will be based on a multi-
dimensional analysis that includes:

e Technological Pathways: to identify one or
more technology scenarios to reach climate
neutrality by 2050, including intermediate
milestones for five-year periods;

e Financial planning: to identify efficient
and low-cost pathways among the possible
alternatives;

e Policy frameworks: to identify a feasible
mix of regulations, public investments, and
incentives;

e Subsidiarity analysis: to assign policy
and financing responsibilities across levels
of government, including the EU level
(Commission, Council, Parliament, European
Investment Bank), member states, and
regional and local governments in the EU.

e Mission-oriented Research and Innovation:
to identify public-private research and devel-
opment priorities to achieve the SDGs and
the objectives of the Paris Agreement;

e Metrics and Monitoring: to identify a set
of indicators to assess progress towards the
2050 goal and intermediate milestones, and
to create an ongoing feedback process from
metrics to policy.

We emphasise that this kind of policy analysis

is very different from typical policymaking. The
SDGs and the Paris Climate Agreement are longer
term and more transformative than targets
pursued by most policymaking. They presume a
major overhaul in technologies and innovations
in social mobilisation, politics, and governance.
And they, therefore, require a far richer policy
framework to set the transformations in motion.
Moreover, at every step, the complexity of the
challenges suggests that policymakers should
call upon outside experts for advice, including
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for instance via the creation of an independent
scientific council reporting to the European
Council, as recommended by the Think 2030
group (Baldock and Charveriat, 2018).

The EU business sector similarly needs a new
orientation towards the SDGs. It will, in any
event, face increasing scrutiny on SDG alignment
by regulators, investors, and consumers. New
business metrics will drive investors towards
businesses and activities aligned with the SDGs

and away from activities detrimental to the SDGs.

We recommend that the business metrics for
the SDGs in Europe address four dimensions
(product, production process, supply chains,
and tax compliance) of business performance
(Box 2). The upcoming reviews of the EU's Eco-
Management and Audit Scheme (EMAS) and the
non-financial reporting directive (NFRD), as well
as the sustainable finance action plan, should be
aligned with the SDGs.

Finally, we strongly urge European institutions
and governments at all levels to engage with
academia and civil society more generally in the
design of SDG pathways and in the pursuit of
SDG goals. Academia should adopt the SDGs and
the Paris Agreement as key topics for the higher-
education curriculum (in business, engineering
and policy schools), research activities, and policy
advisory work with governments. Universities
should be encouraged as incubators of new
sustainable businesses and technologies. Civil
society should, of course, be invited as a full
interlocutor in the design of SDG policies and
programmes and should be expected to play

its vital oversight role in holding governments
and businesses accountable for their SDG
commitments.

Box 2: Four dimensions of business performance against the SDGs

In determining their contribution to the SDGs, businesses should consider four questions:

1. Is the business’ product line beneficial for society? Healthful foods, yes; obesogenic foods, no.
Renewable energy, yes; fossil fuels, no. And so forth.

2. Are the business’ production processes sustainable? Business processes that cause heavy
emissions of greenhouse gases, or that create pollutants, or that leave behind massive
wastes, or that have negative impact on biodiversity and ecosystems, or that endanger the
health and wellbeing of workers and local communities, must be curtailed.

3. Is the business’ global value chain sustainable? Businesses are responsible not only for their
own production but for buying their inputs from sustainable suppliers and selling products to
sustainable users. Businesses will be evaluated henceforth on the entire global value chain,
not on their operations alone. And products will be tracked through the entire lifecycle from
primary commodities to wastes and pollution from final use.

4. Isthe business a good corporate citizen? Businesses are expected to pay their taxes fairly
without resort to evasion or aggressive tax shifting to tax havens. They are expected to be
transparent in operations and to report on their SDG alignment. They are expected to respect
the interests of all stakeholders, and not merely aim at wealth maximisation of the owners to
the detriment of workers, communities, and consumers.

Source: SDSN and BCFN (2019)
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Part 3

Implementing the

SDGs in the EU

The EU and its member states face three kinds of challenges in
implementing each SDG Transformation. The first, lying within the
EU itself and its member states, is to close the gap between current
realities and SDG targets. The second is to use the EU’s diplomacy,
global leadership, and development cooperation to promote the
SDGs globally. The world’s success in achieving the SDGs is vital

to Europe’s wellbeing and security, as it will promote peace, the
rule of law, reduced migration, greater economic prosperity, and
environmental safety for the entire planet. Third, in order to ensure
coherence between the ambition to achieve the SDGs internally
and its global leadership, the EU must eliminate adverse spillovers
on other parts of the world by ensuring sustainable global value
chains - particularly for agricultural, marine, and forest products -
and responsible policies on tax and finance.

To implement these policies, the EU needs to
pursue a coherent strategy, align its budget

with the SDGs, ensure consistent reporting

and monitoring, and promote coherence and
alignment of EU-wide SDG policies with member
states' policies. We describe these essential policy
tools in Section 3.4.

The European Commission Reflection Paper
(2019b) outlined three scenarios for pursuing
the SDGs. Our recommendations boil down to a
combination of these three scenarios. In line with
Scenario 1, the EU needs an integrated approach
towards achieving the SDGs. We recommend
that this takes the form of a communication from
the European Commission on an SDG roadmap

described further in Section 3.1.4. As we show
below, key policy mechanisms and instruments
for implementing the SDGs already exist. Some
require a higher level of ambition, and all need
improved policy coherence, alignment with
member states' policies, and monitoring. We agree
with the emphasis that Scenario 2 places on the
external dimension, but, of course, this can only
be one - albeit important - component of an EU
strategy. And Scenario 3 is correct in emphasising
the critical importance of member states' policies,
which must be aligned with EU-wide strategies, as
already foreseen in many EU policy instruments.
This will require aligning the European Semester
with the SDGs and without weakening its role in
coordinating macroeconomic policies.
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3.1 Internal priorities for the EU
and member states

The new European Commission, working with the
European Parliament and the European Council,
has the vital role to ensure that EU processes

are in place to achieve the SDGs, including under
the framework of the European Green Deal.

This will also require careful coordination with
member states’ policies. As noted recently by the
European Court of Auditors (ECA), there remain
significant gaps in the EU implementation of and
reporting on SDGs, notably on understanding the
overall contribution of the EU budget and policies
to achieving the SDGs, with the exception of the
area of external action (ECA, 2019). Budgets are
not systematically aligned with the SDGs (Sachs et
al., 2019), and the EU lacks explicit targets against
which SDG progress can be measured in an
objective way (European Commission, 2019b).

Yet, as the manifesto of the new Commission
President (von der Leyen, 2019) and the
Reflection Paper (European Commission, 2019b)
make clear, the EU has most of the policy
components in place. Some require a higher
level of ambition, and all require greater policy
coherence and clear organisation. The new
Commission can build on a strong foundation, so
the challenges outlined in this section strike us as
achievable with a strong and sound organisation.

Feedback received during the preparation

of this report suggests that the EU needs to
make its operations and decision-making more
participatory. The involvement of stakeholders
should be structured with clear mandates, which
will also generate broad popular appeal. One
key vehicle for stakeholder engagement is the
Multi-Stakeholder Platform. Its mandate should
be reviewed in light of experiences to date and
the needs for implementing the new EU's SDG
strategy (EESC, 2019).

During its first year, the Commission, working with
other European institutions, should, therefore,
ensure that three key policy priorities for the SDG
are putin place. To address major internal SDG

challenges identified in Sections 1 and 2, the EU
needs (i) a European Green Deal for sustainable
energy, circularity, and land use and foods
systems; (i) a supporting infrastructure investment
plan and budget; and (iii) a skills and innovation
initiative to promote sustainable development,
with a particular focus on poorer member states.
Making these three policy priorities a reality

will require a budget aligned with the SDGs;
consistent SDG monitoring and reporting across
all SDG priorities; and effective engagement and
coordination of member states (Section 3.4).

3.1.1 A European Green Deal for Sustainable
Energy, Circularity, and Land Use and
Food

By pledging to make Europe “the first climate-
neutral continent”, the European Green Deal and
the supporting European Climate Law announced
by the Commission, will be the cornerstones for
the EU's strategy to achieve many of the SDGs
for which progress to date is inadequate. Based
on the data presented in Section 1 (Europe’s
performance against the SDGs), the deal must
comprise three broad components: (i) energy
decarbonisation, (i) resource efficiency and

the circular economy, and (iii) sustainable land
use, oceans, and food systems. The three
strategies need to be coherent and coordinated
(IPCC, 2019), but they are sufficiently distinct

to be designed and implemented in parallel,
building on a range of largely existing EU

policy tools. A critical connector between

them is the unsustainable use of biomass for
sometimes competing uses (food, feed, fibre, and
energy), and all three need to consider major
international environmental spillovers, which we
consider in section 3.3 below. Another connector
are the resource implications of the energy
transition, particularly for the production and
use of batteries. Each strategy needs to mobilise
broad communities of stakeholders to address
synergies and trade-offs.

The necessary transformations need to be
designed to enhance fairness and social cohesion
across the Union. Environmental strategies
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that are seen to undermine living standards
or increase inequalities will not be successful
(Williamson, 2018) and risk generating public
anger. Transition funds, as proposed for the
coal sector, can support a fair transformation,
but bespoke strategies are needed for other
industries as well, including automotive, heavy
industry, and parts of agriculture.

Towards a zero-emission energy system

First, the EU needs a genuine Union-wide
strategy for decarbonising the energy system,
comprising power generation and transmission,
heating and cooling of buildings, transport, and
industry. As countries decarbonise their energy
systems through greater use of renewable
energy, they need to more closely integrate their
energy systems to manage the intermittency of
power generation. Some countries have greater
potential to generate clean power through solar
PV and wind, and can supply power to other
member states. Elements of such a strategy exist,
including technical analyses, but the Commission
needs to put them together into a genuine
EU-wide strategy.

Experiences across member states underscore
the vital importance of ensuring a fair energy
transition. Where jobs are lost due to the phasing
out of fossil-fuel use, complementary investments
may be needed to generate alternative
employment. And decarbonisation must work just
as well in rural areas and small cities as in large
metropoles. The former represents particular
challenges for the decarbonisation of transport.
Due to the different economic structures and
reliance on fossil fuels across the Union, the
social challenges of energy decarbonisation vary
across member states.

The EU also needs a frank conversation about
which policy tools are best designed to achieve
the long-term objective of net-zero energy
systems at minimal costs. Market instruments,
including carbon pricing, have a role to play, but
in many areas technology standards can provide
the long-term visibility to industry and consumers

that is needed to redirect R&D expenditure.

For example, the EU may consider following the
lead of several countries by committing to phase
out new registrations of light-duty vehicles with
an internal combustion engine by 2030 at the
latest; with heavy-duty vehicles to follow at a later
date. Similarly, the construction of new coal-fired
power plants should stop immediately, followed
by an end to building other fossil-fuel powered
plants in the near future.

Circular economy

Second, as emphasised by all European
institutions, the strategy to decarbonise
European industry must go hand in hand with
efforts to accelerate the shift towards a circular
economy in the EU, including the critical issues
of household and industrial wastes. Progress

to date is insufficient. In spite of the resource
efficiency strategy and the circular economy
package, waste generation has been increasing
since 2012 by 0.8% annually (Eurostat, 2019).
This demonstrates the need for more stringent
measures, including a greater focus on the overall
reduction of material consumption within the
economy, on waste prevention, environmental
tax reform and eco-design standards. To
address negative international spillovers from
Europe’s consumption, the EU should also aim
to drastically reduce the material use embedded
in its net imports and sharply reduce waste
shipments abroad. It is just not right that Europe
continues to export large volumes of plastic
waste to countries in Asia, much of which ends
up in the ocean since these countries lack the
capacity to manage such waste adequately.

Sustainable land use and food systems

As a third plank of the European Green Deal,

the EU needs an integrated strategy to ensure
sustainable land use, oceans, and food systems
(FOLU, 2019). Such a strategy needs to cover three
broad pillars (Schmidt-Traub et al., 2019b) that

cut across many DGs of the EU: (i) resilient and
efficient agricultural production systems, forestry,
and fisheries that combine high productivity with
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environmental sustainability; (i) healthy diets
(notably through the Common Agricultural Policy
and the Farm to Fork Strategy on sustainable food)
with low food loss and waste; and (iii) conservation
and restoration of biodiversity (e.g. through the EU
Biodiversity Strategy but - critically - also through
the CAP). The FABLE Consortium (2019) has
proposed global targets for sustainable land use
and food systems that could help inform targets
for the EU and the monitoring framework. See
also the results from IEEP's net-zero agriculture
project (Allen and Lorant, 2019).

New plans outlined in legislative proposals for the
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) after 2020 are
rightly shifting the focus from simple compliance
towards performance and results, including in
terms of environmental outcomes. But these
proposals may have adverse environmental
consequences unless the governance structure
of the CAP is reformed adequately (IPES, 2019).
Currently, the policy also fails to account for the
environmental and food security impacts of non-
food products, such as biofuels. Importantly, the
logic of the CAP remains focused on area-based
payments, so the policy is not integrated with

the demand side and the need to shift towards
healthier diets (Pe'er et al., 2019). Integrating
healthy diets with sustainable agricultural
production, as foreseen through the Farm to Fork
Strategy, should be at the centre of the European
Green Deal, which must also develop a clear
policy framework for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions from agriculture and land use, including
forestry, in line with the requirements of the Paris
Agreement. Since agriculture is the biggest driver
of biodiversity loss, the new European Biodiversity
Strategy to 2030 must not become a standalone
instrument, but needs to be central to the
reformed CAP, which in turn must be integrated
with the Farm to Fork Strategy. The same applies
to (mostly national) policy frameworks for forestry
and soil management.

The EU needs clear spatial policies for managing
competing land uses and to ensure long-term

sustainability. The different components exist
already, including biodiversity and ecosystem
services maps prepared under the EU Mapping
and Assessment of Ecosystems and their Services
(MAES) initiative (Maes et al., 2018), and now need
to be combined with other land uses. It is very
encouraging that DG ENV and DG CLIMA have
recently agreed on such a collaboration. Together
they can - and should - include all dimensions of
land use and food systems, including upscaling
the deployment of nature-based solutions in
Europe’s long-term climate strategy for the
UNFCCC COP26 in Glasgow in 2020.

As the SDG data for the EU demonstrates, the
EU is far from achieving SDG 14 on marine
ecosystems. Too many fisheries are overexploited
across the EU, and the use of highly destructive
fishing techniques remains widespread across
all EU marine waters. Though member states
have put in place major Marine Protected Areas
(MPAs), many are poorly implemented. Indeed,
bottom trawling and other highly destructive
fishing techniques are more widespread in

some MPAs than in unprotected European
waters (Dureuil et al., 2018). Given the parlous
state of the world's oceans, the EU should take
the lead in securing its marine ecosystems for
future generations. It must also address major
environmental spillovers on countries in Africa
and elsewhere caused by Europe’s long-distance
fishing fleets and unsustainable demand for
marine products. These issues can be addressed
as part of the Farm to Fork strategy.

The European Green Deal and its three
constituent components must also ensure

that SDGs are mainstreamed across European
policies and regulation. The Commission’s Better
Regulation tool can play an important role in
integrating the SDGs more fully (Renda, 2017).
Moreover, all impact assessments, fitness checks,
and the REFIT Platform’s recommendations must
evaluate environmental, social, and economic
impacts of proposed measures, so that all EU
policies support the SDGs (EESC, 2019).
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3.1.2 A Sustainable Europe Investment Plan

The European Green Deal requires increased
investments in infrastructure for power,
transport, communication, and agriculture. Since
much of that infrastructure transcends national
borders, an appropriately resourced Sustainable
Europe Investment Plan is needed with a
mandate to support the European Green Deal.

Given the small size of the European budget
relative to the size of the EU economy, there is
little scope for shifting funding within the current
MFF envelope to meet substantially higher
investments in sustainable infrastructure. Indeed,
as we stress throughout this report, each priority
spending area under the MFF - sustainable
agriculture, research and innovation, official
development assistance and diplomacy - faces
increased budget needs if the SDGs are to be
achieved across the EU.

European governments will therefore need

to mobilise greater public resources for the
Sustainable Europe Investment Plan, which will
be critical to achieve the SDGs and to accelerate
convergence across EU member states. This

in turn may require new revenue sources,

like revenues from the EU Emissions Trading
System, the Common Consolidated Corporate
Tax Base, an EU-wide road fuel tax, the Financial
Transaction Tax, proposals to tax big tech
companies, or EU-wide carbon border levies.

In parallel, the Sustainable Europe Investment
Plan can help incentivise the greening of private
finance at the scale and speed required to
achieve the SDGs.

Moreover, as suggested by the Commission
President in her manifesto (von der Leyen, 2019),
the European Investment Bank (EIB) should
become Europe’s “climate bank” and increase
climate finance substantially. The EIB can play

a central role in designing and implementing a
Sustainable Europe Investment Plan.

3.1.3 Skills and innovation: EU Education
Area and Horizon Europe 2030

As underscored by the new Commission, the

EU needs to increase investments in education,
job skills, and innovation, with a focus on STEM
education at all levels and R&D for sustainable
technologies. Just as China has its Made in China
2025 Initiative and the U.S. has its America Al
Initiative, the EU should intensify its R&D efforts.

Investments in education and innovation must
be increased particularly in regions of the EU
that score low on metrics relating to educational
performance, innovation, and new start-ups

in high-tech sectors. The European Education
Area commits to upgrading educational

quality, fostering skills for lifelong learning, and
promoting digital skills for all. The ambition of the
EU should be to ensure that every worker and
every graduate of an institution of higher learning
is equipped for the new sustainable economy.
European companies must compete at the
cutting edge globally with enterprises from China,
Japan, Korea, the US, and elsewhere.

Horizon Europe aims to be the largest research
programme in the world. While the Horizon

2020 programme was only partly focused on

the SDG-related technologies, the new Horizon
Europe should be closely aligned with the SDGs
and the Paris Climate Agreement. In short,
Horizon Europe should be the research arm of
the European Green Deal. The Horizon Europe
investment programme can also be an important
tool for strengthening innovation systems in
member states that have weaker R&D systems,
and in fostering leading European companies in
digital technologies, including artificial intelligence,
as well as other sustainable technologies.

Another priority are integrated technology
missions, as recommended by Mazzucato (2018)
to fuel innovation-led growth. These missions aim
to accelerate targeted innovations in strategic
sectors for the European Green Deal, such as
renewable energy, smart grids, machine learning,
zero-emission vehicles, shipping, aviation, and
sustainable agriculture, among others. The
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concept and practice of mission-driven R&D have
been developed by the previous Commission,

so these findings are ready to be applied.

Clearly, such missions also need to include an
assessment of technology risks, particularly
related to social inclusion and the functioning

of our politics (WBGU, 2019). All should be
systematically aligned with the SDGs. Importantly,
new Horizon Europe missions proposed to date
focus on key environmental issues for Europe,
including oceans, soil and food, and climate
adaptation.

3.2 EU Diplomacy and Development
Cooperation for the SDGs

The SDGs represent European values of a

social market economy with environmental
sustainability. Promoting them internationally
should therefore be a key pillar of European
diplomacy and development cooperation.

In an increasingly multipolar world, where
multilateralism is under unprecedented pressure,
European partnership, diplomacy, and soft power
will be vital to uphold the values incorporated in
the SDGs. Indeed, without the EU's leadership the
SDGs cannot be achieved.

European diplomacy can also be guided by the
need for shared problem solving and exchange of
lessons in how to achieve the SDGs. No country
has achieved the SDGs, and every government

is facing major challenges in implementing the

six SDG Transformations. Many will want to learn
from Europe’s lessons and expertise. Others may
have their own insights and novel technologies to
contribute to Europe. It will therefore be critical to
consider how the EU's internal and external SDG
strategies can interact and become coherent.

The core areas for the EU's SDG diplomacy are
manifold and include:

1. EU leadership for the SDGs in the
international conventions - particularly
the climate and biodiversity conventions
(UNFCCC and CBD) - and other multilateral
environment agreements. With CBD COP
15 in China and the climate COP26 in the
UK, the year 2020 will be critical for setting
the long-term ambition and trajectory of
international cooperation on environmental
sustainability. The EU must play an active and
leading role in mobilising countries around
ambitious outcomes. As the host of the Paris
Agreement, the EU should promote climate
neutrality by 2050 by all signatories and
suitably revised climate strategies (Nationally-
determined Contributions and long-term
low-emission development strategies) by
2020. It should also promote and support
integrated approaches to decarbonising
energy systems and ensuring sustainable
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land use and food systems drawing on
experiences from the European Green Deal.
Similarly, the EU and its member states

will have a critical role to play to negotiate
an ambitious post-2020 framework for
biodiversity.

EU SDG leadership in multilateral forums.
With multilateralism under growing threat,
active EU diplomacy will be critical for helping
ensure that multilateral fora retain their role
for fostering international collaboration. EU
leadership on the SDGs will be critical for
supporting the UN General Assembly, the
High-Level Political Forum on the SDGs, the
2020 UN Nature Summit, meetings of the
G7 and G20, as well as the Annual Meetings
of the IMF and the World Bank. In each
forum, the EU and its member states should
advocate for policies and strategies that

are consistent with achieving the SDGs and
the EU's internal leadership on sustainable
development.

Bilateral forums with key partners.
Achieving the SDGs requires not only domestic
transformation but also a deep transformation
in the way countries interact with each other
through trade, investment, technology, and
other domains. As the largest integrated
market in the world and the pre-eminent
setter of regulatory standards, the EU can

play an important role in advancing the SDGs
through bilateral discussions about trade
agreements and other forms of collaboration.
The EU has developed a host of partnership
agreements (e.g. with Canada, Japan, the
Mercosur countries) that should become
engines of mutually beneficial transformative
change towards the SDGs. Other relationships
of particular importance are with the African
Union, China, Russia, and the US.

EU-China Partnership for Sustainable
Investment. China’s Belt and Road Initiative
(BRI) is the largest infrastructure programme
in the world. If carried out properly, BRI

will promote sustainable infrastructure
(power, fibre, roads, rail, ports) for much of
Eurasia. If, on the other hand, BRI promotes
unsustainable technologies (such as fossil-
fuel production and use, or infrastructure
that endangers biodiversity), its impact could

be highly deleterious (Tsinghua PBCSF et al.,
2019). The EU should offer to link its own
Sustainable Europe Investment Plan with BRI,
under the condition that BRI also adopts a
sustainable investment framework. By linking
the European investment programme with
BRI, the benefits throughout Eurasia would
be enormous, and the shift across Eurasia
(home to 70 percent of humanity) towards
sustainable technologies would be greatly
amplified.

5. EU regulatory leadership. The EU has
become the de facto regulatory leader
in many areas, as illustrated by the
positive global impact of the General Data
Protection Regulation (GDPR). As part of its
comprehensive approach to the SDGs, the
EU might consider cooperating with other
countries on regulatory standards in support
of the SDGs, particularly to curb negative
international spillovers (Section 3.3).

Seizing these diplomatic opportunities will
require focus and organization within the EU's
External Action Service. One option might be

to establish a dedicated unit focused on the
SDGs. This unit might help align major diplomatic
initiatives as well as bilateral relations with an EU
focus on promoting the SDGs domestically and
internationally. Working closely with DG Trade
and other externally-focused DGs, this SDG unit
could play an important role in identifying and
seizing opportunities for greater policy coherence
in support of the SDGs with a particular focus on
reducing negative spillovers (Section 3.3).

As the world's biggest donor, the EU and its
member states have a special opportunity and
responsibility to support the SDGs internationally.
This will require new framework for sustainable
development finance that carefully rethinks

the best ways in which European development
cooperation can support multiple objectives.
These include the need for more and better
targeted development assistance to achieve the
SDGs in poorer countries (Gaspar et al., 2019;
SDSN and MH, 2019) - in parts to create better
economic and social opportunities and tackle
the root causes of displacement and migration.
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Similarly, many upper-middle-income countries
need technical support and climate finance to
implement their version of a European Green
Deal. Other global environmental commons, such
as the ocean and major biomes, require bespoke
strategies, that can build on a strong track

record of innovation by European development
partners. Finally, Europe’s immediate
neighbourhood in the East and South represents
special challenges that require creative and bold
development cooperation. To this end, all EU
countries must meet SDG Target 17.2 to provide
0.7% of gross national income towards official
development assistance, of which 0.2% should go
to Least Developed Countries. New EU member
states have committed to 0.33% of GNI in overall
development assistance.

Despite efforts in recent years to improve
coordination, European aid is fragmented and
lacks coherence. This increases transaction
costs and lowers visibility of the benefits.

As part of its international SDG strategy,

the EU should therefore consider priority
development initiatives, particularly with a

focus on neighbouring Africa. Among these is
the need to invest at scale in education across
Africa, one of the most important investments
in long-term economic development, gender
equality, and the demographic transition to
lower fertility and mortality rates. The EU

should consider a bold AU-EU Partnership for
African Education to help ensure that all African
children are enabled to complete education
from pre-K through upper-secondary. Modelled
after proven success stories, like Gavi and the
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and
Malaria, such an education initiative would have a
transformational impact on Africa while creating
inestimable goodwill between the EU and African
nations for generations to come.

European development cooperation must
also tackle the root causes and consequences
of climate change and other environmental
degradation in order to address wider security
risks. This will require targeted support for
adaptation to climate change, including land

restoration (Kettunen et al., 2018; Schaik et

al., 2019). To this end, the EU should consider
technical and financial cooperation with other
large emitters of greenhouse gases, particularly
to mobilise greater volumes of concessional
and non-concessional development finance.
Here, European institutions, including the EIB
and the EBRD, have critical know-how to offer. A
recent report by the High-Level Group of Wise
Persons on the European Financial Architecture
for Development (WPG, 2019) outlines the
three practical options for making external
development financing through the EIB and the
EBRD more effective. Member states and the
Commission should consider swift action on the
recommendations by the group.

The evidence is strong that development
cooperation works best when it is pursued
through well-designed multilateral cooperation

- a core value of the EU. European governments
and the Commission should work together to
ensure full funding of proven multilateral SDG
financing mechanisms, including the Global
Fund, Gavi, the Green Climate Fund, and others.
At the country level, the EU should help and
encourage multilateral and bilateral partners

to work better together to support whole-of-
government SDG strategies. New tools like the
Integrated National Financing Frameworks (INFFs)
can promote coherent strategies for financing
and implementing the SDGs, including necessary
policy changes, such as the phasing out of
harmful subsidies.
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3.3 Tackling international SDG
spillovers

Europe's internal and external SDG strategies can
only become coherent if the EU tackles the large
negative SDG spillovers it generates. Failure to do
so would not only make it impossible for many
countries to achieve the goals, but it would also
undermine European legitimacy and standing in the
world. When European biofuel targets drive tropical
deforestation, everyone loses. Similarly, global value
chains that encourage modern slavery are a stain
on Europe's conscience. Not tackling negative SDG
spillovers head-on would also lessen incentives to
increase resource efficiency in clean technologies
in the EU, which - as the new Commission rightly
emphasises - will be an important and necessary
driver of the EU's future prosperity.

As reviewed in Sections 1.4 and 2.1, the largest
and most pervasive negative spillovers generated
by European countries are environmental and are
driven by unsustainable demand for agricultural,
forest, and fishery products. Many European
companies are at the apex of the global value
chains for palm oil, soy, cocoa, coffee, and other
commodities that drive tropical deforestation
and other degradation. But the EU also exports
large volumes of waste, including plastics, to
countries that are demonstrably unable to
handle such waste sustainably. Tax regimes and
non-transparent beneficial ownership rules in
some EU countries and their territories generate
negative spillovers on other countries.

Addressing such spillovers is vital if the SDGs are
to be achieved, but it will be complex technically
and politically. Clearly, the EU must curb domestic
demand for the unsustainable exploitation of
environmental resources, which requires better
policy coherence and better behaviour from all
actors, including businesses operating in Europe.

But the EU must also help exporting countries,
particularly poorer developing countries, in
charting development paths that do not depend
on the unsustainable exploitation of natural
resources. In some cases, this will require taking

on powerful vested interests that may operate
illegally and unscrupulously; some countries

may also seek help in repurposing harmful
subsidies. In all cases the EU will need to help

find alternatives for generating incomes and
mobilising long-term development financing. Only
in this way can the rightful call for curbing negative
environmental spillovers not be misunderstood
as EU-led protectionism or an effort to hurt the
development prospects of exporting countries.

Of course, negative spillovers from outside the

EU also act on countries and businesses from

the European Union. Without domestic carbon
policies, exporters into the EU may undercut
domestic producers that face a carbon price.
Similarly, some European producers fear “social
dumping” through lower social and labour
standards in other countries. The EU has
numerous tools through which such spillovers can
be tackled in the context of multi- and bilateral
trade agreements - aided, of course - by its large
market size. In some cases new tools might be
needed, such as the carbon border tax mooted by
the Commission President (von der Leyen, 2019).
Overall, though, the data in this report shows that
the EU and its member states generate significant
negative spillovers on other countries, which is
why the EU needs a strategy to tackle them.

To curb negative international spillovers and

- where applicable - help provide economic
alternatives to exporting countries, member
states and the EU should consider five main
priorities. These priorities are mutually supportive
and interdependent. They need to be pursued
together to ensure coherent and effective
policies as well as international trust in the EU's
intentions. Box 3 illustrates these priorities in the
case of deforestation-free supply chains.

3.3.1 Spillover monitoring and inclusion in
pathways

As a very first step, the EU must identify and
monitor negative spillovers at national scales,
drawing inter alia on data presented in this
report. Methods and data sources are now well
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established, but modest additional investments
are needed to fill data gaps. Working with
scientific organizations across the EU, Eurostat
and other EU agencies can play a critical role

in ensuring timely and rigorous monitoring of
environmental, financial, and security spillovers
across all major value chains and EU policy areas.
These analyses should be integrated into the
EU monitoring and reporting framework for the
SDGs as well as policy coordination processes,
such as the European Semester.

Critically, European pathways for decarbonising
energy, ensuring a circular economy, and making
food and land use systems sustainable, must
explicitly model international spillovers. Here,
the Commission'’s Joint Research Center (JRC)
and other scientific institutions across Europe
should provide the necessary tools and analyses.
The pathways should be made public and be
discussed with stakeholders inside Europe and
partner countries abroad to understand and
tackle international spillovers.

3.3.2 Value chain governance and full
traceability

Companies operating in the EU need to ensure
full traceability across their value chains, so

that the environmental and social impacts of
each end-product can be assessed and tracked
accurately. Full traceability in supply chains
should be rewarded to strengthen sustainable
business models. This will require better
monitoring standards and greater adherence.
European companies should be required to
report on legal and voluntary commitments to
reduce the impact of their value chains. Glaring
gaps between public commitments and actual
reporting by companies should not be tolerated
by a European Commission and member states
committed to achieving the SDGs. As the leading
regulatory zone in the world, EU standards for
sustainable value chains promise to have positive
impacts on other major import markets as well.

As one of the largest markets in the world, the
EU has a responsibility and power to make value

chain more sustainable. Working with civil society,
science, and business organisations, the EU should
map the governance of major value chains (fossil
fuels, palm olil, soy, beef, cocoa, coffee, and other
commodities) and determine how each can meet
the objectives of the Paris Agreement and the
SDGs, including in relation to environmental and
social safeguards. As one example, the EU could
set a target date by which commodities produced
without a guaranteed origin deforestation-free
would not be accepted in the EU.

3.3.3 Policy coherence for trade,
international diplomacy and
development finance

As the world's largest market, the European
Union plays a critical role in the multilateral trade
system and through bilateral trade agreements.
The EU's trade agreements need to address
spillovers more explicitly. In particular, model-
based assessments can help identify and quantify
spillovers that might be generated through
increased trade, so that these can be mitigated
in each trade agreement. So, to promote policy
coherence vis-a-vis the SDGs, the European
Commission needs to subject trade agreements
to an “SDG test” to ensure they do not generate
negative spillovers that might undermine
progress towards the goals.

Closely related to trade are sustainable value
chains. European countries have led the devel-
opment of the New York Declaration on Forests
and other multilateral commitments towards
sustainable value chains. Such efforts should form
an explicit part of the EU's international diplomacy
for the SDGs (Section 3.2).

At the same time, EU countries should distinguish
international spillovers that can be tackled
through improved policies and standards from
those that require investments in public goods.
For example, with the levelised costs of renewable
power generation approaching that of fossil fuel-
based alternatives, promoting the former requires
mostly improved policies and financial structuring.
On the other hand, protecting and restoring
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Box 3: Addressing international spillovers: The case of zero-
deforestation supply chains

Demand from the EU has made a major contribution towards tropical deforestation, particularly
through imports of palm oil from South East Asia and soy, sugar, and cattle from Latin America.

The devastating 2019 fires in the Amazon are driven largely by unrestrained slash and burn for
cattle ranching for export markets, including in the EU (Mercure et al.,, 2019; Nature Plants, 2019).
Europe's well-intentioned policy to reduce greenhouse emissions through the enhanced use of
biofuels accelerated the deforestation (Valin et al., 2016). The impact of US policies to promote
domestic biofuels has been equally destructive in South-East Asia and elsewhere (Lustgarten, 2018).

The case of tropical deforestation can serve to illustrate our recommendations for tackling
international spillovers by the EU. First, the EU's biofuel policy and targets were developed

without sufficient tracking of their impact on international supply chains; and pathways towards
decarbonising Europe, including the 2020 biofuel targets, did not consider their impact on Latin
America, Africa, and South East Asia. The European Green Deal must not repeat such errors - its
constituent strategies for energy decarbonization, sustainable land use and food systems, and
circular economy must include full life-cycle assessment of their impacts in countries outside the EU.

To date, many large international companies, including European multinationals, lack the
most basic traceability and monitoring systems to track their own commitments towards
zero-deforestation value chains (Greenpeace, 2019). If voluntary commitments do not work,
European regulators should require full traceability of all international supply chains and bring
deforestation to zero. Tracking tools, including Transparent Supply Chains for Sustainable
Economies (TRASE, 2015) and Global Forest Watch (GFW, 2019) can help make this ambition

a reality. Each major value chain implicated in tropical deforestation - including soy, palm oil,
timber, cacao, and coffee - will require its own governance arrangements.

European countries have been in the vanguard of leading diplomatic efforts to promote zero-
deforestation supply chains, including through the New York Declaration on Forests (NYDF,
2019) and the Bonn Challenge (IUCN, 2019). These and other efforts have been critical in
bringing forest countries together with importing countries. They need to be strengthened,
and similar diplomatic efforts are needed for other major spillovers. Since China has become
the largest import market for many agricultural commodities, European diplomacy should
seek to find common ground with China on the need for deforestation-free supply chains. The
2020 Kunming conference on biodiversity, hosted by China, and the 2020 climate conference
in Glasgow offer an unprecedented opportunity for collaboration between Europe and China.
The EU and its European partners can contribute lessons from efforts to curb international
spillovers, including through the Tropical Forest Alliance (TFA, 2019), and provide international
finance. China can contribute learnings from its own domestic ecological zoning (Gao, 2019) and
incipient efforts to green the Belt and Road Initiative.

In spite of efforts by several EU countries and Norway to increase the volume of predictable
funding for forest conservation and restoration, there is a lack of adequate funding that must
be addressed. The EU and its European partners need to play a leadership role in promoting
predictable climate finance and other forms of finance to preserve forests.
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nature, including tropical forests, requires in
significant parts investment in the “public good”
of protecting, say, the Amazon or rainforests in
Africa and South-East Asia. As part of a strategy to
tackle such international spillovers, the EU and its
member states must therefore work with partner
countries to mobilise predictable long-term
financing. As one example, the Food and Land
use Coalition (FOLU, 2019) estimates that some
$50 billion will be required annually to secure the
most important ecosystems around the world,
including tropical forests.

The combination of strong EU diplomacy coupled
with finding solutions for the long-term financing
of global public goods will ensure legitimacy and
avoid the trap of being seen as “protectionist”.
While official development assistance can play
arole in such financing, success will ultimately
come from financing solutions that generate
predictable, long-term flow of resources. Naturally,
the EU's co-responsibility to enhance international
finance does not absolve governments outside
the EU from their responsibility to tackle
environmental destruction. Striking the right
balance will require deft communication and
diplomacy from the EU and all its partners.

3.3.4 Curbing the export of plastics and
toxic waste

Given the EU's commitment to curb single-use
plastic and its release into the ocean, the EU
SDG Strategy should require major reductions
in - and over time a stop to - the export of
waste, including of recycling materials, to
countries that are unable to manage this waste
sustainably. In the meantime, the EU should
assist importing countries in managing waste
sustainably. Similarly, European companies have
been implicated in the export of toxic wastes
and rapidly growing volumes of electronic

waste to countries in Africa and elsewhere that
cannot ensure safe disposal (Lepawsky, 2015).
These are problems of European making and
therefore need to be tackled by making exporters
responsible for ensuring safe disposal.

3.3.5 Strengthening tax reporting and
transparency
EU member states are themselves increasingly
vulnerable to tax erosion resulting, for example,
from the profit shifting of non-European
technology companies. An EU strategy for
curbing negative spillovers needs to consider
that some tax regimes, which facilitate extremely
low effective corporate tax rates, originate from
EU member states (Terslgv et al., 2018). Tackling
the erosion of tax bases requires transparent
reporting of profits and effective tax rates paid
for each market in which a company operates.
The EU should also help strengthen the OECD's
Base-Erosion and Profit-Shifting (BEPS) Initiative,
the leading multilateral framework for addressing
negative financial spillovers.

3.4 Getting it done: Strategy,
budgets, monitoring, and
member state engagement

To achieve the SDGs in the EU and support

their achievement abroad, the Commission,

with support from member states and the
Parliament, must outline an overall roadmap for
SDG implementation and address three policy
coherence challenges. First, it must systematically
align the EU's budget with the SDGs. Second, the
monitoring of the SDGs needs to track consistent
metrics across all policy priorities. And finally, the
Commission and member states need to engage
systematically to align SDG policies at all levels,
identify implementation challenges, and address
bottlenecks. The good news is that the necessary
instruments already exist to address these three
challenges. Over the coming months, these
instruments only need to be better integrated with
one another and be fully aligned with the SDGs.

3.4.1 An overarching roadmap for SDG
implementation

Achieving the SDGs in the EU will require

a strategic approach across all parts of

the European Commission. Building on
recommendations in the Reflection Paper
(European Commission, 2019b), we suggest that
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the European Commission communicate an SDG
roadmap covering two major areas:

1. A"one EC work programme approach” that
outlines how the college of Commissioners
will organise itself around the SDGs. In
particular, the SDG roadmap would identify
lead responsibilities and areas where
synergies and trade-offs may require close
alignment and collaboration across DGs,
including mechanisms to identify policy
incoherence and resolve potential conflicts.
The President of the European Commission
would have overall responsibility for
implementing the SDGs.

2. Acall to action to all DGs: Each DG would
be asked to contribute towards action
plans for implementing the major SDG
Transformations. Such action plans would
need to be ready by mid-2020 at the latest
and would each describe quantitative targets,
time-bound pathways, and monitoring
frameworks.

Presenting its SDG roadmap as a Voluntary
National Review at the July 2020 UN High-Level
Political Forum on the 2030 Agenda in New
York, would set an important signal for the new
European Commission.

3.4.2 Aligning the Multiannual Financial
Framework (MFF) 2021-2027 with the
SDGs

The next MFF should be the MFF for the SDGs
(Hackenesch et al., 2018), as it will cover almost
all the years remaining to achieve the SDGs in
the EU. It will set the spending priorities for the
annual €150 billion EU budget (approximately 1%
of EU GDP). As described in Section 3.1.2 above,
the MFF is too small to deliver on the EU-wide
investments needed to implement the European
Green Deal. As outlined by IDDRI (Demailly

and Berghmans, 2019) and by the Think 2030
process (Yrjo-Koskinen and Nesbit, 2018), it is
nevertheless vital that the MFF be fully aligned
with the SDGs, since it leverages national budget
resources and accounts for more than 30% of
public investments in many member states.

Key issues for consideration by the new
Commission, the Parliament, and member states
include (Demailly and Berghmans, 2019):

1. Do no harm: The new MFF needs to
phase out investments and incentives that
undermine the objectives of the European
Green Deal and the SDGs more broadly,
particularly in the CAP, the cohesion
policy, and infrastructure investments.
For example, new investments related to
production or use of fossil fuels need to be
terminated, including where they extend
the life of existing fossil fuels infrastructure.
Similarly, many investments with significantly
negative impacts on biodiversity or other
environmental objectives will need to be
excluded from funding.

2. Better target SDG financing: The MFF needs
to improve climate mainstreaming across
the entire EU budget, which is currently
inadequate (ECA, 2016) (Ricardo et al,,
2017). For example, significant elements of
agricultural subsidies have been counted
towards the spending targets. One way
to better target the EU's climate spending
is to improve the coordination between
member states’ National Energy and Climate
Plans, CAP Strategic Plans, and Partnership
Agreements for Cohesion Spending. This
should be done as part of the European
Semester focused on the SDGs (see below).

3. Ensure coherent SDG financing: New MFF
principles and their alignment with the SDGs
need to be integrated into all EU funds,
including funds for disadvantaged regions in
the EU, agriculture, innovation, infrastructure,
and cooperation with developing countries.
This integration should be reviewed on a
regular basis with member states as part of
the European Semester.

4. Expand revenue sources: The EU needs
to consider the inclusion of new financial
instruments to raise additional resources
for its domestic SDG strategy (including the
Sustainable Europe Investment Plan), and its
international diplomacy and development
cooperation. Such new revenue sources
should be consistent with achieving the
SDGs. Examples include revenues from the
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EU Emissions Trading Scheme, the Common
Consolidated Corporate Tax Base, an EU-wide
road fuel tax, the Financial Transaction Tax,
proposals to tax big tech companies, and

levies on non-recycled plastic packaging waste.

5. Define clear targets and indicators:
Finally, the new MFF needs to define how it
will support the achievement of the SDGs
and how progress will be tracked. This will
require performance targets and metrics to
be monitored through the SDG reporting
framework. These targets and metrics need
to be integrated into programmes funded
through the MFF.

The process for the new MFF is well advanced,
but there is still time to align it fully with the
SDGs, determine how its objectives can be
tracked, and how its implementation will be
coordinated with member states' own budgets
and implementation frameworks for the SDGs.
Success in aligning the MFF with the SDGs will
require leadership and close coordination across
all EU institutions over the coming months.

3.4.3 A coherent SDG monitoring and
reporting framework

The EU has an outstanding statistical system,

but metrics and monitoring frameworks are not
yet fully aligned across EU policy instruments.
The new Commission and Eurostat now need to
define a coherent and consistent SDG monitoring
and reporting framework. This framework can
draw on a range of available tools, including
Eurostat's annual report on the SDGs, the Europe
2020 targets, and sector instruments. It should
define EU-wide performance targets and metrics
that are then integrated into the European

Green Deal and other policy instruments, the
EU's budget, and the European Semester.

The SDG monitoring framework should also
cover the external dimension of the EU's SDG
strategy, including its diplomacy, development
cooperation, and tackling international spillovers.

Success will require greater investments to
make the European statistical system fit for the
SDGs. Data is insufficient on several key policy
dimensions, particularly relating to SDGs with a

focus on biodiversity and other environmental
priorities. The EU has incomplete information

on the international spillovers that its policies
generate around the world, because they are not
part of Eurostat’s formal mandate. Collecting this
data to better understand how these spillovers
can be addressed will help strengthen European
external policies, including trade and international
diplomacy. Indeed, it strikes us as vital for the

EU to be able to assume a true international
leadership role in the multilateral system.

Another important priority is better real-time
data on the implementation of the European
Green Deal and other critical SDG strategies.
With today's technologies, it is possible to track
a large number of SDG priorities in (almost)

real time, but official statistical systems are not
yet equipped to undertake such monitoring.
Building on initial steps already underway in the
international system (GPSDD, 2019), a suitably
empowered and resourced Eurostat and other
EU bodies charged with collecting data, such as
the European Environmental Agency (EEA), could
play a critical role in developing the data needed
by decisions makers in the EU and beyond to
guide their countries towards achieving the
SDGs. The new MFF should, therefore, include an
expanded budget for Eurostat and the broader
European statistical system to tackle the urgent
challenge of adequate SDG monitoring.

The Commission'’s Joint Research Center (JRC)
and other scientific institutions across the EU
can use this data to develop integrated pathways
for implementing the European Green Deal.
These pathways will help policymakers and the
public understand whether the EU is on track for
the needed transformations. They can become
an important method for problem solving, as
demonstrated in the case of energy (SDSN and
IDDRI, 2015; Sachs et al., 2016)

SDG data and pathways need to be reviewed and
discussed by practitioners from EU institutions,
national governments, cities, businesses, scientific
institutions, and civil society. These stakeholders
will be able to complement quantitative data,
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fill gaps in our understanding of challenges and
available solutions, and help EU institutions

in strengthening the EU-wide monitoring and
reporting framework for the SDGs. In particular,
they will be able to identify inconsistencies and
gaps within the framework and make suggestions
for how to increase its coherence with the SDGs.

3.4.4 Putting the SDGs at the core of the
European Semester

Following the financial crisis, the track record

of economic policies in the EU is mixed. In spite
of a moderate upswing since 2013, public,
household and private investments in Europe
have been flatlining since 2002 at around 20% of
GDP (Eurostat, 2019). While economic disparities
between European countries have continued

to decrease in the past five years, albeit at a
slower pace since the financial crisis, intra-
country income distribution, as measured by the
difference of income between the richest and the
poorest 20% of the population, has worsened in
the past five years (Eurostat, 2019). Our leave-
no-one-behind index for the SDGs shows that
the disparities have grown across many SDGs.
Moreover, there is no evidence of an absolute
decoupling of economic growth from material
use and environmental degradation. In spite of
a decade-long debate on green growth, Europe
still fuels its economic prosperity through the
exploitation of finite environmental resources
(Baldock and Charveriat, 2018).

Designed in the wake of the financial crisis,

the European Semester has established itself

as the annual cycle of coordination around
economic policies, including structural reforms,
fiscal policies, and the prevention of excessive
macroeconomic imbalances. Itis less well
appreciated that as part of the European
Semester, the European Commission is already
charged with monitoring social objectives,
including the Social Scoreboard, as well as a range
of environmental and resource efficiency metrics.
Von der Leyen's call to refocus the European
Semester process as an instrument to achieve
the SDGs is, therefore, far less revolutionary than

some observers have concluded. It is a necessary
step towards aligning the EU with the SDGs that
can build on and retain many core elements

of the European Semester. If done well, the
rebalancing of the European Semester to address
all SDGs will be a consequential step towards
improving the level of ambition and policy
coherence across the EU, including the alignment
of macroeconomic policies with the SDGs.

As a first step under a European Semester based
on the SDGs, member states might be requested
to present their long-term national strategies

in support of the European Green Deal and
other SDG priorities - alongside macroeconomic
policies and fiscal frameworks. This coordination
should draw on existing EU-wide mechanisms,
such as the National Energy and Climate Plans
required under the Energy Union Governance
Regulation. Member states would set out how
they propose to integrate SDG strategies and
highlight areas where greater coordination with
other member states and EU institutions is
needed. In particular, they should describe how
short-term macroeconomic policies and public
financing frameworks support the achievement of
long-term objectives under the European Green
Deal and other SDG priorities. Examples might
include stronger integration of European power
grids to manage a larger share of intermittent
renewable power; greater investments in
reducing inequalities; shared technology
benchmarks for decarbonisation; vital research
priorities; or improved EU product standards in
support of the circular economy.

The European Semester process would then
map national strategies against EU-wide
strategies to identify and address opportunities
for greater alignment and flag issues arising out
of SDG implementation. This would, of course,
include key elements of macroeconomic policy
coordination. Better coordinated national
strategies will also help European countries
speak with one voice when it is advantageous,
particularly in engaging international partners,
such as the United States and China.
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Conclusions

The European Green Deal promises to be a
decisive framework for the EU's sustainable
development during the coming decade, one
that should be conceived as a central part of
the EU's policy and investment programme

to achieve the 17 SDGs by 2030 and climate
neutrality by 2050. As we have described, SDG
success will require six basic transformations,
each built on a multi-stakeholder approach
that engages government, business, and civil
society. These six transformations require the
rapid deployment of cutting-edge sustainable
technologies and profound changes to
politics, business, and society. Part of the

EU's challenge, therefore, is to create a highly
innovative EU economy that will develop or
improve the needed sustainable technologies
and implement them on an accelerated basis
throughout the EU. Another challenge will

be to use the EU's diplomatic, trade, and
financial leadership globally to accelerate
worldwide progress on the SDGs and the Paris
Agreement, including through greatly enhanced

sustainable development cooperation. The

EU has tremendous global influence through
its intellectual and policy leadership, its lead

in SDG implementation, and the fact that it is
the world's strongest champion of the rule-
based multilateral order, with the UN Charter,
institutions, and treaties at the core. A third part
of the EU's challenge is to ensure international
legitimacy - the EU needs to address negative
spillovers generated by European countries on
the rest of the world.

Moving towards an ambitious SDG strategy that
is coherent internally and externally, will require
significant changes outlined in this report. But
the EU already has at its disposal the policy
mechanisms and instruments that can ensure
success on the SDGs. The incoming Commission
has declared its commitment to make the SDGs
Europe’s agenda. The data and findings in this
report suggest that this is the right ambition and
one that is ultimately feasible if the European
institutions and member states all make it theirs.
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Annex 1

Methodology

Background

This report presents a special edition of the SDG Index and Dashboards
for the EU and its 28 EU member states.” The report focuses on the
most relevant policy issues for the EU, leaving aside some aspects of
the Agenda 2030 and the SDGs that are less relevant (for instance
mortality rate from malaria or access to contraception). It includes

113 indicators. Two-thirds of the indicators come from official statistics
(primarily services of the European Commission) and one third from
non-official data sources (NGOs, academia). Owing to the quantity and
quality of data available in the European Statistical System (ESS), this
assessment includes additional measures to track sustainable land use
and agriculture, gaps in access to and quality of key services across
population groups and the conservation of biodiversity and ecosystems.
The difference in focus and data sources may lead to significant
differences compared to the results presented in the global SDG Index
and Dashboards (Sachs et al., 2019).

The EU SDG Index and Dashboards builds

on the methodology developed by the SDSN
and Bertelsmann Stiftung to track countries’
performance on the 17 SDGs. The first global
edition of the SDG Index and Dashboards was
released in 2016. The report is updated annually.
It is not an official report of the United Nations.
Over time, continental editions were developed
to leverage continental data sources. The Africa
SDG Index and Dashboards uses, for instance,
data from the African Union and the African
Development Bank (among other continental
data sources). Increasingly, the methodology

is being used to track SDG performance at
subnational levels (U.S. States, U.S. cities,
European cities, Italian cities, Spanish cities).

1. At the time of writing it was unclear if Brexit would be
completed by 31 October 2019. We therefore refer to 28
member states in this report.

This European edition was co-designed by civil
society and aims to complement the reporting
made by the European Commission on the

SDGs. InJuly 2019, the EU presented its progress
towards achieving the SDGs. The European
Commission, via Eurostat, also releases annually
since 2016 an SDG dataset and a report entitled
“Sustainable development in the European Union”.
This is the lead SDG monitoring report in the EU.

Yet, Eurostat's report does not allow for the
review of the performance of the EU as a whole
against time-bound targets, and it does not
estimate the “distance to targets” that individual
EU member states have to travel to achieve the
SDGs. Owing to its extensive reliance on official
statistics, the report omits important dimensions
of the SDGs, including international spillovers

or aspects of the “Leave-No-One-Behind”
commitment. Eurostat's mandate limits the
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organisation’s ability to address the shortcomings
of an otherwise very strong report.

These limitations were documented in a study
co-produced by the SDSN and EESC in January
2019 entitled “Exposing EU policy gaps to address
the Sustainable Development Goals” (Lafortune
and Schmidt-Traub, 2019). The study was based
on extensive consultation with civil society
organisations. The main recommendation was

to launch an SDG “shadow reporting” process,
co-designed by civil society, to monitor the
performance of the EU and its member states.

The EU SDG Index and Dashboards complements
the official SDG reporting conducted by the
European Commission, via Eurostat, in five prin-
ciple ways. The EU SDG Index and Dashboards:

1. Measures distance to pre-defined
performance thresholds

2. Monitors both current performance (latest
year available) and trends over time

3. Presents results on each of the 17 SDGs for
all 28 EU member states

4. Uses in much greater proportion non-official
data from peer reviewed papers and civil
society

5. Covers extensively the issues of international
spillovers and Leave-No-One-Behind

The selection of indicators and performance
thresholds benefited from inputs submitted in
various rounds of stakeholder consultations. Two
online consultations were organized between April
and June 2019 to collect feedback on the indicator
selection and preliminary results. One workshop
was organised at the EESC premises in Brussels
on 21 June to collect feedback from civil society,
expert groups and representatives from the
European Commission on the preliminary findings.
In addition, numerous informal consultations were
conducted with various services of the European
Commission and members of the EESC, IEEP

and SDSN networks. The list of contributors is
accessible in the acknowledgement section.

Data gaps and limitations

The purpose of this report is also to identify
gaps in data availability to track the SDGs.
Compared to other regions, the EU is a data-
rich environment. This is due to a large extent
to the long standing European Statistical
System (ESS) and collaboration across National
Statistical Offices and also to the leadership of
the European Commission, via Eurostat. The
EU survey of income and living conditions (EU-
SILC), which, since 2014, provides longitudinal
multidimensional microdata on income, poverty,
social exclusion and living conditions, is an
example of a powerful instrument anchored in
the ESS. The EU-SILC is highly relevant to track
the “Leave-No-One-Behind” principle of the
2030 Agenda and SDGs.

Despite the strengths of the EU in data and
statistics compared to other regions, there are
gaps that need to be filled to track the SDGs at
the national levels in a comprehensive and timely
way. In particular, more geospatial data and real
time estimates are needed. In addition, better
estimates of biodiversity losses generated by the
EU in the Union and around the world are also
needed. Table 4 summarises these main data
gaps. These are based on extensive consultations
with the European Commission and non-
governmental organisations.

As documented by the SDSN in the 2019

SDG Index and Dashboards for European
Cities (Lafortune et al,, 2019), there are also
important SDG data gaps at the sub-national
level in the EU, including at Nuts 2 and Nuts 32
(Nomenclature of territorial units for statistics)
and at the municipal level.

2. The NUTS classification (Nomenclature of territorial
units for statistics) is a hierarchical system for dividing
up the economic territory of the EU. These help inform
socio-economic analyses of the regions: NUTS 2: basic
regions for the application of regional policies; NUTS 3:
small regions for specific diagnoses.
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Table4 | Main data gaps to track the SDGs in the EU

SDG Desired metric g
3

SDG1 Robust international comparisons of homelessness Q
SDG2 Resource use efficiency (nutrients, water, energy) ;
Risky pesticides e

Food loss and food waste g

Diets and nutrient balance 8’

SDG3 More timely and better coverage for data on catastrophic health expenditure °§
SDG4 Quality of school teachers =<

Student knowledge of sustainable development

Quality of tertiary education

SDG5 More timely data on violence against women (including feminicides)
SDG11 Geospatial indicators of access to transports and green spaces
SDG12 Environmental impact of material flows

Chemicals

Recycling and re-use (circular economy)
Transboundary shipments of waste
SDG13 New registrations of emission-free vehicles
Decarbonisation of new marginal gigawatts
SDG14 Maximum sustainable yields for fisheries
Impact of high-sea and cross-border fishing

SDG15 Make available publicly annual terrestrial biodiversity counts (e.g. for birds and butterflies) and
collect data for other species

Trade in endangered species

SDG16 Unmet needs for legal services and advice

Source: Authors

Methods summary Selection of Indicators

The SDSN and Bertelsmann Stiftung developed Five major criteria were retained to inform the
the SDG Index and Dashboards to track country final indicator set for the 2019 EU SDR:
performance and identify policy priorities for
the SDGs. The global report is updated annually 1. Total number of indicators limited to 100
since 2016. This is an unofficial process that (plus or minus 15%)
complements the on-going efforts in UN 2. Simple, single-variable indicators with
Committees to track government commitments straightforward policy implications
for the SDGs and harmonise data.

3. Allow for high frequency monitoring
In 2019, the European Commission’s Competence

4. Statistically valid and robust
Centre on Composite Indicators and Scoreboards

(COIN) at the Joint Research Centre (JRC) was 5. Allow to measure distance to targets (what
invited by the SDSN to audit the 2019 edition and is best performance and what is worst
acknowledged this work as “a remarkable effort of performance)

synthetising the 17 SDGs into a single measure”
and concluded that the “index ranks are robust
enough, allowing meaningful conclusions to be
drawn from the index.” (Papadimitriou et al., 2019)
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Method for defining performance thresholds
(decision tree)

Performance thresholds (or “upper bound”) for
each indicator were determined using a five-step
decision tree:

1. Use absolute quantitative thresholds
in SDGs and targets: e.g. zero poverty,
universal school completion, universal
access to water and sanitation, full gender
equality. Some SDG targets propose relative
changes (Target 3.4: [...] reduce by one third
premature mortality from non-communicable
diseases [..]) that cannot be translated into
a global baseline today. Such targets are
addressed through step 5 below.

2. Where no explicit SDG target is available,
apply the principle of “Leave-No-One-
Behind” to set upper bound to universal
access or zero deprivation. This includes
for instance zero performance gap across
population groups in self-reported health or
unmet care needs.

3. Where science-based targets exist that
must be achieved by 2030 or later, use
these to set 100% upper bound (e.g. zero
greenhouse gas emissions from electricity
as required by no later than 2070 to stay
within 2°C, 100% sustainable management of
fisheries, 80% yield gap closure).

4. Where several countries already exceed
an SDG target, use the average of the top
performers (e.g. child mortality).

5. For all other indicators, use average top
performers. Either based on performance
thresholds identified in the global edition
of the SDG Index and Dashboards or, when
not possible, the average of the top two
performers among the 28 EU member states.

This approach is similar to the approach retained
by the OECD in their report on Measuring
Distance to the SDG Targets (OECD, 2019b).
These principles interpret the SDGs as "“stretch
targets” and focus attention on the indicators
where a country is lagging behind. The lower
bound (0%) was defined at the lowest 2.5th
percentile either from the global edition or, when

not possible, using the 28 EU member states.
Global values were sometimes adjusted to make
them more relevant to the European context.
Each indicator distribution was censored, so that
all values exceeding the upper bound scored 100,
and values below the lower bound scored 0.

Normalisation

To make the data comparable across indicators,
each variable was rescaled from 0 to 100 with O
denoting worst performance and 100 describing
the optimum. After establishing the upper and
lower bounds, variables were transformed
linearly to a scale between 0 and 100 using the
following rescaling formula for the range [0; 100]:

e X — min(x)

(Equation 1)
max(x) — min(x) et

where x is raw data value; max/min denote

the bounds for best and worst performance,
respectively; and x’is the normalised value after
rescaling. The rescaling equation ensured that
higher values indicated better performance.

In this way, the rescaled data became easy to
interpret and compare across all indicators: a
country that scores 50 on a variable is half-way
towards achieving the optimum value; a country
with a score of 75 has covered three quarters of
the distance from worst to best.

Weighting and Aggregation

To compute the SDG Index we first estimate
scores for each goal using the arithmetic mean
of indicators for that goal. These goal scores are
then averaged across all 17 SDGs to obtain the
SDG Index score. As a normative assumption,
we opted for fixed, equal weight to every SDG
to reflect policymakers’ commitment to treat all
SDGs equally and as an “integrated and indivisible”
set of goals (United Nations, 2015, para.5). At
the indicator level equal weighting was retained
because all other alternatives (mathematical
weights, expert weights or user-driven weights)
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were considered as being less satisfactory
(Lafortune et al., 2018). This implies that to
improve their SDG Index score countries need to
place attention on all goals with a particular focus
on goals where they are furthest from achieving
the SDGs and where incremental progress might
therefore be expected to be fastest.

Averaging across all indicators for an SDG might
hide areas of policy concern if a country performs
well on most indicators but faces serious shortfalls
on one or two metrics within the same SDG (so
called “substitutability” or “compensation” issue).
As a result, the EU SDG Dashboards is based

only on the two variables on which a country
performed worst. We applied the added rule that
in order to score green for the goal both indicators
had to be green - otherwise the goal would be
rated yellow. Similarly, a red score was applied
only if both worst-performing indicators score red.

Trends

Using historic data, we estimate how fast a
country has been progressing towards an SDG
and determine whether - if continued into the
future - this pace will be sufficient to achieve the
SDG by 2030. The difference in percentage points
between the green threshold and the normalised
country score denotes the gap that must be
closed to meet that goal. To estimate SDG trends,
we calculated the linear annual growth rates

Western Europe Northern Europe Baltic States

needed to achieve the goal by 2030 (i.e. 2015-
2030) which we compared to the average annual
growth rate over the most recent period (usually
2015-2018). A 4-arrow system was developed. A
green arrow going-up denotes “on track or main-
taining performance above goal achievement”.

Presentation of the results

The EU SDG Index score and scores by goal can
be interpreted as the percentage of achievement.
The difference between 100 and countries’ scores
is therefore the distance in percentage that
needs to be completed to achieving the SDGs
and goals. The same basket of indicators is used
for all countries to generate comparable scores
and rankings. The “traffic light” color scheme
(green, yellow, orange and red) illustrates how far
a country is from achieving a particular goal.

EU Aggregates

The EU aggregates include the 27 EU member
states (excluding the United Kingdom). This
follows the approach of Eurostat, which, since
April 2018, presents an EU aggregate excluding
the United Kingdom for key indicators due to
growing demand from users. The EU aggregates
presented in this report are population weighted.

Regarding the figures presented in section 2,
countries are grouped in the following way:

Central and Eastern Europe  Southern Europe

Austria Denmark Estonia
Belgium Finland Latvia
France Sweden Lithuania
Germany

Ireland

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Source: Adapted from Euvoc
Each of these aggregates is population weighted.

Bulgaria Cyprus
Czech Republic Greece
Croatia Italy
Hungary Malta
Poland Portugal
Romania Spain

Slovak Republic

Slovenia
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More information

Additional information and sensitivity tests can be
found in the following documents:

* Sustainable Development Report 2019

* European Commission JRC Statistical Audit

* Detailed Methodology paper

Interactive online dashboards, downloadable
databases and other supplementary material
for the 2019 Europe SDR can be found at: http://
sustainabledevelopment.report.

Table 5 |

Environmental

Imported groundwater
depletion (m3vcapita/year)

Imported SO, emissions (kg/
capita)

Net imported emissions of
reactive nitrogen (kg/capita)

Imported CO2 emissions,
technology-adjusted (tCO2/
capita)

Imported biodiversity threats
(threats per 1,000,000
population)

Source: Authors

Spillover indicators and categories

Economy and finance

Social

Contribution to the
international 100bn USD
commitment on climate related

expending (per 10,000€ of GDP)

Official development assistance
(% of GNI)

Shifted profits of multinationals
(billion USD)

Corporate Tax Haven Score
(best 0-100 worst)

Fatal work-related accidents
embodied in imports (per
100,000 population)

Security

Exports of major conventiona
weapons (TIV constant 1990
million USD per 100,000
population)
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Table6 | LNOB indicators and categories

Extreme poverty and
material deprivation

People at risk of income poverty Gini coefficient adjusted
for top income

after social transfers (%)

Severely materially deprived
people (%)

Poverty headcount ratio at
$5.50/day (%)

In work at-risk-of-poverty
rate (%)

People covered by health
insurance for a core set of
services (%)

Population having neither

a bath, nor a shower, nor
indoor flushing toilet in their
household (%)

Population unable to keep
home adequately warm (%)

Victims of modern slavery
(per 1,000 population)

Elderly poverty rate (%)

Overcrowding rate among
people living with below 60% of
median equivalized income (%)

Population living in a dwelling
with a leaking roof, damp walls,
floors or foundation or rot in
window frames or floor (%)

Source: Authors

Income inequality

Access to and quality
of services

Gap in life expectancy at birth
among regions (years)

Gap in self-reported health, by
income (p.p.)

Gap in self-reported unmet need
for medical examination and care,
by income (p.p.)

Gap in self-reported unmet need
for medical examination and care,
urban vs rural areas (p.p.)

Underachievers in science (% of
population aged 15)

Variation in science performance
explained by students' socio-
economic status (%)

Resilient students (%)

Youth not in employment,
education or training (NEET) (% of
population aged 15 to 29)

Gap in broadband access, urban vs

rural areas (p.p.)

Individuals aged 55 to 74 years

old who have basic or above basic

digital skills (%)

Gap in population reporting crime

in their area, by income (p.p.)

Gender inequality

Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of
gross male earnings)

Gender employment gap (p.p.)

Population inactive due to caring
responsibilities (% of population
aged 20 to 64)

Seats held by women in national
parliaments (%)

Positions held by women in
senior management positions (%)

Women who feel safe walking
alone at night in the city or area
where they live (%)
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Indicators used for SDG Trends and period for trend estimation

Indicator Period
— Covered
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 2015-2018
Severely materially deprived people (%) 2015-2018
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 2015-2019
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 2015-2018
Prevalence of obesity, BMI = 30 (% of adult population) 2013-2016
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 2008-2013
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 2013-2016
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 2014-2017
Life expectancy at birth (years) 2014-2017
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 2014-2017
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population aged 16 or over) 2015-2018
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 2015-2018
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 2015-2018
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by income (p.p.) 2015-2018
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 2015-2018
New reported cases of HIV (per 100,000 population) 2014-2017
New reported cases of tuberculosis (per 100,000 population) 2014-2017
Agefstandardised death rate que to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, and chronic respiratory 2010-2016
disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70)

Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 2013-2016
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 2014-2017
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 2014-2017
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 2014-2017
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 2013-2016
Smoking prevalence (%) 2014-2017
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 2014-2017
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 2015-2018
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4 to 6) 2014-2017
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18 to 24) 2015-2018
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 2012-2015
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 2012-2015
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 2015-2018
Adult participation in learning (%) 2015-2018
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 2014-2017
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 2015-2018
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population aged 20 to 64) 2015-2018
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Table 7 | Indicators used for SDG Trends and period for trend estimation (cont.)

SDG Indicator C:/::: d
— 1
5 Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 2015-2019 g
5 Positions held by women in senior management positions (%) 2015-2018 >-<‘
5 Women who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where they live (%) 2015-2018 g
6 Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet in their household (%) 2015-2018 g
6 Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 2014-2017 COT
6 Freshwater abstraction (% of long-term average available water) 2013-2016 ?2
6 Population using safely managed water services (%) 2010-2015
6 Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 2010-2015
7 Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%) 2015-2018
7 Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 2014-2017
7 CO2 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 2010-2015
8 Gross disposable income (€/capita) 2014-2017
8 Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population aged 15 to 29) 2015-2018
8 Employment rate (%) 2015-2018
8 Long term unemployment rate (%) 2015-2018
8 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 2014-2017
9 Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 2014-2017
9 R&D personnel (% of active population) 2014-2017
9 Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 population) 2014-2017
9 Households with broadband access (%) 2015-2018
9 Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 2015-2018
9 Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) 2014-2018
9 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 2011-2016
10 Gini coefficient adjusted for top income 2010-2014
10 Palma ratio 2013-2016
10 Elderly poverty rate (%) 2012-2016
11 Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median equivalized income (%) 2015-2018
11 Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 2014-2017
11 Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or foundation or rot in window 201522018
frames or floor (%)
11 Satisfaction with public transport (%) 2015-2018
11 Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m>3) 2014-2017
11 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 2014-2017
13 Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate related expending (per 10,000€ 2014-2017

of GDP)
13 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 2013-2016
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Indicators used for SDG Trends and period for trend estimation (cont.)

Indicator

Bathing sites of excellent quality (%)

Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%)

Fish caught by trawling (%)

Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%)
Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%)
Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)
Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre)

Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/litre)

Red List Index of species survival (worst 0-1 best)

Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population)

Population reporting crime in their area (%)

Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.)

Access to justice (worst 0-1 best)

Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best)

Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best)

Corruption Perception Index (worst 0-100 best)

Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population)

Press Freedom Index (best 0-100 worst)

Official development assistance (% of GNI)

Source: Authors

Period
Covered

2015-2018
2010-2014
2010-2014
2015-2018
2015-2018
2015-2018
2012-2015
2012-2015
2015-2019
2013-2016
2015-2018
2015-2018
2015-2019
2015-2019
2015-2019
2015-2018
2013-2016
2015-2018

2015-2018
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SDG Indicator

NN N

People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%)
Severely materially deprived people (%)

Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%)

In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%)

Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population)
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst)

Yield gap closure (%)

Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient
(kg/hectare)

Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare)

Life expectancy at birth (years)
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years)

Population with good or very good perceived health (% of
population aged 16 or over)

Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.)
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%)

Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and
care, by income (p.p.)

Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and
care, urban vs rural areas (p.p.)

New reported cases of HIV (per 100,000 population)

New reported cases of tuberculosis (per 100,000 population)

Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease,
cancer, diabetes, and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000
population aged 30 to 70)

Suicide rate (per 100,000 population)

Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air
pollution and ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population)

Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births)

People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population)
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%)
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year)

Smoking prevalence (%)

People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%)

Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket
payments (%)

Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best)

Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged
410 6)

Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged
1810 24)

PISA score (worst 0-600 best)
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15)

Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-
economic status (%)

Resilient students (%)
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34)
Adult participation in learning (%)
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Indicator thresholds and justifications for the optimum values

Optimum

(value =100) Green Yellow Orange
0 <15 15<x<185 185<x<22
0 <5 5<x<125  125<x<20
0 <1 1<x<3 3<x<5
33 <8 8<x<115  11.5<x<15
3 <100 10<x<175  175<x<25
2.04 <22 22<x<23  23<x<24
80 >75  75>x2625  625>x>50
10 <50 50<x<75 75<x<100
8 <20 20<x<325  325<x<45
83 >80 80>x>75 75>x>70
0 <4 4<x<55 55<x<7
80 >65  65>x2525  525>x>40
0 <20 20<x<35 35<x<50
0 <2 2<x<11 11<x<20
0 <3 3<x<9 9<x<15
0 <0.19 0.19<x<0595 0.595<x<1
0 <20 20<x<60 60 <x<100
3.6 <10 10<x<425  425<x<75
93 <15 15<x<20 20<x<25
4 <12 12<x<17 17<x<22
0 <18 18 <x<50 50<x<82
2.6 <25  25<x<375  375<x<50
3 <8 8<x<125  125<x<17
100 >90 90>x>85 85>x>80
7 <10 10<x<125  125<x<15
12 <25 25<x<35 35<x<45
100 >08  98>x>865 86.5>x>75
10 <25 25<x<375  375<x<50
7.6 >6 6>x>55 55>x>5
100 >85  85>x2775  715>x=70
4 <100 10<x<125  125<x<15
525.6 >493 493 >x>446.5 446.5>x>400
12 <20 20<x<265  265<x<33
83 <105 105<x<1525 15.25<x<20
46.6 >38 38>x>24 24>x>10
52 >40 40>x>30 30>x>20
28 >11 11>x26.5 6.5>x>2

Red

>22
>20
>5
>15
>25
>24
>50

>100

Lower bound

59

(value=0) Justification for optimum
25.6 SDG Target
314 SDG Target
21 SDG Target
18.6 Average top performers (EU)
35.1 Average top performers (Global)
247 Average top performers (Global)
28 Science-based/technical optimum
200 Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (EU)
60 . !
without outliers
54 Average top performers (Global)
11 Leave no one behind
25 Average top performers (EU)
60 Leave no one behind
30 Leave no one behind
20 Leave no one behind
12 Leave no one behind
165 Average top performers (Global)
561 Average top performers (Global)
31 Average top performers (Global)
30 Average top performers (EU)
369 SDG Target
130 Average top performers (Global)
34 Average top performers (Global)
4 Leave no one behind
17 Average top performers (EU)
50 Average top performers (EU)
50 Leave no one behind
66 Average top performers (EU)
33 Average top performers (Global)
35 SDG Target
31 Average top performers (EU)
350 Average top performers (OECD)
53 Average top performers (EU)
214 Average top performers (OECD)
5 Average top performers (OECD)
0 Average top performers (Global)
0 Average top performers (EU)
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% Indicator

Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC)

(worst 0-500 best)

Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings)
Gender employment gap (p.p.)

Population inactive due to caring responsibilities

(% of population aged 20 to 64)

Seats held by women in national parliaments (%)

Positions held by women in senior management positions (%)

Women who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area
where they live (%)

Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor
flushing toilet in their household (%)

Population connected to at least secondary wastewater
treatment (%)

Freshwater abstraction (% of long-term average available water)
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year)

Population using safely managed water services (%)

Population using safely managed sanitation services (%)
Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%)

Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%)

(0, emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output
(MtCO2/TWh)

Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 01 best)
Gross disposable income (€/capita)

Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of
population aged 15 to 29)

Employment rate (%)

Long term unemployment rate (%)

People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population)
Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population)

Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000
population)

Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP)
R&D personnel (% of active population)

Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000
population)

Households with broadband access (%)
Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.)

Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above
basic digital skills (%)

Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-
related infrastructure (worst 1-5 best)

The Times Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score
of top 3 universities (worst 0-100 best)

Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population)
Gini coefficient adjusted for top income
Palma ratio

Elderly poverty rate (%)

Share of green space in urban areas (%)

Indicator thresholds and justifications for the optimum values (cont.)

Annex 1. Methodology

Red

>230

>10

>30

>40

>2.5
>1

>0.5
>10

>70
>20

>20
>2
>0
>40

>13
>25

Optimum
(value=100) Green  Yellow Orange
280 2270 270>x>250  250>x>230
0 <14 14<x<22 22<x<30
0 <100 10<x<175  175<x<25
6 <20 20<x<35 35<x<50
50 >40 40>x>30 30>x>20
50 >4() 40>x>25 25>x>10
90 >80 80>x>65 65>x>50
0 <1 1<x<55 55<x<10
100 >80 80>x>55 55>%>30
1 <20 20<x<30 30<x<40
0.1 <6 6<x<13 13<x<20
100 295  95>x>875 875>x>80
100 90 90>x>775 775>x>265
0 <4 4<x<95 9.5<x<15
50 >30 30>x>20 20>x>10
0 <1 1<x<125  1.25<x<15
0.9 >0.7  07>x206  06>x>05
20000 > x> 15000 >
30000 220000 ygo00 x5 10000
8 <12 12<x<135  135<x<15
80 >75  75>x2675 67.5>x>60
1 <2 2<x<35 35<x<5
0 <25  25<x<35  35<x<45
0 <4 4<x<7 7<x<10
0 <18 1.8<x<215 215<x<25
33 215  15>x>2125  1.25>x>1
2 >1 1>x2075  0.75>x>05
240 >80 80>x>45 45>x>10
96 >80 80>x>75 75>x270
0 <10 10<x<15 15<x<20
65 >35  35>x2275  275>x220
472 >3 3>x>25 25>x>2
91 >)0 20>x>10 10>x>0
2.2 >1 1>x>0525 0525>x>0.05 >0.05
215 <30 30<x<35 35<x<40
0.9 <1 T<x<1.15  1.15<x<13
3.2 <75 75<x<16.25 16.25<x<25
50 >25 25>x>15 15>x>5

>

Lower bound
(value =0)

60

Justification for optimum

200

40
M

66

33

30

20

80
42.6
10.5
141

35

3

59

0.15

5000

27

55
14
5
22

6

04
03

3

60
26

o

63
25
457

Average top performers (EU)

Leave no one behind

Leave no one behind
Average top performers (EU)

Leave no one behind
Leave no one behind

Average top performers (Global)
Leave no one behind

Leave no one behind

Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (Global)
Leave no one behind

Leave no one behind

Leave no one behind

Average top performers (OECD)

Science-based/technical optimum
Average top performers (EU)

Mean

Average top performers (OECD)

Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (EU)
Science-based/Technical optimum

Leave no one behind
Science-based/Technical optimum

Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (EU)

Average top performers (EU)
without outliers

Average top performers (EU)

Leave no one behind

Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (Global)

Average top performers (Global)

Average top performers (Global)

Average top performers (Global)

(

(

Average top performers (OECD)

Average top performers (OECD)
(

Average top performers (EU)
without outliers
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SDG Indicator

Overcrowding rate amang people living with below 60% of
median equivalized income (%)

Recycling rate of municipal waste (%)

Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls,
floors or foundation or rot in window frames or floor (%)

Satisfaction with public transport (%)
Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (pg/m3)
Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population)

Circular material use rate (%)

Production-based SO; emissions (kg/capita)

Imported SO; emissions (kg/capita)

Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita)

Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita)

Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on
climate related expending (per 10,000€ of GDP)

Energy-related CO; emissions (tC0,/capita)

Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita)
(0, emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita)
Bathing sites of excellent quality (%)

Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%)

Fish caught by trawling (%)

Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to
biodiversity (%)

Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to
biodiversity (%)

Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to
biodiversity (%)

Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg 02/litre)

Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/litre)

Imported biodiversity threats (threats per 1,000,000 population)
Red List Index of species survival (worst 0-1 best)

Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population)
Population reporting crime in their area (%)

Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.)
Access to justice (worst 01 best)

Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 01 best)
Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best)

Corruption Perception Index (worst 0-100 best)

Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population)

Property Rights (worst 1-7 best)

Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990
million USD per 100,000 population)

Press Freedom Index (best 0-100 worst)
Official development assistance (% of GNI)
Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD)

Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst)

Source: Authors
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Indicator thresholds and justifications for the optimum values (cont.)

Optimum

(value=100) Green  Yellow Orange
6 <35  3H<x<425  425<x<50
62 >40 40>x>30 30>x>20
6 <15 15<x<20 20<x<25
82.6 265 65>x>525  525>x>40
5 <10 10<x<15 15<x<20
100 >98  98>x>86.5 86.5>x>75
19 >25 25>x>15 15>x>5
0.5 <10 10<x<20 20<x<30
0 <1 1<x<8 8<x<15
23 <89 8.9<x<29.45 29.45<x<50
0 <15 15<x<7575 75.75<x<150
20 >10 10>x>55 55>x>1
0 <2 2<x<35 35<x<5
0 <05 05<x<075 0.75<x<1
0 <100 100<x<4050 4050 <x <8000
100 >80 80>x>65 65>x>50
0 <10 10<x<15 15<x<20
1 <5 5<x<15 15<x<25
100 >90 90>x>80 80>x>70
100 >90 90>x>80 80>x>70
100 >90 90>x>80 80>x>70
1 <2 2<x<25 25<x<3
10 <25  25<x<375  375<x<50
0 <0 0<x<5 5<x<10
1 >0.99 0.99>x>0.975 0.975>x>0.96
0.3 <15 15<x<275  275<x<4
4 <10 10<x<15 15<x<20
0 <2 2<x<6 6<x<10
0.8 >0.65 0.65>x>0.575 0.575>x>0.5
0.85 >0.7  0.7>x>055 055>x>04
0.93 >0.7  07>x206  06>x205
88.6 >60 60>x>50 50>x>40
7 <30 30<x<40 40<x<50
6.3 245  45>x>375  375>x>3
0 <1 1<x<175  1.75<x<25
10 <25 25<x<375  375<x<50
1 >0.7  0.7>x>055 055>x>04
0 >0 0>x>-15 -15>x>-30
40 <60 60<x<65 65<x<70

Red

>50
>20

>25

>0.5
>0.4
>0.5
>40

>3

>25

>0.4
>-30

Lower bound
(value =0)

61

Justification for optimum

65

0

30

21
26
6.1

1

68.3
30.1

86.5
4324

237
3.2
44000
25
90.7
90

4.6

60
264
0.6

23

24

0.1
0.15
0.4

75
25

34

80
0.1
-/0
100

Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (EU)

Average top performers (Global)
Average top performers (EU)
Leave no one behind

Average top performers (EU)
without outliers

Average top performers (Global)
Science-based/Technical optimum
Average top performers (Global)

Science-based/Technical optimum
Average top performers (EU)

Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum

Average top performers (Global)

Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum

Science-based/Technical optimum

Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum
Science-based/Technical optimum
Average top performers (Global)
Average top performers (EU)
Leave no one behind

Average top performers (EU)
Average top performers (EU)

EU)
Global)

Average top performers (Global)

Average top performers
Average top performers

(
(
(
(
(
(

Average top performers (Global)
Science-based/Technical optimum

Average top performers (Global)
Average top performers (Global)
Science-based/Technical optimum

Average top performers (EU)
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AUSTRIA Western Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG

Index score SDG Rank
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. .
¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
100 (best) to O (worst) 100 (best) to O (worst)
FIN POL
NLD EST
DNK ROU
SWE HUN
SVN DNK
AUT CZE
DEU DEU
GBR BGR
FRA SWE
IRL HRV
LUX ESP
BEL EUU
CZE PRT
EUU FRA
ESP SVN
EST SVK
POL LVA
MLT FIN
ITA LTU
SVK ITA
PRT GRC
LVA AUT
HRV BEL
HUN MLT
LTU IRL
Cyp GBR
GRC CYP
BGR NLD
RoOU T T T T T T T T T T Lux T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 920 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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AUSTRIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 143 2018 ® 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 14 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 28 2018 @ 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 2.5 2017 * >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 07 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 17 2018 @ oo IS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 80 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.9 2010 oo ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 201 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 322017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 182017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 69.7 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 2314 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 320 2016 ® 4 population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 243 2017 @ =» Households with broadband access (%) 880 2018 @ 1 %
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gap.ln broadband access, urban vs rural area§ (p.p.) o 20 2018 ® 4 E
: ) Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 40.0 2017 ® e e}
NS CTEsEnG7EH i 7EEE) 817 2017 ® 4 Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related =]
Gapin Iife expectancy at birth among regions (years) . 242017 @ 4 ir?frastrupcture (Worst 1-5 bést) Y P 42 2018 @ 4 §
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 717 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
d 16 ) 534 2019 @ °°
gl o @reves ) universities (worst 0—100 best) ’
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 206 2018 + Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 14 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 012018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 022018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 320 2014 =>
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 10 2016 ® 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 8.7 2016 1+
EEW rem”eg @B OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . z; ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 285 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, g aie O | Gt weamere el g with e EE e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 323 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 137 20 + Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 577 2017 @ 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 15 2016 ® e Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 104 2018 ® 4
! foundati tin window fi floor (% ’
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 36 2017 @ 4 qun ? on qr rotin yvm ok i eiiger ()
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 698 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 47 2017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 138 2017
ZL‘”V'hV'Tg infants vtv'ho (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) : fg ;812 o ¢ Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) NA  NA ® oo
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, d . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 28 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 99.9 2016 ® oo Circularmaterial use rate (%) _ 106 2016 ® e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 25.3 2018 3 Producuonfbased-SQz emissions (kg/capita) 39 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 74 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 201 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 487 2010 @ oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 2035 2010 @ e
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 956 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 7.3 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4922 2015 3 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 44 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 20.8 2015 ¥ Ere ae elxpednclgg (pgr . C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ) ° EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 6.8 2016 ®
status (%) 159 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 1.1 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 259 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 3382 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 407 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 151 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 973 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) 2750 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) NA NA ® oo
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 199 2017 4 Meanarea thatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) NA NA ® oo
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 90 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 188 2018 @ 4 Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 66.6 2018 ® =»
aged 20 to 64) o ) . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 71.2 2018 ® =»
Sean elel oy armen fn ngtlongl parliaments (%) » .7 20 * Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 132015 ® 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 26.1 2018 4+ Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 236 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 80.0 2018 ® 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 134 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.89 2019 @ =>»
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 03 2018 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%)~ 99.8 2016 @ 4 Fopulation reporting crime in their area (%) _ 97 2018 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) NA NA ® e Gapinpopulationreporting crime in theirarea, by income (p.p.) 00 2018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 75 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 070 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 987 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 072 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 9.8 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 0~ best) 084 2019 @ 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 760 2018 @ 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 205 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 16 2018 ® 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 59 018 ® e
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 326 2017 @ 4 Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 5 5,7
(O3 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 1.1 2015 @ <> per 100,000 population) - @ ee
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 140 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 081 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 26730 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 03 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 84 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 36 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 762 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 516 2019 @ oo
0, ..

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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BELGIUM Western Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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BELGIUM Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 16.4 2018 & Long term unemployment rate (%) 29 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 49 2018 ® 4 Ppeople killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 17 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 202018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 522018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.8 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 2212016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 262017 ® 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @ =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 172017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 77.2 2015 ® e Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 1458 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 1320 2015 ® population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 469 2017 @ =» Households with broadband access (%) 840 2018 ® 1 %
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 002018 ® 4 [l
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 8162017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 39.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 37217 ® 4 L?g;f;gf&i[]f?er?\jva;c;;rl%eg:eggjallty of trade and transport-related 40 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 748 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 630 2019 @ e°
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 291 2018 ¢ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 14 2016 @ 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 182018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 64 2018 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) - Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 298 2014 ® 4
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 09 2016 ® 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 82 2016 1+
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . ;Z ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 154 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, g aeie O | Gt weamere e g vt sHlew A e mesEn
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 192 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 17.1 2016 ® =» Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 5372017 @ 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 16 2016 ® e Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 180 2018 S
! foundati tin window fi floor (% ’
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 382017 @ 4 qun ? on qr rotin yvm ok i eiiger ()
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 55.0 2018 ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 542017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 129 2017 4+
ZL‘”V'hV'Tg infants vtv'ho (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) 109461 ;81; C i Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, I . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 192017 @ 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 990 2016 ® oo Circularmaterial use rate (%) _ 189 2016 o
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 17.6 2017 ® 4 Producuonfbased-SQz SIS (kg/capita) 11.2 2010 00
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 69 2018 ® 4 Imported 5O, emissions (kg/capita) 3012010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 409 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 1483 2010 ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to6) ~ 98.7 2017 @ 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 86 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5025 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 24217 ® ¢
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 198 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ° EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 862016 ®
status (%) 19.3 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 0.7 2016 oo
Resilient students (%) 27.2 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 3823.6 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 476 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 8.5 2018 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 878 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 280.4 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 97.1 2014 ® =
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 60 2017 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 934 2018 @ 4
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 84 2018 ® 4 SDGI5- Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 173 2018 ® 4 Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 81.0 2018 ->
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 92.8 2018 ® 4
Sean held by women in ngtlongl parliaments (%) N 395 2019 ¥ Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 292015 ® ¢
Positions held by women m senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 320 2018 t* Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 280 2015 1
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel SN )l TR E e E TS eI CR TGS 530 2018 ® < Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 115 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.99 2019 ->
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 0.1 2018 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 112016 @ 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 830 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 123 2018 1+
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 152 2015 @ 4 Gapin pOP“'?“O” reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 99 2018 ®
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 157 2010 ® es Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 075 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 984 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.70 2019 L
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 971 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 083 2019 @ 4
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est | )
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 75.0 2018 L
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 275 2015 @ 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 5.2 2018 -> Property Rights (worst 17 best) 58 2018 @ oo
Share Of rgnevvable S TN GJHoEsS final SN} BB IE (%) 9.1 2017 ® <> Eyp00t5 of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 022017 ® oo
€O, emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.4 2015 ® =» per 100,000 population) ’
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 1322018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 079 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 24961 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 04 2018 ® =>
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 120 2018 ® 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) -13.1 2015 .o
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 697 2018 N Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 678 2019 ® oo
0, .

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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BULGARIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 220 2018 ® =» Long term unemployment rate (%) 3.0 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 209 2018 @ 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 34 2017 * >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 50 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 45 2018 (X S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 9.9 2018 ¥ Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 04 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 250 2016 ® &  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 08217 ® 4 B
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 23 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 07 2017 ® 4 9
Yield gap closure (%) 540 2015 ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 41207 @ g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 280 2015 ® 4 population) ' -
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 83 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 710 2018 ® 1 <
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 210 2018 @ )
ig(jxie-ct(gr?cggtlgi?j I(tza?;d Well-Being 748 2017 ® > \ndiyid.uals aged 55 to 74lyears old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 10.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 22 2017 @ 4 L?r?;fat‘sifupcif?er?\jvagrcsf ;n_céegéggjahty of trade and transport-related 28 2018 + c—T
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 665 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 .. ]
aged 16 or over) ) universities (worst 0~100 best) 1 20
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 279 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 04 2016 ® =»
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 19 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 482008 4 S.D_G1O _‘_REdu_ced |nequ?“t|es
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 41120114 @ ¥
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 242018 @ 4 Palma ratio 1.0 2007 @ e
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) NA NA @ oo
New reported cases of HIV (per WQ0,000 population) . 342017 @ 4 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporteq cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpulanon) . 206 2017 * Share of green space in urban areas (%) 223 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 236 2016 ® =»  Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ equivalized income (%) 487 2018 ®
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 92206 ® 4 Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 346 2017 |
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] ) ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 62 2016 ® oo P?pu\adt\op living ina d\{ve(\jllngfwwth a Iea;mg rg)of, damp walls, floors or 130 2018 ® 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 752017 @ 4 S oun a?'°” or rotin windowframes orfioor 6)
o i , atisfaction with public transport (%) 584 2017 ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) sl 2017 ¥ Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 238 2017 @
Surviving infants Who rgceived 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 92207 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 995 20177 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 11.5 2016 oo R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 36 2017 @ § SDGI12- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 88.2 2013 oo Circular material use rate (%) 43 2016 @ e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 480 2016 ® ee Production-based SO; emissions (kg/capita) 982 2010 ® e
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 512017 @ 4 Imported Soé emissi(;ns (kg/Ca(Flzitj) | -31.0 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint capita 20.0 2010 oo
SDG,4 - Qqallty Equcatlon ) ) Net ir?\ported emissions of reacti?/e nitrogen (kg/capita) -2003 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 83.9 2017 3 . .
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18 to 24)  12.7 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4396 2015 ® ¢ Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 00 2015 ® e
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 379 2015 ® & related expending (pgr 10'0006 OfGDR)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 58 2016 ®
status (%) 164 2015 ® ** 1mported CO, emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 08 2016 ® oo
Resilient students (%) 136 2015 ® ee CO;emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 15.8 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 33.7 2018 1 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 252018 ® =>» Bathing sites of excellent quality (9) 526 2018 @ &
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA~ NA ® e Fishstocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 206 2014 ® 4
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 136 2017 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 99.3 2018 @ 4
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 82 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 278 2018 @  Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) 989 2018 ® 4
aged 20 to 64) ' Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) 986 2018 ® 4
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 258 2019 ® 4 Biochemical oxygen dernand in rivers (mg Oa/litre) 26 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women "_] senior managemgnt pos.itions (%) 145 2018 ® ¢ Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 294 2015 3
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?(;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 520 2018 ®  Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 3.5 2015 oo
SDGyG Clean Water and Sanitation Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 094 2019 ® =>»
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 89 2018 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 11 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 632 2017 4 Population reporting crime in their area (%) 218 2018 @ 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 562017 @ 4 Gapin population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 20 2018 © 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 7.2 2010 oo Accesstojustice (worst 0-1 best) 073 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 96 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.56 2019 L
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 489 2015 @ 4, Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 046 2019 ®
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 420 2018 @ =>»
SDG7A_ Affordable and Clean Energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 80 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) ‘ 33.7 2018 @ Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 34 2018 ® e
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 187 2017 @ =» Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 0.9 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) 06 2017 @ e
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 352 2018 ¥
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.67 2019 °* SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 10,875 2017 ® Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 181 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) NA NA ® oo
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 556 2019 @ oo

Employment rate (%) 724 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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CROATIA Central and Eastern Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG

Index score SDG Rank .
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Vv SDG Trends
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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CROATIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 194 2018 ® Long term unemployment rate (%) 34 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 86 2018 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 26 2017 3 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 352019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 6.0 2018 (X S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 53 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.5 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 244 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 09 2017 @ O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @ & R&D personnel (% of active population) 07 2017 ® 4 [y
Yield gap closure (%) 65.3 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 48 2017 ® > g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 650 2017 4 population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 213 2017 4 Households with broadband access (%) 810 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 12.0 2018 1+ B
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 780 2017 > Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 16.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 14 2017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 30 2018 @ 4 c—T
) . ; ’ »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 60.7 2018 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 %1 2019 ® °°
aggd 16 or over) ) universities (worst 0—100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 336 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.0 2016 3
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 14 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 44 2018 > SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 382 2014 ®
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 13 2018 ® Palma ratio 14 2008 @ oo
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) NA NA @ oo
Eew rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ?gg%\ggon) . ;g ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 28.7 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 167 2016 N G e me e e ling vt Bl AL T
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 444 2018 ® =>»
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 16.0 2016 -> Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 236 2017 @ 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and Population iving in a dwelli ith a leaki f d s f ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) I e °° ?pu adt\in ving ':.a \{ved |ngfwwt é eaﬂlng EZ}O)’ damp Walls, T100rs of 112 2018 @ 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 46 2017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 478 2018 ® ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 802017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 190 2017 ®
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 5 2007 g Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 996 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 103 2016 oo R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 35 2017 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2012 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 44 2016 @ e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 14.8 2016 ® e P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 169 2010 00
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0—10 best) 55 2018 4 Imported 5O emissions (kg/capita) 117 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 232 2010 oo
SDG,4 - Qqallty Equcatlon ) ) Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 53.5 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 82.8 2017 4 . .
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 3.3 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4754 2015 3 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 002017 ® ¢
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 246 2015 ¥ Ere cifa elxpedncgg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 40 2016 ® >
9 ° mported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita ) oo
status (%) 1212015 @ oo d €O, emissi hnology-adjusted (tCO,/capita) 03 2016 ®
Resilient students (%) 244 2015 es COy emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 177.6 2017 (]
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 34.1 2018 1 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 29 2018 ® b Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) %4 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA~ NA ® e Fishstocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 70 2014 ® 4
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 179 2014 ® 4
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 116 20177 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 75.2 2018 ® =¥
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 10.2 2018 ¥ SDGI5- Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 199 2018 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 74.1 2018 ® <>
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 86.8 2018 ® =»
Sean elel oy armen fn ngnonql parliaments (%) » 205 2019 ® & Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 20 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 172 2018 ® ¢ Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/ltre) NA NA @ oo
thl?w?el?v\g:]‘;)feel safe walking alone at night in the ity or area where 68.0 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 79 2015 @ oo
SDGyG cl W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 090 2019 ®
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 1.1 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 12 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 369 2017 ® =» Popg\at\on repgrt|ng cnrr_]e n t_he|r.area (_%) _ - 26 2018 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) NA NA ® o GapPin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 00 2018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 56 2010 @ oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 069 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 905 2015 J Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 045 2019 ®
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 60.1 2015 @ =>» Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) 058 2019 ®
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est | ®
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 480 2018 3
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 248 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 7.7 2018 () Property Rights (worst 17 best) 37 2018 @ oo
Share Of rgnevvable S TN GJHoEsS final SN} BB IE (%) 27.3 2017 ¥ Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 1 5017 o 4
CO, emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.4 2015 ® =» per 100,000 population)
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 289 2018 ¥
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.70 2019 °* SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 12,109 2012 ® e Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2017 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 156 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) NA NA ® oo
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 545 2019 @ oo

Employment rate (%) 652 2018 ® 4

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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CYPRUS

Southern Europe

Overall Performance Performance by SDG
Index score SDG Rank o s
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SDG Trends
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INEQUALITIES ANDCOMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHE GOALS
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oo » oo ¢ » oo
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. .
Leave No One Behind Index Spillover Index
100 (best) to O (worst) 100 (best) to O (worst)
FIN POL
NLD EST
DNK ROU
SWE HUN
SN DNK
AUT Jeri:
DEU DEU
GBR BGR
FRA SWE
IRL HRV
LUX ESP
BEL EUU
CZE PRT
EUU FRA
ESP SUN
EST SVK
POL LVA
MLT FIN
ITA LTy
SVK ITA
PRT GRC
LVA AUT
HRV BEL
HUN MLT
LTU IRL
cyp GBR
GRC cvp
BGR NLD
ROU T T T T T T T T T T Lux T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 EY 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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CYPRUS Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 15.7 2017 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 2.7 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 115 2017 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 05 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 02 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 42 2018 (X S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 7.9 2017 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 13 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 218 2016 ® &  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 06 2017 @ =>» O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 04 2017 @ => (o)
Yield gap closure (%) 380 2015 ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 106 2017 ® > g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 1940 2015 ® <  population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 515 2017 ® Households with broadband access (%) 860 2018 ® 1 %
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 12.0 2018 =
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
Life expectancy at birth (years) 8 822 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 20.0 2017 ® ee 3
P y ye ) ’ Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related 2
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) NA NA @ o o ucture (Worst 1=5 best) 29 2018 )
) . ; ’ »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 781 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) (L 0R2019RO S
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 212 2017 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 0.8 2016 L
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 152017 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 37 2017 J SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 355 2014 @
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02017 @ 4 Palma ratio NA NA @ oo
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) NA NA @ oo
New reporteg cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 10.0 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 6.2 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 132012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 3 mie o | Gt weamere el g with sHle E e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 52 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 39 2016 @ 4 q . -
B ) ) ) Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 161 2017 @
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] )
) ) ) ’ 20 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) ok Te @ e 1 v B s o Alee T 203 2017 @
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 272017 @ 4 " ) )
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 498 2018 ® ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 62 20177 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 147 2017 1+
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 90 2017 @ 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 995 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 96 2016 ® oo R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 28 2017 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 830 2013 ® oo Circularmaterial use rate (%) _ 23 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 449 2016 ® e P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 296 2010 ® e
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 63 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 232 2010 @ ee
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 480 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 1705 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 920 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 7.8 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4375 2015 @ ¢ Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 002014 ® oo
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 4212015 @ Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 54 2016 ®
status (%) 9.5 2015 ® ** mported CO, emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 19 2016 @ e
Resilient students (%) 95 2015 @ se COzemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 00 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 571 2018 ® 4 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 6.7 2018 ¥ Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 991 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 264.6 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 666 2014 @ 4
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) NA NA ® oo
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 137 2017 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 39.2 2018 @
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 104 2018 ¥ SDGI5- Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 416 2018 ®  Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 66.1 2018 ®
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity %) ~ NA  NA @ e
Sean elel oy armen fn ngnonql parliaments (%) » 2 2001 C Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 19 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 11.2 2018 ® =» Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 47 2015 @
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 640 2018 ® 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 109 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.98 2019 ->
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet ° SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 0.5 2017 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 13 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%)~ 29.8 2005 @ e FOpUlation reporting crime in their area (%) ) *j 252017 0 ¥
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 674 2017 @ Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 002017 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 149 2010 ® es Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) MR M3 O oc
Population using safely managed water services (%) 996 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® oo
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 756 2015 ® |, Constraints on government power (worst 0~ best) NA~ NA @ e
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 59.0 2018 A
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 201 2015 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 219 2018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 45 2018 ® e
Share Of rgnewable S TN GJHoEsS final ey c‘onsumpt\on (%) 99 2017 ® > Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 00 2017 ® oo
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.4 2015 @ per 100,000 population) :
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 199 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® e SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 18,458 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2015 @ oo
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 149 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) NA NA ® oo
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 711 2019 @ oo

Employment rate (%) 739 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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CZECH REPUBLIC Central and Eastern Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
Index score SDG Rank w0
DG 17@ ] DG
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SDG J;
14
Czech H
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13¢
SDG."-._
12~

V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard

1 NO IERO GOOD HEALTH QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND 8 DECENT WORK AND
POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH

1 REDUGED 1 SUSTAINABLE GITIES 12 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION ANDSTRONG FORTHE GOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS SUSTAINABLE

04 DEVE!;OPMENT
Y, OALS

M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

Vv SDG Trends

NO IERO GOOD HEALTH 4 QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE
10 REDUCED 1 SUSTAINABLE CITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 1 4 LIFE 15 LIFE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHE GOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating @ Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

. .
¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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CZECH REPUBLIC Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 96 2018 ® 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 07 2018 ® 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 28 2018 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 18 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 07 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 29 2018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 34 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.8 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 260 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 18 2017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 132017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 57.8 2015 ® e Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 338 2017 ® g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 101.0 2017 ® §  population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 172 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 860 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 50 2018 ® 4 [Hae)
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 701 2017 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 31.0 2017 oo §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 37 2017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 352018 @ 4 c—T

B . f : »

Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 62.1 2018 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 oo
aggd 16 or over) ) o universities (worst 0—100 best) S2oR2010R8
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 418 2018 + Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 152016 @ 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 03 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 062018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 30.2 2014 4+
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 09 2016 ® 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 45 2016 ® 4
New reporteg cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 24 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 4.8 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 274 2012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 50 mie O < | Gt weamere el g with e A e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 287 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 12.6 2016 1+ q . -
’ . ) ) Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 34.1 2017 1+
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] )
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 30 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 77 2018 ® 4
! foundati tin window fi floor (% ’
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 332017 @ 4 qun ? on qr rotin yvm ok i eiiger ()
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 705 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 542017 @ 4 £ ir pollution: PM2.5 in urb Jm3 184 2017 ® <>
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 9% 2017 ® 4 posure toalr pollution: 5 In urban areas (ug/m”) y
Alcohol tion (litre/capita/yean) T J Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 999 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, ] . . X
Smoking prevalence (%) 29 2017 @ § SDG12-Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® oo Circular'material use rate (‘_%)_ . 76 2016 @ oo
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 148 2017 ® 4 Production-based SO; emissions (kg/capita) 21.1 2010 @ oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 70 2018 @ 4 Imported 50; emissions (kg/capita) 26 2010 @ e
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 319 2010 ® e
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 266 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 920 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 6.2 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 490.8 2015 3 Conlt?b(;mon todthe |Ftern1%tlgggg(?06bgpngD commitment on climate 042017 @ ¢
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 20.7 2015 ¥ Erea 8 elxpedncgg pgr ey C(;)/ f
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 95 2016 ®
status (%) 188 2015 @ ** |mported CO, emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -30 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 249 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 15884 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 337 2018 4 SDGI4 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 85 2018 =»  Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 817 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 275.7 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) NA NA ® oo
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 21.1 2017 Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) NA NA ® oo
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 152 2018 4 SDGI15- Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 271 2018 J  Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 92.3 2018 @ 4
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 92.1 2018 ® 4
Sean held by women in ngnonql parliaments (%) N 2112019 @ <> Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 27 2015 @
Positions held by women m senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 138 2018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 176 2015 @ 4
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 650 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 58 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 097 2019 ® =>»

- Clean Water and Sanitation . A

Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons

in their household (%) 03 2018 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 823 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 79 208 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 102 2017 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 29 2018 4+
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 59 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 066 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 976 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.62 2019 L
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 819 2015 J,  Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) 073 2019 @ 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 59.0 2018 *

B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 85 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 27 2018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 48 2018 ® oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 148 2017 @ ¥ Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD & 57
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 13 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) - O
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 219 2018 @ 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 073 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 17,971 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 95 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 18 2015 ® ee

aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 589 2019 @ e

Employment rate (%) 799 2018 ® 4

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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DENMARK

Northern Europe

Vv Overall Performance

Index score SDG Rank
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable
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Vv Performance by SDG
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? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index

N IERO GOOD HEALTH 4 QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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DENMARK Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 12.8 2018 ® 4  Long term unemployment rate (%) 112018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 34 2018 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 09 2017 ® 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 16 2018 @ oo S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 60 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 16 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 197 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 312017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @ & R&D personnel (% of active population) 222017 © 4 o)
Yield gap closure (%) 76.7 2015 ® e Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 2466 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 800 2015 ® 4  population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 274 2017 ® =» Households with broadband access (%) 900 2018 @ 1 ¥
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 202018 ® 4 [He)
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 811 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 51.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 14 2017 @ 4 L?g;f;gf&i[]f?er?\jva;c;;rl%eg:eggjallty of trade and transport-related 40 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 712 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) S 20 O
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 170 2018 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 24 2016 @ 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 132018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 08 2018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 287 2014 @ 4
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 09 2015 @ 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 312015 @ 4
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . j‘é ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) ’ Share of green space in urban areas (%) 108 2012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 3 mie o | Gt weamere el g with sHle E e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 300 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 102 2016 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 463 2017 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 13 2016 ® e Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 164 2018 S
! foundati tin window fi floor (% ’
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 43 20177 @ 4 qun ? on qr rotin yvm ok i eiiger ()
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 673 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 302017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 92 2017 ® 4
ZL‘”V'hV'Tg DS vtv'ho (rlgtcel/ved iv/\/HO—)recommended ez (£ 991 ;81; : 1 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, ! . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 19 2017 ® 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 @ ee Circular'material use rate (%)_ _ 82 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 137 2017 ® 4 PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 43 2010 @ oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 76 2018 ® 4 Imported 5Oz emissions (kg/capita) 248 2010 @ ee
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 454 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) -1154 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 980 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 102 2018 3 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5043 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 62 2017 $
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 159 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ) ° EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 58 2016 ® 4
status (%) 104 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -18 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 27.5 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 22684 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 491 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 235 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 874 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 278.3 2016 ® e Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 440 2014 @ 4
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 712 2014 ® =
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 147 2017 4 Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) 894 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 67 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 532018 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 89.7 2018 @ =»
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) 1000 2018 ® 4
Sean held by women in ngtlongl parliaments (%) N 374 2019 g Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 1.7 2015 @ 4
Positions held by women m senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 27.7 2018 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 167 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 790 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 122 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 097 2019 ® =>»
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 04 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 918 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on PSRN Gl i t_he”_afea (_%) _ 74 2018 @ 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 452016 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 56 2018
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 99 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 076 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 97 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 090 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 932 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 0~ best) 095 2019 @ 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 880 2018 ® 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 271 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 30 2018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 58 018 ® e
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 358 2017 @ 4 Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 5 5.5
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.1 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) : @ ee
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 140 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 095 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 24,957 2018 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 07 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 85 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 30 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 782 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 517 2019 @ e
0, .

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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ESTONIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 219 2018 ® &  Long term unemployment rate (%) 132018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 38 2018 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 12 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 08 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 36 2018 @ oo =i
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 9.3 2018 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.7 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 212 2016 ® ¥ Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 1.3 2017 $ O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 0.9 2017 o
Yield gap closure (%) 40.7 2015 @ e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 276 2017 ® g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 220 2015 ® 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 90 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 890 2018 @ 1 [
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gap.ln broadband access, urban vs rural area§ (p.p.) o 20 2018 ® 4 E
: ) Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 28.0 2017 A O
Lie @ ey et el (¢ ers) /84 2017 * Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related 2
Gapin Iife expectancy at birth among reg{ions (years) . 37 2017 @ oo ir?frastrupcture (T bést) Y P 312018 @ 4 §
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 518 2018 ® =» TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 374 2019 ® °°
aged 16 or over) ) o universities (worst 0~100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 428 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.1 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 164 2018 ® & .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 162018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 374 2014 ®
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 1.1 2016 1+
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 357 2016 ® &
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . 12? ;81; C 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 279 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 170 2016 N G e me e e ling vt Bl AL T
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 129 2018 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 143 20 + Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 2842017 ®
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 25 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 136 2018 ® 4
! foundati tin window fi floor (% ’
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 27 2017 @ 4 qun ? on qr rotin yvm ok i eiiger ()
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 652 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 36 2017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 53207 @ 4
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 93 2017 @ 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 997 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 103 2017 4+ R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 23 2017 @ 4 SDGI12- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 940 2016 oo Circular'material use rate (%)_ _ 118 2016 ® e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 232 2018 ® 4 PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 683 2010 @ oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 6.1 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) -45 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 380 2010 ® e
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 27.8 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 92.9 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 11.3 2018 * SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5243 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 032017 @ ¢
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 88 2015 ® 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ) ° EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 142 2016 ®
status (%) 78 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) =31 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 483 2015 ® o (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 299 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 472 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 19.7 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 667 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 273.1 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 132014 ® 4
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 296 2014 ®
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 256 2017 ® Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 97.8 2018 ® 4
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 78 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 294 2018 J Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 94.8 2018 ® 4
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 93.5 2018 ® 4
Sean held by women in ngtlongl parliaments (%) N 277 2019 ® Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 16 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women m senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 80 2018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/ltre) 66 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 700 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 84 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.99 2019 ->
- Clean Water and Sanitation . —
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 40 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 2.7 2016 L
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 879 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on PSRN Gl i t_he”_afea (_%) _ 74 2018 @ 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 145 2017 @ 4 Gapin pOP“'?“O” reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 02 2018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 47 2010 @ oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 074 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 817 2015 ® Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 078 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 929 2015 @ 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 084 2019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 730 2018 ® 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 248 2015 @ 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 23 2018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 549018 ® oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 292 2017 + Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD ) 5
(O3 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 1.5 2015 @ <> per 100,000 population) : O oc
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 141 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 071 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 15,963 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 02 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 117 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 02 2015 ® ee
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 665 2019 ® oo

Employment rate (%) 795 2018 @ 4

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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FINLAND

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - No Poverty

People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 120 2018 ®
Severely materially deprived people (%) 28 2018 ®
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 02 2019 ®
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 3.1 2018 @
SDG2 - Zero Hunger
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 222 2016 ®
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 252013 @
Yield gap closure (%) 516 2015 ®
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 470 2016 @
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 122 2017 ®
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being
Life expectancy at birth (years) 81.7 2017 ®
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 29 2017 @
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 690 2018 ®
aged 16 or over)
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 26.3 2018
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 4.7 2018
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 37 2018
income (p.p.) .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.)
New reported cases of HIV (per 100,000 population) 29 2017 @
New reported cases of tuberculosis (per 100,000 population) 43 2017 ®
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 102 2016 ®
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 143 2016
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and 7 2016
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population)
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 23 2017 @
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 43 2017 @
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 89 2017
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 84 2017 ®
Smoking prevalence (%) 20 2017 ®
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ®
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%)  20.2 2017 ®
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 79 2018 @
SDG4 - Quality Education
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 87.8 2017 @
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to24) 83 2018 ®
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5227 2015 @
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 115 2015 @
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic 100 2015 ®
status (%)
Resilient students (%) 428 2015 @
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 442 2018 @
Adult participation in learning (%) 2852018 @
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) 2822 2016 ®
SDGS5 - Gender Equality
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 16.7 2017
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 3.7 2018
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 122 2018 ®
aged 20 to 64)
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 415 2019 @
Positions held by women in senior management positions (%) 345 2018
Women who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 780 2018
they live (%) ’
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet 02 2018 ®
in their household (%) ’
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 850 2014 @
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 6.0 2006 ®
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 53 2010 ®
Population using safely managed water services (%) 96.9 2015 @
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 916 2015 @
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy
Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%) 1.7 2018 ®
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 410 2017 ®
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO,/TWh) 06 2015 @
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.87 2019 ®
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 25,029 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 101 2018 ®
aged 15 t0 29) ’
Employment rate (%) 763 2018 @

*Imputed data point

Value Year RatingTrend SDG8 - (continued)

e II>
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395> >

Long term unemployment rate (%) 1.6
People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 09
Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 1.7
Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.0
SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure

Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 28
R&D personnel (% of active population) 1.9
Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 9357

population) ’

Households with broadband access (%) 93.0
Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 4.0

Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 51.0
Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related

infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) il
The Times Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
universities (worst 0—100 best) Jal
Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 19
SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 283
Palma ratio 09
Elderly poverty rate (%) 5.0
SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Share of green space in urban areas (%) 69.7
Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median 204
equivalized income (%) :
Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 40.5
Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 46
foundation or rot in window frames or floor (%) :
Satisfaction with public transport (%) 61.0
Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 49
Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100
SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Circular material use rate (%) 53
Production-based SO, emissions (kg/capita) 17.6
Imported SO; emissions (kg/capita) 21.1
Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 437
Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 743
SDG13 - Climate Action
Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 53
related expending (per 10,000€ of GDP) .
Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 8.7
Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita) 16
CO; emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 5.1
SDG14 - Life Below Water
Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 84.7
Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 45
Fish caught by trawling (%) 793
Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) 543
SDG15 - Life on Land
Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%)  74.8
Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)  74.0
Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 1.7
Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/litre) 1.0
Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 8.5
Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.99
SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 1.2
Population reporting crime in their area (%) 7.0
Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 1.5
Access to justice (worst 0-1 best) 0.67
Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.74
Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) 0.92
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 85.0
Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 19.1
Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 6.5
Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD n
per 100,000 population) ’
Press Freedom Index (best 0—100 worst) 10.3
SDG17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Official development assistance (% of GNI) 04
Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 2.7
Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 55.0

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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FRANCE Western Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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FRANCE Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 133 2017 ® 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 38 2018 ® 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 4.1 2017 ® 4 Ppeople killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 2.7 2016 -> >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 20 2018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 74 2017 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.9 2010 oo ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 216 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 222017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 252013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 152017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 77.3 2015 ® e Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 1419 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 520 2016 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 195 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 810 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 802018 ® 4 [l
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 827 017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 35.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 352017 @ 4 L?g;f;gf&i[]f?er?\jva;c;;rl%eg:eggjallty of trade and transport-related 40 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
PZZ:E?ZZ%@%OOd or very good perceived health (% of population 674 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 668 2019 ® °°
- . universities (worst 0—100 best) !
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 96 2017 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.1 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 10 2017 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 182017 @ 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 326 2014 4+
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02 2017 3 Palma ratio 1.1 2016 >
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) 34 2016 ® 4
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . ;? ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 19.9 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, s mie O < | Gt weamere el ning with e EE e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 245 2017 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 132 20 + Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 49 2017 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 10 2016 ® e Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 11207 @ 4
! foundati tin window fi floor (% :
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 42 2017 @ 4 oundation or ot In window frames orfioor 6)
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 62.9 2018 ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 522017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 120 2017 4+
ZL‘”V'hV'Tg infants vtv'ho (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) : ]9(; ;81; C i Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, . . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 36 2017 @ § SDG12- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 99.9 2016 @ oo Circularmaterial use rate (%) _ 195 2016 @ e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 94 2017 ® 4 PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 72 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 67 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 138 2010 ® e
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 481 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 1224 2010 ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4 to 6)  100.0 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 89 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4957 2015 @ 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 191 2017 ® 4
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 22.1 2015 ¥ Ere ae elxpednclgg (pgr . C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ° nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 50 2016 ®
status (%) 203 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 1.1 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 266 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 157.3 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 462 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 186 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 7838 2018 L
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 254.2 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 196 2014 ® 4
SDG5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 278 2014 @
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 154 2017 =) Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 794 2018 ® <
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 76 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 113 2018 @ 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 80.9 2018 ® <>
aged 20 to 64) o ) . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) 780 2018 ® =»
Sean elel oy armen fn ngtlongl parliaments (%) » S7.082013 * Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 132015 ® 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 440 2018 ® 4 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 178 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night n the city or area where 700 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 113 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 087 2019 ® ¢
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet ° SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 04 2017 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 800 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on repgrt|ng crmein t_he|r.area (_%) ) 139 2017
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 139 2016 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 5.7 2017 04
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 59 2010 ® oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 067 2019 @ 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 933 2015 > Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 071 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 921 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 074 2019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 720 2018 @ 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 285 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 5.0 2018 ) Property Rights (worst 17 best) 559018 @ oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 163 2017 ® Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 30 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 0.5 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) : O
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 219 2018 @ 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 079 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 25022 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 04 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 136 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 321 2015 @ ee
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 557 2019 @ e

Employment rate (%) 71.8 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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GERMANY Western Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
Index score SDG Rank P,
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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GERMANY Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 16.1 2017 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 14 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 34 2017 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 09 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 20 2018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 9.1 2017 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.7 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 223 2016 ® ¥ Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 302017 @ 4 I
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @ =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 16 2017 @ 4 9
Yield gap closure (%) 77.3 2015 ® e Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 288 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 820 2015 ® J  population) ' -
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 383 2017 ® =» Households with broadband access (%) 900 2018 ® 1 <
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 30 2018 ® )
iPGS - tGr?OdtlgiiiI(th ??d Well-Being 811 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 45.0 2017 ® ee 3
€ expectancy @ VREE ) ’ Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related 2
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 312017 @ 4 infrastructurel(worst 15 best) 44 2018 @ 4 )
PZZ:E?ZZ%@%OOd e geatpergz el feel i 5 ol perpuEiten 655 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 751 2019 @ °° @
universities (worst 0—100 best) .
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 298 2017 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 13 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 03 2017 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 07 2017 ® 4 S.D_G1O _‘_REdu_ced |nequ?“t|es
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 334 2013 ¥
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02017 ® 4 Palma ratio 1.1 2016 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 9.6 2015 ->
New reported cases of HIV (per WQ0,000 population) . 42 2016 @ 4 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporteq cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpulanon) . 66 2017 ® 4 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 252 2012 @ ee
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 121 2016 ® 4 Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ equivalized income (%) 190 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 113 2016 ® 4 Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 676 2017 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 16 2016 @ oo P?pu\adt\op living ina dyve(\jlmgfwnh a Iea;mg rg)of, damp walls, floors or 125 2017 ® 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 372017 @ 4 S oun a?'°” or rotin windowframes orfioor 6)
o i , atisfaction with public transport (%) 701 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 382017 @ 4 Ex ) . ) 3
o ) . posure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 12.7 2017 L
ZL‘”V'hV'Tg infants vtv'ho (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) 1093 ;812 C : Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 20177 ® 4
n I
Srﬁig;g;ﬂ;ﬁ% efeapranear 25 2017 @ 4 SDGI12- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) 114 2016 ® e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 123 2018 @ 4 Production-based SO; emissions (kg/capita) 70 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 71 2018 @ 4 Imported Soé emissi(;ns (kg/Ca(Flz”j) | 1752010 @ e
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita 423 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net ir?\ported emissions of reacti?/e nitrogen (kg/capita) 2054 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 964 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18 to 24) 103 2018 -> SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5081 2015 ® 4 Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 205 2017 ® 4
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 170 2015 @ 4 related expending (pgr 10'0006 OfGDR)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 88 2016 ® >
status (%) 158 2015 @ ** 1mported CO, emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -05 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 335 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 8787 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 349 2018 1 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 82 2018 ® =>» Bathing sites of excellent quality (9) 927 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 271.7 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 573 2014 @ 4
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 806 2014 @ =»
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 21.0 2017 Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%)  85.6 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 812018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 188 2018 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) 783 2018 ® <)
aged 20 to 64) : Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 81.1 2018 ->
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 319 2019 3 Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/itre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women "_] senior managemgnt pos.itions (%) 338 2018 t* Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 244 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 69.0 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 11.1 2015 @ oo
SDGyG Clean Water and Sanitation Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.98 2019 ->
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 0.0 2017 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 9.0 2016 ® 4 Populationreporting crime in their area (%) 14.2 2017 ¢
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 130 2016 ® 4 Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 59 2017 |
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 6.7 2010 oo Accesstojustice (worst 0-1 best) 078 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 992 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 082 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 955 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 085 2019 @ 4
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 800 2018 ® 4
SDG7A_ Affordable and Clean Energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 228 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) ‘ 29 2018 ® 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 562018 ® oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 155 2017 @ =» Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.2 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) 21 2017 @ oo
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0—100 worst) 144 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 085 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 28473 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 06 2018
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 79 208 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 549 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 799 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 523 2019 @ e

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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Vv Overall Performance
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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GREECE Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 185 2018 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 136 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 167 2018 ® 4 Ppeople killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 12 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 58 2019 ® =>» Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 79 2018 ® oo =i
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 11.0 2018 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 09 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 249 2016 ® ¥ Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 112017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 102017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 506 2015 ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 84207 ® ¢ g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 59.0 2015 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 97 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 760 2018 1+ >
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 220 2018 ® =>» [
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 814 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 14.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 352017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 322018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 764 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 359 2019 @ ¢
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 76 2018 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.0 2016
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 8.8 2018 t* .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 198 2018 ® & SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 449 2014 @
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 05 2018 N Palma ratio 13 2016 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) 7.8 2016 4
Eew rem”eg @B OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ?gg%\ggon) . ii ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 86 2012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, e O < | Gt we amere el g with sele EE e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 442 2018 ®
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 43 2016 © 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 189 2017 @
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and Population iving in a dwelli ith a leaki f d s f ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 28 2016 ° c;pu adt\in Ving ':.a Wed |ngfwwt é eaﬂlng E;O)’ amp walls, loors or 159 2018 @ 4+
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 532017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 57.0 2018 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 68 20177 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 147 2016 1+
ZL‘”VL\]/'TQ DS vtV,hO (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO-)recommended ez (£ 692 ;812 : : Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, b . . X
Smoking prevalence (%) 37 2017 @ = SDGI2-Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 13 2016 @ e°
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 34.8 2017 P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 453 2010 @ e
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 54 2018 ®  Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 168 2010 @ e
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 569 2010 @ e
SDG,4 - Qqallty Equcatlon ) ) Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 2150 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 81.5 2017 3 . .
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 4.7 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4585 2015 3 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 03 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 327 2015 ® & Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic 25 ) nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) ) 54 2016 @
status (%) 1252015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 152016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 181 2015 ® oo COemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 396 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 443 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 45 2018 ® Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 970 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best)  251.9 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 486 2014 @
SDG5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 218 2014 ®
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 125 2014 ® e Mean area thatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) 864 2018 *
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 210 2018 ® & SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 187 2018 @ 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 85.8 2018 ® <>
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 87.2 2018 ® =»
Sean held by women in ngnonql parliaments (%) N 183 2019 ® & Biochemical oxygen dernand in rivers (mg Oa/litre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 912018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/ltre) NA NA @ oo
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?(;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 470 2018 ®  Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 76 2015 @ ee
SDGyG cl W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 085 2019 ® =>»
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 0.2 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 08 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 934 2016 ® 4 Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 135 2018 ¢
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 156 2016 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 152018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 80 2010 oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 067 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 989 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.56 2019 A
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 752 2015 ® =y Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 069 2019 4+
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est | ®
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 450 2018 3
B oraablean ean knergy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 296 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 227 2018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 40 2018 .o
Share Of rgnevvable S TN GJHoEsS final SN} BB IE (%) 163 2017 ® > gports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 03 2017 ® oo
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 13 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) -
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 29.2 2018 +
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 055 2019 ® e SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 14768 2017 ® & Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 195 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 10 2015 ® ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 505 2018 ® Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0~100 worst) 39.1 2019 @ e
0, .

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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HUNGARY Central and Eastern Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG

Index score SDG Rank w0
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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HUNGARY Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 12.8 2018 ® 4  Long term unemployment rate (%) 14 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 10.1 2018 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 202017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 1.8 2019 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 37 2018 @ oo S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 84 2018 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 04 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 264 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 14 2017 -> O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 0.9 2017 1+ B
Yield gap closure (%) 64.4 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 201 207 ® & g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 280 2016 ® 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 149 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 830 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 11.0 2018 1+ B
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 760 2017 > Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 21.0 2017 oo §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 38 2017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 332018 @ 4 c—T
o f : »
PZZ:EI]'Z'LW(';Z%OM or very good perceived health (% of population 60.7 2018 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 39 2019 ® °°
I ov i :
- . universities (worst 0—100 best)
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 216 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 06 2016 3
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 08 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 18 2018 @ 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 362 2014 ®
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 1.0 2014 oo
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 52 2016 ® 4
Eew rem”eg @B OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ?gg%\ggon) . 53 ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 21.1 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 230 2016 ® =»  Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 265 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 180 2016 ® 4 Re?ycling i of municnalwasie o) 350 2017 4+
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] ) ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 39 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 225 2018 ® 4
! foundati tin window fi floor (% :
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 452017 @ 4 oundation or ot In window frames orfioor 6)
o " , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 64.2 2017 +
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 64 2017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 209 2017 @ &
ZL‘”V:'TQ infants thhO (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) : ]9? ;812 C i Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 20177 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, . . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 27 2017 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 950 2016 oo Circular'material use rate (%)_ _ 64 2016 ® e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 260 2018 4 P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 86 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 6.1 2017 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 74 2010 00
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 26.2 2010 oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) -103.3 2010 ® e
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 956 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 125 2018 3 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4744 2015 3 Conlt?b(;mon todthe |Ftern1%tlgggg(?06bgpngD commitment on climate 112017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 26.0 2015 ¥ Erea 8 elxpedncgg pgr ey C(;)/ f
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ., - nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO,/capita) A 47 2016 ®
status (%) 14 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -03 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 193 2015 ® oo COemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 197.2 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 33.7 2018 ¥ SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 60 2018 ® b Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 723 2018 L
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA~ NA ® e Fishstocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) NA NA ® oo
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 142 2017 4 Meanarea thatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) NA NA ® oo
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 153 2018 ¥ SDGI5- Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 230 2018 J Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 83.1 2018 @ =»
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 84.9 2018 ® =»
Sean held by women in ngnonql parliaments (%) N 126 2019 @ = Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 149 2018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) NA NA @ oo
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel Sl el e Z g e i diis @ e e 560 2018 ® 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 34 2015 oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 093 2019 ® =>»
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 34 2018 =»  Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 10 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 792 2017 + Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 48 2018 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 34 2016 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 79 208 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 32 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 055/ 2015/ @
Population using safely managed water services (%) 815 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 042 2019 ® ¢
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 756 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 041 2019 @
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est X °
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 46.0 2018 3
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 205 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 6.1 2018 4+ Property Rights (worst 17 best) 352018 @ oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 133207 @ ¥ Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD ), 57
(O3 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 1.5 2015 ® <> ner 100,000 population) : O oc
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 29.1 2018 ¥
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.69 2019 °* SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 14,409 2017 ® Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 129 2018 PN Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 24 2015 @ ee
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 69.1 2019 ® oo

Employment rate (%) 744 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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IRELAND

Western Europe

Vv Overall Performance

Index score SDG Rank
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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Al d > 2V

Leave No One Behind Index
100 (best) to O (worst) 100 (best) to O (worst)

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating @ Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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IRELAND Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDG8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 15.6 2017 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 2.1 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 5.2 2017 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 19 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 17 2018 @ oo IS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 512017 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.6 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 253 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 112017 @ O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 132017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 745 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 776 2017 4+ g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 420 2015 ® 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 261 2017 @ =» Households with broadband access (%) 880 2018 @ 1 %
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 12.0 2018 ' ©
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 822 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 28.0 2017 oo §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 06 2017 @ oo L?g;f;gf&ig?ermgf; ;n_céeg:egsjahty of trade and transport-related 332018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
PaplEem i oz e e padpergz=d) feslin (5 o perpulEiien 833 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 539 2019 @ ¢
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 200 2017 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 14 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 2.8 2017 -> .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 39 2017 J SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 329 2014
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02017 @ 4 Palma ratio 1.1 2015 1+
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 64 2015 ® 4
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . 122 ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 79 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 03 e O < | Gt we amere el g with selew E e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 75 2017 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 94 206 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 407 2016 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] , ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 12 2016 ® e Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 126 2017 ® 4
! foundati tin window fi floor (% :
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 352017 @ 4 oundation or ot In window frames orfioor 6)
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 56.2 2018 ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 33217 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 77 2017 @ 4
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 92 2017 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 970 2017 d
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 11.0 2017 3 R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 19 2017 ® 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 17 2016 ® e°
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 123 2017 ® 4 Producuonfbased-SQz SIS (kg/capita) 109 2010 00
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 70 2018 ® 4 Imported 5O, emissions (kg/capita) 220 2010 @ ee
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 467 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) -199.8 2010 ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4 to 6)  100.0 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18t0 24) 50 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5090 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 22 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 153 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic 27 9 EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 78 2016 ®
status (%) 1272015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -34 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 296 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 692 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 563 2018 ® 4 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 125 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 710 2018 3
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 255.6 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 216 2014 @ 4
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 859 2014 @ =»
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 139 2014 ® ee Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) 845 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 12.2 2018 =>» SDGI15- Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 378 2018 ® Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 87.7 2018 © =»
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 97.7 2018 ® 4
Sea.ts. held by women in ngtlonql parliaments (%) N 22 2019 C Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 12 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 187 2018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 122 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night n the city or area where 740 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 143 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 092 2019 ® ¢
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 0.1 2017 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 612 2017 ® =» Population reporting crime in their area (%) _ 97 2017 @ 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 14 2009 ® oo Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 25 2017 4+
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 103 2010 ® oo Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) MR M3 O oc
Population using safely managed water services (%) 989 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® oo
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 703 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 0~ best) NA~ NA @ e
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est X )
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 73.0 2018 L
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 172 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 44 2017 ) Property Rights (worst 17 best) 50 2018 @ oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 107 2017 @ =» Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 04 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 13 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) - O
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 146 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® e SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 20,760 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 03 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 116 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 21063 2015 @ ee
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 757 2019 @ e

Employment rate (%) 741 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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ITALY

Vv Overall Performance

Southern Europe

Vv Performance by SDG
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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ITALY Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 203 2017 ® & Long term unemployment rate (%) 6.2 2018 ®
Severely materially deprived people (%) 10.1 2017 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 212017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 2.7 2019 =»  Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 242018 @ oo =i
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 122 2017 ® & Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.9 2010 ® e« ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 199 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 14 2017 -> O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @ & R&D personnel (% of active population) 122017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 589 2015 ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 685 2017 $ g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 66.0 2015 4 population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 288 2016 ® =» Households with broadband access (%) 830 2018 @ I [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 402018 ® 4 [l
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 831 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 22.0 2016 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 312017 @ 4 L?g;f;gf&i[]f?er?\jva;c;;rl%eg:eggjallty of trade and transport-related 39 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 770 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
d16 ) 558 2019 @ °°
gl o @reves ) . universities (worst 0~100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 76 2017 + Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 12 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 24 2018 t* .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 40 2018 PN SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 382 2014 ® =»
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 01208 ® 4 Palma ratio 13 2016 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) 10.3 2016 4
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . 2; ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 125 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, a5 2015 | Overemdirg meemere sl hing it Sl AL e e
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 380 2018 L
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 59 206 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 477 2017 @ 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and ° Population living in a dwell ith a leaki fd lls ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 15 2016 oo ?pu adt\in iving |Inla \{ved mgfth a eaﬂlng E;O), amp walls, floors or 161 2017 1
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 342017 ® 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
N " , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 424 2018 ®
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 56 20177 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 194 2017 ® &
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 92 2017 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 975 2016 >
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 76 2016 ® 4 R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 25 2017 @ 4 SDGI12- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 17.1 2016 o
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 23.1 2018 ® 4 PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 59 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 6.5 2018 ® 4 Imported 5O, emissions (kg/capita) 179 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 383 2010 ® e
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 1726 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to6) ~ 95.1 2017 @ 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18 to 24)  14.5 2018 ® =) SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 485.0 2015 3 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 37 2017 @ 4
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 23.2 2015 ¥ Ere ae elxpednclgg (pgr . C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 55 2016 @
9 s mported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita . oo
status (%) 96 2015 @ o d €O, emissi hnology-adjusted (tCOy/capita) 12 2016 ®
Resilient students (%) 266 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 580 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 278 2018 @ SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 8.1 2018 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 900 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 247.1 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 751 2014 @ ¢
SDG5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 518 2014 @
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 50 2017 ® 4 Meanarea thatis protected in marine sitesimportant to biodiversity (%) ~ 73.8 2018 ® =¥
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 198 2018 ® =» SDGI5 - Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 253 2018 J Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%)  77.9 2018 ® =%
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 84.7 2018 ® =»
Sean elel oy armen fn ngtlongl parliaments (%) » 3562019 * Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 2.1 2015 ->
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 364 2018 4+ Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 104 2015 @ 4
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 560 2018 @ Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 70 2015 @ ee
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 090 2019 ®
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 03 2017 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 05 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 596 2015 oo Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 125 2017 © 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) NA NA @ o Gapinpopulationreporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 06 2017 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 7.8 2010 oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 062 2019 04
Population using safely managed water services (%) 937 2015 14 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 044 2019 ® =>»
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 954 2015 @ 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 0712019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 520 2018 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 175 2015 @ 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 140 2018 ® 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 42 2018 .o
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 183 2017 @ =» Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 15 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.2 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) : °°
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 2412018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 057 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 223732018 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 02 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 234 2018 ® Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 227 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 630 2018 ® Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 505 2019 @ e
0, A

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

S,

¢ 2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report 93

“a’



LATVIA Baltic States

Vv Overall Performance

Index score SDG Rank

2028

Latvia

V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

Vv SDG Trends
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Vv Performance by SDG
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? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating @ Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable
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¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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LATVIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 233 2018 ® & Long term unemployment rate (%) 3.1 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 9.5 2018 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 232017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 23 2019 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 392018 @ oo S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 8.1 2018 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 06 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 236 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 052017 ® & O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® R&D personnel (% of active population) 062017 ® 4 [Re)
Yield gap closure (%) 446 2015 @ ee Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 1142017 ® $ g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 280 2015 ® 4 population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 73 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 79.0 2018 1+ >
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 602018 ® 4 [l
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 749 2017 ® > Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 21.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 34 2017 @ ee L?g;f;gf&ig?ermgf; ;n_céeg:egsjahty of trade and transport-related 3.0 2018 + c—T
B . f : »
Populgt;c{))n with good or very good perceived health (% of population 470 2018 ® =>» TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 2252019 @ °°
gl lloer over) ) o universities (worst 0—100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 45.7 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 06 2016 ->
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 6.2 2018 t* .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examinationand care, by 11} 5010 o Iy SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 359 2014 ® 4
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 062018 ® & Palma ratio 14 2016 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) 327 2016 ® &
EEW rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . ;zg ;81; C 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 302 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 209 a6 o | Overcmseing e arane messl e vt e s el e
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) : o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 470 2017 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 186 2016 ® =» Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 233 2017 ® &
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and Population iving in a dwelli ith a leaki f d lls i ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 41 20 °° ?pu adt\in ving ':.a \{ved |nng|t é eaﬂlng EZ}O)’ damp Walls, T100rs of 2352018 @ =>»
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 42 2017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o " , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 654 2017 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 702017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 136 2017 4+
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 9% 2017 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 972 2017 4+
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 11.2 2016 3 R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 39 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 39 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 418 2017 ® PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 23 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0—10 best) 6.0 2017 4 Imported 5O emissions (kg/capita) 187 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 37.0 2010 ® e
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 60.7 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 963 2017 @ 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 83 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 486.8 2015 3 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 00 2016 ® ¢
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 172 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ) ° EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 3.5 2016 >
status (%) 8.7 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 0.7 2016 oo
Resilient students (%) 352 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 694 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 427 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 6.7 2018 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 929 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA~ NA ® e Fishstocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 545 2014 @
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 612 2014 ® 4
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 157 2017 4 Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 95.8 2018 @ 4
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 422018 ® 4 SDGI5- LifeonLand
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 184 2018 @ 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 97.3 2018 ® 4
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 97.5 2018 ® 4
Sean held by women in ngtlongl parliaments (%) N 300 2019 + Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 13 2015 @ 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 29.0 2018 3 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) NA NA @ oo
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel SN )l TR E e E TS eI CR TGS 520 2018 ®  Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 81 2015 @ ee
SDGyG cl W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.99 2019 ->
- Clean Water and Sanitation . —
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 9.0 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 46 2016 @ 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 950 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) » 86 2018 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 06 2017 @ 4 Gapin pOP“'?“O” reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 00 2018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 6.9 2010 oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ NA - NA @ e
Population using safely managed water services (%) 819 2015 @ =>» Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA @ e
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 784 2015 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) NA~ NA @ eo
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 580 2018 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 31.5 2015 3
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 75 2018 4+ Property Rights (worst 17 best) 40 2018 .o
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 390 2017 @ 4 Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 1 5017
(O3 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 1.3 2015 ® <> er 100,000 population) : O oc
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 196 2018 @
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® e SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 14036 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 116 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 02 2015 ® ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 768 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 68.1 2019 ® oo
0, K

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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LITHUANIA

Baltic States

Overall Performance Performance by SDG
Index score SDG Rank 96 56
SDG 17 @ 1 . SDG
2328 SN
@ -
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SDG Trends
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¢ 4 l > [ X J ¢ &

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement

Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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LITHUANIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 229 2017 ® & Long term unemployment rate (%) 20 2018 ® 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 124 2017 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 2.8 2017 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 2.8 2019 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 5.8 2018 (X S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 85 2017 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.7 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 263 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 09217 ® 4 B
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 252013 @ =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 08 2017 ® =» 9
Yield gap closure (%) 456 2015 @ ee Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 762017 ® & g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 250 2015 ® 4 population) ' -
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 88 20177 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 780 2018 1 <
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 12.0 2018 )
ig(jxigcgﬁggtlg:j I(tza?;d Well-Being 758 2017 N \ndiyid.uals aged 55 to 74lyears old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 23.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gan in I fancy at birth among regions (vears) 142017 @ 4 Lc_>g|st\cs performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related 27 2018 ¢ =
ol ' & eXPeC elngye aond eg{o S (PleEl , : infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) [0}
Pzg:mglﬂa%ow or very good perceived health (% of population 439 2017 ® =» TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 184 2019 oo @
universities (worst 0—100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 4002017 ® Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 0.8 2016 3
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 2.2 2018 t* .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 1120018 @ 4 S.D_G1O _‘_REdu_ced |nequ?“t|es
income (p.p) Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 454 2014 @ ¥
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 17 2016 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 251 2016 ® &
New reported cases of HIV (per WQ0,000 population) . 912017 @ 4 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporteq cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpulanon) . 487 2017 ® Share of green space in urban areas (%) 320 2012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 207 2016 ® 4 Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ soquivallza T ©4) 238 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 283 2016 ® 4 R q i f w | 0 ) ° 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and ccycing ra.te. otrunicipa .vvastg (6) ) el
) ) ) ’ 34 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) ok Te @ e 1 v B s o Alee T 15.7 2017 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 43 2017 @ 4 Satisfacti ) ) 2
N " , atisfaction with public transport (%) 56.0 2017
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 68 20177 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) NA NA ® oo
Surviving infants Who rgceived 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 94 2017 @ 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 996 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 12.3 2017 4+ R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 29 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 92.5 2016 oo Circular material use rate (%) 45 2016 @ e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%)  32.3 2018 J  Production-based SO; emissions (kg/capita) 127 2010 o0
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 63 2017 @ 4 Imported Soé emissi(;ns (kg/Ca(Flzitj) | 106 2010 ® oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita 444 2010 @ oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net ir?\ported emissions of reacti?/e nitrogen (kg/capita) 329 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to6) ~ 91.9 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 46 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4754 2015 3 Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 04 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 247 2015 ¥ related expending (pgr 10'0006 OfGDR)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic Energy-related CO emissions (tCOz/capita) 45 2016 ®
status (%) 116 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 14 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 231 2015 ® e COzemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 160.0 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 576 2018 ® 4 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 66 2018 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 846 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best)  267.2 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA ® oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 42 2014 ® 4
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 15.2 2017 J Meanarea thatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 67.3 2018 ® =¥
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 232018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 180 2018 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 905 2018 ® 4
aged 20 to 64) ) Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) 952 2018 ® 4
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 220 2019 ® & Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 2.0 2015 |
Positions held by women "_] senior managemgnt pos.itions (%) 108 2018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 122015 @ 4
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?(;)feel Sl el e Z g e i diis @ e e 630 2018 ® 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 84 2015 ® oo
SDGyG Clean Water and Sanitation Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.99 2019 ->
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 108 2017 ® & Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 36 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 73.8 2017 4 Population reporting crime in their area (%) 822017 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 13 2017 @ 4 Gapin population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 132017 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 6.4 2010 oo Accesstojustice (worst 0-1 best) NA~ NA @ e
Population using safely managed water services (%) 917 2015 14 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® oo
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 612 2015 @ =>» Eonstriintssn gO\fmTZﬂt p(owert(\évc?rgtoob—1 SESU 5';13 20'\:/; O oc
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— es I
SDG7A_ Affordable and Clean Energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 88 2016 ®
Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%) 279 2018 @ Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 43 2018 .o
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 258 2017 + Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD .
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 2.9 2015 @ per 100,000 population) 00 2017 @ oo
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 222018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® e SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 17,561 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 93 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) NA NA ® oo

aged 15 t0 29)
Employment rate (%) 778 2018 @ 4

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 548 2019 @ oo
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LUXEMBOURG Western Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard

1 NO IERO GOOD HEALTH QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND
POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH

o 4
~ Cd '

1 REDUCED SUSTAINABLECITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE CLIMATE 16 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS

INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION AND STRONG

ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
"

FORTHEGOALS

SUSTAINABLE

04 DEVE!;OPMENT
. ALS

M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

Vv SDG Trends

o 7RO GOODHEALTH 4 GENDER CLEANWATER AFFORDABLEAND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY.INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELLBEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH ANDINFRASTRUCTLRE
10 Ko 11 Slsmwgones || 4o fNsB 13 cumae 14 e 15 i 16 foiccusiee | q7 paRIEies
INEQUALITES ANDCONMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHEGOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
¢ z (X 9 (X 9 z

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating @ Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

. .
¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
100 (best) to O (worst) 100 (best) to O (worst)
FIN POL
NLD EST
DNK ROU
SWE HUN
SVN DNK
AUT CZE
DEU DEU
GBR BGR
FRA SWE
IRL HRV
LUX ESP
BEL EUU
CZE PRT
EUU FRA
ESP SVN
EST SVK
POL LVA
MLT FIN
ITA LTU
SVK ITA
PRT GRC
LVA AUT
HRV BEL
HUN MLT
LTU IRL
CYpP GBR
GRC CYp
BGR NLD
ROU—— | Wp——
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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LUXEMBOURG

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - No Poverty

People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 187
Severely materially deprived people (%) 1.2
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 0.2
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 13.7
SDG2 - Zero Hunger
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 226
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24
Yield gap closure (%) 65.0
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 129.0
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 415
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being
Life expectancy at birth (years) 82.1
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) NA
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 711
aged 16 or over) .
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 10.6
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 03
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by .
income (p.p.) .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 0
vs rural areas (p.p.)
New reported cases of HIV (per 100,000 population) 10.2
New reported cases of tuberculosis (per 100,000 population) 54
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 100
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 94
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and 1
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population)
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 26
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 42
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 99
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 1.3

Smoking prevalence (%) 21

People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) NA
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%)  10.8
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 72
SDG4 - Quality Education
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 96.6
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18t0 24) 6.3
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4833
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 259
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic 208
status (%) !
Resilient students (%) 20.7
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 56.2
Adult participation in learning (%) 18.0
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA
SDGS5 - Gender Equality
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 5.0
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 8.0
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 150
aged 20 to 64) !
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 250
Positions held by women in senior management positions (%) 133
Women who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 820
they live (%) :
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet 0]
in their household (%) :
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 97.0
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 2.7
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 19.2
Population using safely managed water services (%) 982
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 93.7
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy
Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%) 1.9
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 6.4
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) — 11.6
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 32,681
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 75
aged 15 t0 29) ’
Employment rate (%) 72.1

*Imputed data point
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Long term unemployment rate (%) 14
People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 2.7
Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 1.5
Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 7.0
SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure
Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 13
R&D personnel (% of active population) 1.9
Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 939
population) ’
Households with broadband access (%) 93.0
Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 20
Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 70.0
Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related
infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) 3
The Times Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
universities (worst 0—100 best) 513
Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 14
SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 31.7
Palma ratio 1.1
Elderly poverty rate (%) 77
SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Share of green space in urban areas (%) 317
Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median 197
equivalized income (%) :
Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 483
Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 174
foundation or rot in window frames or floor (%) ’
Satisfaction with public transport (%) 756
Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 11.2
Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100
SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Circular material use rate (%) 6.5
Production-based SO, emissions (kg/capita) 48
Imported SO; emissions (kg/capita) 60.9
Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 139.8
Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 9654
SDG13 - Climate Action
Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 73
related expending (per 10,000€ of GDP) :
Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 15.1
Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita) 99
CO; emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 0.0
SDG14 - Life Below Water
Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 733
Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA
Fish caught by trawling (%) NA
Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) NA
SDG15 - Life on Land
Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%)  83.3
Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)  37.1
Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 19
Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/litre) NA
Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 61.1
Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.99
SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 0.5
Population reporting crime in their area (%) 12.0
Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 13
Access to justice (worst 0-1 best) NA
Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA
Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) NA
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 81.0
Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 474
Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 6.3
Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 00
per 100,000 population) ’
Press Freedom Index (best 0—100 worst) 14.7
SDG17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Official development assistance (% of GNI) 1.0
Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) -46.8
Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 724

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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MALTA

Southern Europe

Overall Performance

Performance by SDG

Index score

62.3

SDG Rank

24 28

Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard

DG

.. SDG

i S0G

£ SDG

TERD QuALITY GENDER CLEANWATER AFFORDABLE AND DEGENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
HUNGER EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH ANDINFRASTRUGTURE
A/ /J
~ 4
Eol 1T
7\
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INEQUALITIES ANDCOMMUNITES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND FORTHE GOALS
-~ ANDPRODUCTION ~ SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

=)

v

B sDG achieved

Challenges remain

&

[ significant challenges remain [l Major challenges remain [l Data unavailable
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SDG Trends
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POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE
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oo oo ¢ é

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement

Leave No One Behind Index

Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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MALTA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 16.8 2018 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 112018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 30 2018 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 05 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 03 2019 ® 4 Vvictims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) NA NA @ oo moi
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 64 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.5 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 289 2016 ® &  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 052017 ® & O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 072017 ® 4 [Re)
Yield gap closure (%) NA NA ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 144 2017 ® <> g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 1470 2015 ® =»  population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 920 2017 @ =» Households with broadband access (%) 840 2018 ® 1 %
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) **00 2018 ® 4 M
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 824 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 19.0 2017 ® ee §,
ol e e Bl e s s ) N'A NA @ oo Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related 29 2018 ¢ (‘—T
. " ! , infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) ’ "
PC;Z:'(?T]'ZTLWSZ%OW or very good perceived health (% of population 750 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top3 4 @ e
- . universities (worst 0-100 best)
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 297 2018 > Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 0.7 2016 1+
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 02 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 042018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income *¥294 NA @ e°
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02015 ® oo Palma ratio NA NA @ oo
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) NA NA @ oo
New reportei cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 104 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 9.1 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 192012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, s mie | Gt weamere el g with e A e mesien
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 70 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 53206 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 64 2017 ® ¢
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and Population iving in a dwelli ith a leaki f d lls i ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 20 2016 ° cf)pu adt\in Ving ':.a Wed |nng|t é eaﬂlng E;O)’ EITp Wl el el 712018 @ 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 64 2017 ® 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 57.1 2018 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 412017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) NA NA ® oo
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 91 2017 @ 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 80 2016 @ oo R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 24 2017 @ 4 SDGI12- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 52 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%)  34.9 2016 oo PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 321 2010 @ oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 69 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 116 2010 ® oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 471 2010 @ oo
SDG,4 - Qqallty Equcatlon ) ) Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 2552 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 96.5 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18 to 24)  17.5 2018 @ 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4634 2015 00 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 01 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 325 2015 @ ee Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 63 2016 ® ¢
status (%) 14.5 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -06 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 218 2015 ® e CO;emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 00 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 342 2018 1 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 108 2018 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 989 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA~ NA ® e Fishstocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 125 2014 3
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 936 2014 ® =
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 122 2017 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) 989 2018 @ 4
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 223 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 382 2018 ®  Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) 993 2018 ® 4+
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity %) ~ NA  NA @ e
Sean held by women in ngnonql parliaments (%) N 149 2019 @ =>  piobamical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 952018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/ltre) NA NA @ oo
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night n the city or area where 650 2018 & Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 155 2015 @ ee
SDGyG cl W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.88 2019 @
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 00 2016 ® ee Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 08 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 149 2017 @ Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 125 2018 ¢
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 512 2017 @ =» Gapin pOP“'?“O” reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 152018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 134 2010 ® oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ NA~ NA @ <o
Population using safely managed water services (%) 999 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA @ oo
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 930 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) NA~ NA @ oo
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 540 2018 A
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 221 2015 @ 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 76 2018 ) Property Rights (worst 17 best) 512018 @ oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 7.2 2017 @ Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 12 2017
(O3 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 1.3 2015 ® <> er 100,000 population) : °°
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 274 2018 ¥
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® e SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) NA~ NA ® << Official development assistance (% of GNI) 02 2018 @
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 74208 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) -12.3 2015 .o
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 750 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 7352019 @ e
0, A

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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NETHERLANDS

Western Europe

Overall Performance

Index score

71.8

Performance by SDG

SDG Rank

7 /28

Netherlands

. .
10 5 8

Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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[ significant challenges remain [l Major challenges remain [l Data unavailable

G<:ALS

SDG Trends
1 NO IERO GOOD HEALTH QUALITY GENDER CLEANWATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE
10 REDUCED 11 SUSTAINABLE CITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 3 CLIMATE 1 4 LIFE 15 LIFE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALITIES /AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND AND STRONG FORTHE GOALS
AANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
L | > [ X J ¢ &

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement

Leave No One Behind Index

Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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NETHERLANDS Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 134 2018 ® 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 14 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 24 2018 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 06 2017 ® 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 18 2018 @ oo S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 6.1 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) ~ 2.1 2010 oo ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 204 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 202017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 25 2013 @ =>» R&D personnel (% of active population) 162017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 76.2 2015 ® e Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 2036 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 1990 2016 ® <  population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 636 2017 @ < Households with broadband access (%) 970 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 002018 ® 4 [l
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 818 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 64.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 17 2017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 42 2018 @ 4 c—T
o f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 756 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 685 2019 @ ¢
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 227 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 18 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 02 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 042018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 294 2014 ®
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 1.0 2016 +
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 312016 ® 4
New reporteg cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 4.2 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 46 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 184 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 192 mie O < | Gt weamere e g vt e A e mesen
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 118 2018 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 113 2016 ® 4 q . -
B ) ) ) Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 542 2017 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and ° Population living in a dwell ith a leaki fd lls
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) I 2018 o ?pu adt\in Ving ':.a \{ved |ngfwwt é eaﬂlng EZ}O)’ EITp Wl el el 15.7 2018 ->
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 39 2017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 705 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 312017 @ 4 £ ir pollution: PM2.5 in urb Jm3 113 2017 PN
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 93 2017 @ 4 posure toalr pollution: 5 In urban areas (ug/m”) y
Alcohol tion (litre/capita/yean) 832017 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100 20177 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, L . . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 19 207 ® 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 99.9 2016 @ oo Circularmaterial use rate (%) _ 290 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 108 2018 ® 4 P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 38 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 75 2018 ® 4 Imported 5Oz emissions (kg/capita) 208 2010 @ ee
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 477 2010 @ oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 2236 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 97.6 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 7.3 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5079 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 55017 >
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 185 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 104 2016 ® &
status (%) 125 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) -12 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 30.7 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 1281.7 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 494 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 191 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 727 2018 ® ¥
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 280.3 2016 ® e Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 484 2014 @ ¢
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 974 2014 @ =»
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 15.2 2017 4 Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 81.5 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 10.1 2018 4 SDGI5- Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 111 2018 @ 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 90.6 2018 ® 4
aged 20 to 64) o _ . Mean area thatis protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) 934 2018 ® 4
Sean held by women in ngtlongl parliaments (%) N 335 2019 + Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 30.7 2018 4 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) NA NA @ oo
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 760 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 13.6 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 094 2019 ®
- Clean Water and Sanitation . —
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 0.0 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 06 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 995 20177 ® 4 Popg\at\on repgrt|ng crmein t_he|r.area (_%) ) 174 2018 ® =
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 87 2016 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 412018 04
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 101 2010 ® es Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 081 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 1000 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 084 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 975 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 086 2019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 820 2018 @ 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 252 2015 @ 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 222018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 62 2018 ® oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 66 2017 ® <> Ey000t5 of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 36 2017
(O3 emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 1.5 2015 ® <> ner 100,000 population) : O oc
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 100 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 081 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 25648 2018 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 06 2018
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 57208 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) -69.7 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 792 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 780 2019 @ e
0, .

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

£t 2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report 103

o



104

POLAND

Central and Eastern Europe

Vv Overall Performance

Index score

Vv Performance by SDG
SDG Rank P,
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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POLAND

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend

People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 148 2018 ® 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 10 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 47 2018 ® 4 Ppeople killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 20 2017 ® 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 0.9 2019 ® 4 Vvictims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 34 2018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 9.7 2018 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.5 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 231 2016 ® &  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 1.0 2017 ® y
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 0.9 2017 4 9
Yield gap closure (%) 445 2015 @ ee Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 181 2017 ® <> g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 440 2016 ® 4 population) ' -
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 199 2017 @ 4> Households with broadband access (%) 79.0 2018 1 <
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 7.0 2018 ® )
iPGS - tGr?Odtlg:jI(th ??d We“-Bemg 778 2017 > Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 15.0 2017 @® ee 3
€ expectancy @ VREE ) ’ Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related 2
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 30 2017 @ 4 TR (e =5 e 322018 @ 4 )
PZZ:E?ZZ%@%OOd or very good perceived health (% of population 592 2018 The Times Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 273 2019 ® °° @
universities (worst 0—100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 248 2018 ¥ Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 09 2016 L
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 42 2018 t* .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 332018 0 4 S.D_G1O _‘_REdu_ced |nequ?“t|es
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 439 2014 @ =»
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 1.0 2016 L
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 9.3 2016 4
New reported cases of HIV (per WQ0,000 population) . 35217 @ 4 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporteq cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpulanon) . 15.2 2017 * Share of green space in urban areas (%) 252 2012 @ ee
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 187 2016 N Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ equivalized income (%) 477 2018 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 12.3 2016 1+ Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 338 2017 14
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] ) ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 38 2016 oo P?pu\adt\op living ina d\{ve(\jllngfwwth a Iea;mg rg)of, damp walls, floors or 116 2018 ® 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 47 2017 @ 4 S oun a?'°” or rotin windowframes orfioor 6)
N " , atisfaction with public transport (%) 54.8 2016 00
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 752017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 238 2017 ®
ZL‘”V:iTg infants thhO (rlgtcei/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) 1(?2 ;81; C : Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 993 2017 ® 4
n I
Sn:zkﬁ]ggrx;;;ﬂ%; efeapranear 30 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 91.5 2016 oo Circular material use rate (%) 102 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 206 2018 4 Production-based SO emissions (kg/capita) 321 2010 @ oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 62 2017 ® 4 Imported Soé emissi(;ns (kg/Ca(Flzitj) | -1.0 2010 @ e
. . Nitrogen production footprint capita 332 2010 @ e
SDG,4 - Qqallty Equcatlon ) ) Net ir?\ported emissions of reacti?/e nitrogen (kg/capita) 11.6 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to6) ~ 91.9 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 4.8 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 5039 2015 ® 4 Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 012017 @ ¢
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 163 2015 @ 4 related expending (pgr 10'0006 OfGDR)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 77 2016 @ <>
status (%) 134 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 03 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 346 2015 es COy emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 567.7 2017 (]
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 457 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 57 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 280 2018 @ ¥
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 259.8 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 599 2014 @ 4
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 565 2014 ®
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 72 2017 ® 4 Meanarea that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 83.8 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 144 2018 ¥ SDGI5- Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 298 2018 @ { Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 87.6 2018 ® <>
aged 20 to 64) : Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 91.8 2018 ® 4
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 264 2019 ® =>» Biochemical oxygen dernand in rivers (mg Oa/litre) 28 2015 ®
Positions held by women "_] senior managemgnt pos.itions (%) 21.0 2018 ® =>» Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) NA NA @ oo
Vvttl?wr:yel?v\g:]‘:/z)feel safe walking alone at night in the ity or area where 68.0 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 3.3 2015 oo
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 097 2019 ®
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 20 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 08 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 735 2017 4 Population reporting crime in their area (%) 482018 ® 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 177 2017 @ 4 Gapin population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 00 2018 © 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 23 2010 ® oo Accesstojustice (worst 0-1best) 0.62 2019 +
Population using safely managed water services (%) 939 2015 > Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 053 2019 ® =
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 771 2015 @ Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 058 2019 ®
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 600 2018 ® 4
SDG7A_ Affordable and Clean Energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 75 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) ‘ 5.1 2018 () Property Rights (worst 17 best) 41 2018 00
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 109 2017 @ Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.8 2015 @ per 100,000 population) 012017 @ <o
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 266 2018 ¥
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.67 2019 °* SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 15,687 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 121 2018 PN Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 37 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 799 2018 N Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 404 2019 @ oo

*Imputed data point

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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PORTUGAL

Southern Europe

Vv Overall Performance

Index score

SDG Rank
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Vv Performance by SDG

V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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V Leave No One Behind Index

Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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PORTUGAL

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - No Poverty

People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 173 2018
Severely materially deprived people (%) 6.0 2018
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 22 2019
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 9.7 2018
SDG2 - Zero Hunger
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 208 2016 ®
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @
Yield gap closure (%) NA NA ©
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 420 2016 ®
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 13.1 2017 @
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being
Life expectancy at birth (years) 816 2017 ®
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 352017 @
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 493 2018 ®
aged 16 or over)
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 25.5 2018
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 2.1 2018
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 39 2018
income (p.p.) .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 10 2018 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’
New reported cases of HIV (per 100,000 population) 103 2017 ®
New reported cases of tuberculosis (per 100,000 population) 17.5 2017
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 111 2016 ®
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 90 2016 ®
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and 10 2016 ®
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population)
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 37 2017 @
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 58 2017 @
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 98 2017 @
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 10.7 2016
Smoking prevalence (%) 26 2017
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ®
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 274 2018
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 5.7 2017
SDG4 - Quality Education
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 942 2017 @
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 11.8 2018
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4970 2015 ®
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 174 2015 @
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic
status (%) 149 2015
Resilient students (%) 38.1 2015 @
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 33.5 2018
Adult participation in learning (%) 103 2018
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA NA ®
SDGS5 - Gender Equality
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 16.3 2017
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 6.8 2018 ®
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 149 2018 ®
aged 20 to 64)
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 36.5 2019
Positions held by women in senior management positions (%) 216 2018 ®
Womer) who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 670 2018
they live (%)
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet 06 2018
in their household (%) ’
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 846 2017 @
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 66 2017 @
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 6.7 2010
Population using safely managed water services (%) 95.1 2015 @
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 617 2015 @
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy
Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%) 194 2018 @
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 28.1 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO,/TWh) 1.0 2015 @
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.71 2019 ®
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 18,050 2018
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 96 2018 ®
aged 15 t0 29)
Employment rate (%) 754 2018 @

*Imputed data point

Value Year RatingTrend SDG8 - (continued)
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Long term unemployment rate (%) 3.1
People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 29
Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 25
Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.9
SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure
Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 13
R&D personnel (% of active population) 1.1
Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 138
population) ’
Households with broadband access (%) 77.0
Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 21.0
Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 19.0
Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related
infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) 32
The Times Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
universities (worst 0—100 best) 3656
Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 13
SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 426
Palma ratio 13
Elderly poverty rate (%) 95
SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Share of green space in urban areas (%) 252
Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median 187
equivalized income (%) |
Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 284
Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or %9
foundation or rot in window frames or floor (%) :
Satisfaction with public transport (%) 55.2
Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 120
Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 100
SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Circular material use rate (%) 2.1
Production-based SO, emissions (kg/capita) 114
Imported SO; emissions (kg/capita) 8.5
Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 428
Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 201.2
SDG13 - Climate Action
Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 01
related expending (per 10,000€ of GDP) .
Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 46
Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita) 0.5
CO; emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 23.1
SDG14 - Life Below Water
Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 91.1
Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 70.5
Fish caught by trawling (%) 1.3
Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%)  65.7
SDG15 - Life on Land
Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%)  74.1
Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)  64.0
Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) NA
Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/litre) 16.7
Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 89
Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.85
SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 08
Population reporting crime in their area (%) 6.5
Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 1.1
Access to justice (worst 0-1 best) 0.69
Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.54
Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) 0.79
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 64.0
Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 15.2
Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 48
Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 06
per 100,000 population) ’
Press Freedom Index (best 0—100 worst) 14.2
SDG17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.2
Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 26
Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 458

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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ROMANIA

Central and Eastern Europe

Vv Overall Performance
SDG Rank

27 /28

Index score
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard
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Vv SDG Trends
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&

[ significant challenges remain [l Major challenges remain [l Data unavailable

DG

Vv Performance by SDG

INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
AND INFRASTRUCTURE

SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

oA
an

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement 71 Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ Dataunavailable

V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index

1 16RO GOODHEALTH 4 W GENDER CLEANWATER AFFORDABLE AND DEGENT WORK AND INDUSTRY ANOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE
10 REDUGED 1 SUSTAINABLE CITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 1 4 LIFE 15 LIFE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALIIES ANDCOMNUNTIEES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOWWATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHEGOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
¢ 9 o0 9 ? é z

100 (best) to O (worst) 100 (best) to O (worst)
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ROU o . . . . . LUX = = = = . . . . . .
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
Thefulltitle of each SDG is available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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ROMANIA Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 235 2018 @ Long term unemployment rate (%) 18 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 168 2018 ® 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 452017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 11.1 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 43 2018 (X S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 153 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.2 2010 ® e« ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 225 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 05 2017 ® O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 23 2013 ® 4 R&D personnel (% of active population) 04 2017 @ => (o)
Yield gap closure (%) 403 2015 ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 512017 @ & g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 40 2016 ® 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 108 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 79.0 2018 1+ >
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 2102018 ® 4 el
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 753 2017 > Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 9.0 2017 ® ee §,
g ecions (e 2.2 W O Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related NA NA ® oo (‘—T
. " ! , : infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) "
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 706 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 25 20 O
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 150 2018 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 052016 ® &
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 49 2018 t* .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 57 2018 PN SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 524 2014 @
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 08 2018 ® 4 Palma ratio *10 2011 @ e
vs rural areas (p.p.) ’ Elderly poverty rate (%) NA NA @ oo
New reporteg cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 33 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 66.2 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 185 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 214 2016 ® Overcrowding rate amond people living with below 60% of median
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 564 2018 @
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 101 2016 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 139 2017 @ =>»
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] ) '
) ) ) ’ 59 2016 ® ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) ok Te @ e 1 v B s o Alee T 101 2018 @ 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 78 2017 @ 4 " ) )
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 60.8 2018 ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 10.0 2017 3 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 204 2017 @ &
ZL‘”V:'TQ DS thhO (rlgtcel/ved iv/\/HO—)recommended ez (£ Sﬁ 20,\]/1 : v Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 89.8 2017 >
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year co . . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 28 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 89.0 2016 oo Circular'material use rate (%)_ _ 15 2016 @ e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 208 2016 ® e P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 309 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 62 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 1.2 2010 @ oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 395 2010 @ e
SDG,4 - Qqallty Equcatlon ) ) Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 185 2010 oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 89.6 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 164 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4375 2015 @ ¢ Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 00 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 385 2015 @ & Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 3.3 2016
status (%) 138 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 02 2016 @ e
Resilient students (%) 113 2015 ® oo COemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 186 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 246 2018 ® ¥ SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 09 2018 ® ¥ Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 560 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) NA NA ® e Fishstocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 703 2014 ® 4
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 352017 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 993 2018 @ *
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 183 2018 ® ¥ SDGI5 - Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 236 2018 J Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 77.3 2018 ® =%
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 65.9 2018 ® =»
Sean elel oy armen fn ngnonql parliaments (%) » 196 2019 @ 4 Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 34 2015 @ =
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 11.0 2018 ® Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/ltre) NA NA @ oo
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 540 2018 @ Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 2.1 2015 oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 095 2019 @

- Clean Water and Sanitation . A

Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons

in their household (%) 256 2018 @ Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 16 2016 |
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 465 2017 ® 4 Population reporting crime in their area (%) ) 1152018 © 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 171 2017 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 10 2018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 552010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) MR M3 O oc
Population using safely managed water services (%) 878 2015 J Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® oo
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 57.1 2015 @ Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) NA~ NA @ e
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 470 2018 ® =>»

B oraablean ean knergy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 58 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 96 2018 ® 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 45 2018 .o
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 245 2017 4 Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 05 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.1 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) : @ ee
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 237 2018 ®
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 073 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 12,786 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 ® =>
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 170 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) NA NA ® oo

aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 556 2019 @ oo

Employment rate (%) 69.9 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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EL @ BiE

v

M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

Vv SDG Trends

0 7RO GOODHEALTH 4 GENDER CLEANWATER AFFORDABLEAND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY.INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELLBEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH ANDINFRASTRUCTLRE
10 Ko 11 Slsmwgones || 4o fNsB 13 cumae 14 e 15 i 16 foiccusiee | q7 paRIEies
INEQUALITES ANDCONMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHEGOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
z z (X 9 (X 9 z

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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SLOVAK REPUBLIC Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 124 2017 ® 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 40 2018 ® 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 70 2017 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 202017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 2.0 2019 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 292018 @ oo S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 63 2017 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 0.7 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 205 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 09 2017 @ =>» O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 07 2017 ® o
Yield gap closure (%) 489 2015 ® e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 101 2017 ® <> g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 160 2016 ® 4  population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 126 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 79.0 2018 Ol <
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 15.0 2018 ' ©
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 773 2017 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 26.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 152017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 30 2018 @ 4 c—T
o f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 67.1 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 17182019 °
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 169 2017 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.0 2016 L
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 24 2017 $ .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 282017 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 334 2014 ¥
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02017 @ 4 Palma ratio 08 2016 ® 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 43 2016 ® 4
New reporteg cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 1.3 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 46 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 3202012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 172 2016 N G e me e e ling vt Bl AL T
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 556 2017 @
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 752016 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 208 2017 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] ) ’
) ) ) ’ 34 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) ok Te @ e 1 v B s o Alee T 67 2017 ® 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 56 20177 @ 4 " ) )
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 59.8 2017 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 51207 @ 4 Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 175 2017 @ =>»
ZL‘”V:'TQ DS thhO (rlgtcel/ved iv/\/HO—)recommended ez (£ 993 581; : : Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 97.2 2017 >
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, ] . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 26 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 94.5 2016 oo Circular'material use rate (%)_ _ 49 2016 @ e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 187 2017 ® 4 Product\onfbased-SQz emissions (kg/capita) 17.8 2010 00
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 64 2017 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 52 2010 00
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 402 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon . . Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) NA NA ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 782 2017 . .
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 86 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4628 2015 3 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 04 2017 ® <>
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 307 2015 ® & Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ) ° nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) ) 55 2016 @
status (%) 160 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 21 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 175 2015 ® ee COemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 1656.5 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 37.7 2018 4+ SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 40 2018 ® Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 563 2018 ® 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 275.8 2016 ® e Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA NA @ oo
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) NA NA ® oo
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 198 2017 J Meanarea thatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) NA NA ® oo
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 13.7 2018 4 SDGI5- Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 268 2018 J Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 82.7 2018 @ =¥
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 81.5 2018 ® =»
Sean held by women in ngnongl parliaments (%) N 207 2019 ® > giopemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 24 2015 ->
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 241 2018 ® 4 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 159 2015 @ 4
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 620 2018 ® 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 55 2015 @ ee
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 096 2019 ® =>»
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 0.9 2017 ® 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 07 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 650 2017 ® e FOPUlation reporting crime in their area (%) ) 62 2017 @ 4
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 07 2017 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 30 2017 4+
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 56 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) MR M3 O oc
Population using safely managed water services (%) 934 2015 > Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® oo
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 81.7 2015 J,  Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) NA~ NA @ e
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est X
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 50.0 2018 3
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 144 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 43 2017 () Property Rights (worst 17 best) 42 2018 00
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 115207 @ & Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 5 5,7
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.2 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) - @ ee
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 203 2018 ®
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) NA NA ® e SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 16,652 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.1 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 146 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 06 2015 ® ee
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 53.0 2019 @ e

Employment rate (%) 724 2018 t*

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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SLOVENIA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - No Poverty

People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 133 2018
Severely materially deprived people (%) 37 2018
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 6.0 2018
SDG2 - Zero Hunger
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 20.2 2016
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013
Yield gap closure (%) 57.6 2015
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 420 2016
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 35.1 2017
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being
Life expectancy at birth (years) 81.2 2017
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 2.0 2017
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population
aged 16 or over) 654 2018
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 28.3 2018
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 33 2018
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 0 2018
income (p.p.)
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 0 2018
vs rural areas (p.p.)
New reported cases of HIV (per 100,000 population) 1.9 2017
New reported cases of tuberculosis (per 100,000 population) 54 2017
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes,
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) 1272016
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 18.1 2016
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and 23 2016
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population)
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 2.1 2017
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 5.0 2017
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 93 2017
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 10.1 2017
Smoking prevalence (%) 28 2017
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 100.0 2016
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 12.0 2018
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 6.2 2018
SDG4 - Quality Education
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 92.1 2017
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 4.2 2018
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 509.3 2015
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 15.0 2015
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic
status (%) 135 2015
Resilient students (%) 346 2015
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 42.7 2018
Adult participation in learning (%) 114 2018
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 257.6 2016
SDGS5 - Gender Equality
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 8.0 2017
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 73 2018
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 123 2018
aged 20 to 64) .
Seats held by women in national parliaments (%) 22.1 2019
Positions held by women in senior management positions (%) 279 2018
Womer) who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 860 2018
they live (%)
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet 01 2018
in their household (%) ’
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 674 2017
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 29 2017
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 9.1 2010
Population using safely managed water services (%) 98.0 2015
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 75.7 2015
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy
Population unable to keep home adequately warm (%) 33 2018
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 215 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO,/TWh) 0.9 2015
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.73 2019
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 17,502 2017
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 88 2018
aged 15 t0 29) ’
Employment rate (%) 754 2018

*Imputed data point
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Long term unemployment rate (%) 22
People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 1.9
Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 22
Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.0
SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure
Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 19
R&D personnel (% of active population) 1.5
Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 553
population) ’
Households with broadband access (%) 87.0
Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 0.0
Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 23.0
Logistics performance index: Quality of trade and transport-related
infrastructure (worst 1-5 best) 32
The Times Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3 2%.]
universities (worst 0—100 best) .
Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.6
SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 27.5
Palma ratio 08
Elderly poverty rate (%) 123
SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Share of green space in urban areas (%) 426
Overcrowding rate among people living with below 60% of median 196
equivalized income (%) :
Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 57.8
Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or 27
foundation or rot in window frames or floor (%) :
Satisfaction with public transport (%) 64.5
Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m3) 19.7
Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 993
SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Circular material use rate (%) 85
Production-based SO, emissions (kg/capita) 8.1
Imported SO; emissions (kg/capita) 174
Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 34.7
Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 125.0
SDG13 - Climate Action
Contribution to the international 100bn USD commitment on climate 09
related expending (per 10,000€ of GDP) .
Energy-related CO; emissions (tCOy/capita) 6.4
Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita) -14
CO; emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 4514
SDG14 - Life Below Water
Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 87.2
Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) NA
Fish caught by trawling (%) 89.7
Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%)  88.6
SDG15 - Life on Land
Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%)  85.1
Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)  77.5
Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) NA
Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO3/litre) NA
Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 14.0
Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 0.94
SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 0.7
Population reporting crime in their area (%) 79
Gap in population reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) **0.0
Access to justice (worst 0-1 best) 0.70
Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.66
Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) 0.65
Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 60.0
Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 103
Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 45
Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 00
per 100,000 population) ’
Press Freedom Index (best 0—100 worst) 21.7
SDG17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Official development assistance (% of GNI) 0.2
Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 0.2
Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 49.6

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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SPAIN Southern Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard

1 NO IERO GOOD HEALTH QUALITY 5 GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION

EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE

1 REDUCED 1 SUSTAINABLE CITIES RESPONSIBLE CLIMATE
INEQUALITIES ANDCOMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION
ANDPRODUCTION

16 Siosiiows 17 Foxtieoonss
INSTITUTIONS SUSTAINABLE

03 DEVE!;OPMENT
. SALS

M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

Vv SDG Trends

NO IERO GOOD HEALTH 4 QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUGTURE
1 0 REDUCED 1 SUSTAINABLE CITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 1 4 LIFE 15 LIFE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHE GOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
> A <~ d A | A A

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating @ Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

. .
¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
100 (best) to O (worst) 100 (best) to O (worst)

FIN POL

NLD EST

DNK ROU
SWE HUN

SVN DNK

AUT CZE

DEU DEU

GBR BGR

FRA SWE

IRL HRV

LUX ESP

BEL EUU

CZE PRT

EUU FRA

ESP SVN

EST SVK

POL LVA

MLT FIN

ITA LTU

SVK ITA

PRT GRC

LVA AUT

HRV BEL
HUN MLT

LTU IRL

CYpP GBR
GRC CYp

BGR NLD
ROU T T T T T T T T T T Lux T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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SPAIN Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 215 2018 ® =» Long term unemployment rate (%) 64 2018 ® 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 54 2018 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 202017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 24 2019 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 23 2018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 129 2018 ® =»  Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.5 2010 @ ee ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 238 2016 ® &  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 122017 ® O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® & R&D personnel (% of active population) 1.0 2017 1+ B
Yield gap closure (%) 457 2015 @ e Patentapplications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 356 2017 ® > g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 390 2015 ® 4 population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 197 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 860 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 13.0 2018 ' ©
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 834 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 26.0 2017 oo §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 48 2017 3 L?g;f;gf&ig?ermgf; ;n_céeg:egsjahty of trade and transport-related 38 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 737 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
d 16 ) 557 2019 @ °°
gl o @reves ) . universities (worst 0—100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 129 2018 + Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 1.1 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 02 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 012018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 384 2014 ® ¥
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 13 2016 @ =»
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 94 2016 4
New reportei cases o:Hl\é (per|1Q0,000 population) . 7.0 2017 : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
New reporte . cases of tuberculosis (perA100,OOO pqpu ation) . 9.8 2017 Share of green space in urban areas (%) 97 2012 ® ee
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, a0 2015 | Overeedirg meemere el hing it Sl AL e T
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 1132018 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 74 2016 @ 4 q . -
’ . ) ) Recycling rate of municipal waste (%) 33.5 2017 1+
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and ° Population living in a dwell ith a leaki fd lls
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 10 2016 oo ?pu adt\in iving |Inla \{ved mgfth a eaﬂlng E;O), amp walls, floors or 159 2018 J
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 312017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 650 2018 ® 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 39 2017 @ 4 £ ir pollution: PM2.5 in urb Jm3 121 2017 3
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 9% 2017 ® 4 Xposure o air pollution: > In urban areas (g/m") :
B : Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 999 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 86 2016 ® 4 R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 27 2017 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 99.9 2016 @ oo Circular'material use rate (%)_ _ 82 2016 @ ee
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 236 2017 ® 4 PdeUCt'On’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 251 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 6.5 2018 ® 4 Imported 5O, emissions (kg/capita) 87 2010 ® oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 474 2010 @ oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 812 2010 ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) ~ 97.4 2017 @ 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24)  17.9 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4914 2015 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 45 2017 @ $
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 183 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 5.1 2016 @
9 s mported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO,/capita L oo
status (%) 134 2015 @ oo d €O, emissi hnology-adjusted (tCOy/capita) 02 2016 ®
Resilient students (%) 392 2015 ® e COzemissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 1232 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 424 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 105 2018 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 870 2018 @ 4
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best)  245.8 2016 ® ee  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 3532014 @ 4
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 336 2014 ® 4
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 15.1 2017 =) Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 85.6 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 12.1 2018 ¥ SDGI5- Life on Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 285 2018 Mean area that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) 566 2018 ® =¥
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 46.1 2018 ® =»
Sean held by women in ngtlongl parliaments (%) N 393 2019 > Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women m senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 237 2018 ® 4 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 395 2015 @ =)
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel SN )l TR E e E TS eI CR TGS 820 2018 ® 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 88 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 084 2019 ® ¢
- Clean Water and Sanitation . —
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) 0.2 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 06 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 929 2014 ® oo Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 10.9 2018 ¥
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 281 2016 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 2.7 2018 04
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 6.2 2010 oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 076 2019 @ 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 982 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.57 2019 |
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 975 2015 @ 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 072 2019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 580 2018 ->
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 134 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 9.1 2018 4+ Property Rights (worst 17 best) 46 2018 ® oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 175 2017 ® Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 18 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 0.9 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) : O
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 205 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 076 2019 ® ¢ SDG17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 19,336 2017 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 02 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 153 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 144 2015 @ e
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 545 2019 @ oo

Employment rate (%) 670 2018 ® 4

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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SWEDEN Northern Europe
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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SWEDEN Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 164 2018 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 12 2018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 16 2018 ® 4 Ppeople killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 09 2017 ® 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 08 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 16 2018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 70 2018 ® 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 13 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 206 2016 ® & Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 342017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 25 2013 @ =>» R&D personnel (% of active population) 17 2017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 68.6 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 2835 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 370 2016 ® 4 population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 156 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 900 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 70 2018 @ 4 i)
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 825 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills %) 57.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 17 2017 @ 4 L?g;f;gf&i[]f?er?\jva;c;;rl%eg:eggjallty of trade and transport-related 42 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 76.1 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0—100 best) 669 2019 @ e°
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 21.2 2018 + Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 20 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 152018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 212018 @ 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 275 2014 @
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02018 ® 4 Palma ratio 1.0 2017 4
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 11.0 2016 4
EEW rem”eg @B OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ‘1’88%‘880”) . ‘5“2‘ ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) ’ Share of green space in urban areas (%) 584 2012 ® oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, ai 201s o | Overeeeirg meemere s hing with Sl AL e T
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 ° 418 2018 3
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 117 2016 ® 4 Re?ycling i of municnalwasie o) 468 2017 ® 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and ° Population iving in a dwelli ith a leaki f d lls i ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 72016 ° ?pu adt\in Ving ':.a Wed |nng|t é eaﬂlng E;O)’ EITp Wl el el 78 2018 @ 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 282017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 64.7 2018 4
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 252017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 542017 @ 4
ZL‘”V'hV'Tg infants vtv'ho (rlgtcel/ved i\//\/HO—)recommended vaccines (%) 79? ;81; : : Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 1000 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, . . . X
Smoking prevalence (%) 72017 ® 4 SDGI2-Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 71 2016 @ oo
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 148 2018 ® 4 Production-based SO; emissions (kg/capita) 37 2010 @ ee
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 74 2018 @ 4 Imported 50; emissions (kg/capita) 190 2010 ® e«
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 416 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 1693 2010 @ oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to 6) 963 2017 @ 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18t024) 93 2018 ® 4 SDG'13 - cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4958 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]%tlgggg?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 108 2017 ® 4
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 216 2015 1+ Ere ae elxpednclgg (pgr . C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic 29 2 EEAEEEE 0y §m|55|ons (tCO/capita) ) 44 2016 ©
status (%) 1222015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 10 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 247 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 828 2017 @ oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 520 2018 ® 4 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 292 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 72.7 2018 L
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 279.1 2016 ® e Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 458 2014 @
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 793 2014 ® =
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 126 20177 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 59.1 2018 @ =»
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 432018 ® 4 SDGI5- LifeonLand
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 62 2018 ® 4 Meanareathatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) 584 2018 ® <>
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 61.9 2018 ® =»
Sean held by women in ngnonql parliaments (%) N 464 2019 @ 4 Biochemical oxygen dernand in rivers (mg Oa/litre) NA NA @ oo
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 36.1 2018 4+ Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) NA NA @ oo
W{%Z]el?v\g:l;;eel safe walking alone at night n the city or area where 67.0 2018 =» Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 10.8 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 099 2019 ® 4
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jl_J_Stlce and Strong In_StItUtlons
in their household (%) NA~ NA ® e Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 09 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 950 2017 @ 4 Population reporting crime in their area (%) ) 1442018 © &
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 12 2015 @ e Gapinpopulation reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 17 2018 ® 4
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 80 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 078 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 980 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 083 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 923 2015 ® 4 Constraints on government power (worst 0~ best) 087 2019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 850 2018 @ 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 284 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 23 2018 @ 4 Property Rights (worst 1-7 best) 59 018 ® e
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 5452017 @ 4 Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 55 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO/TWh) 0.2 2015 ® 4 per 100,000 population) - O
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 832018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 075 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 251232018 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 1.0 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 70 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 85 2015 @ ee
Er?w%elgyfwgstzr?te %) 826 2018 ® 4 Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 56.0 2019 @ e
0, A

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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UNITED KINGDOM Western Europe

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG
Index score SDG Rank 96 56
DG 17@ ] DG
16, 2
12 /28 oo

Kingdom {506

V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard

ZERO GOOD HEALTH QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND
HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY

S
~ Cd

8 DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUCTURE

1 REDUCED SUSTAINABLECITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 16 PEACE, JUSTICE

1 PARTNERSHIPS

INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION AND STRONG FORTHEGOALS

ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
"

SUSTAINABLE

DEVE!;OPMENT
£ALS

M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

Vv SDG Trends

NO ZERO GOOD HEALTH 4 QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUGTURE
10 REDUGED 1 SUSTAINABLECITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 1 4 LIFE 15 LIFE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHE GOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
> 2 o | > A =S> A2 2

? On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating @ Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

. .
¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https://www.sdgindex.org/EU
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UNITED KINGDOM Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 17.0 2017 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 112018 @ 4
Severely materially deprived people (%) 4.1 2017 ® 4 Ppeople killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 09 2017 ® 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 04 2019 ® 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 212018 @ oo NS
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 89 2017 ¥ Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 1.8 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 278 2016 ® ¥  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 17 2017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 ® =» R&D personnel (% of active population) 132017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 67.8 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 826 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 870 2016 ® =»  population) ’ =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 140 2017 @ 4 Households with broadband access (%) 950 2018 @ 1 [
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 10 2018 @ 4 el
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 813 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 53.0 2017 ® ee §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 46 2017 4+ L?r?;fat‘sifupci[j?er?\jvagrcsf ;n_céeg:eggjahty of trade and transport-related 40 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 748 2017 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
d 16 ) 937 2019 @ °°
gl o @reves ) universities (worst 0—100 best) :
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p.) 220 2017 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 152016 @ 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 33 2017 $ .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 232017 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 377 2014 ® =»
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 02017 @ 4 Palma ratio 15 2016 ®
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 142 2016 4
Eew rem”eg @ OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ?gg%\ggon) . 2; ;81; : 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 105 2012 @ oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 00 mie O < | Gt we amere el g with e A e mesEn
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 64 2017 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 72206 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 438 2017 @ 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and ° Population living in a dwell ith a leaki fd lls ’
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) 142016 ° ?pu adt\in Ving ':.a Wed |ngfwwt é eaﬂlng E;O)’ amp Walls, loors of 476 2017 22
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 43 2017 @ 4 SUTEEIOI @ ICLLD LG IS G
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 688 2018 ®
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 282017 @ 4 Exposure 1o air pollution: PM2.5 in urban areas (ug/m?) 100 2017 ® 4
Surviving infants Who rgcelved 2\NHO—recommended vaccines (%) 92207 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 1000 2017 ® 4
Alcohol consumption (litre/capita/year) 97 2017 ® 4 R . .
Smoking prevalence (%) 17 2017 @ 4 SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 1000 2016 ® e Circular material use rate (%) _ 172 2016 o
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) 160 2017 ® 4 P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ emissions (kg/capita) 97 2010 ® oo
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 72 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 202 2010 ® oo
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 509 2010 @ e
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon . . Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) NA NA ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4 to 6)  100.0 2017 ® 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24)  10.7 2018 SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4999 2015 ® 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 442017 @ $
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 174 2015 @ 4 Ere cifa ﬁXpednC'gg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic ) nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) ) 57 2016 ® 4
status (%) 105 2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 10 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 354 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 23365 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 488 2018 ® 4 SDGI14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 146 2018 ® 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 632 2018 ®
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 261.8 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 205 2014 @ 4
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 712 2014 ®
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 208 2017 =) Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 84.0 2018
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 99 2018 ® 4 SDGI5 - Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 272 2018 4 Meanarea that is protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 84.3 2018 @ =»
aged 20t 64) S _ . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%)~ 88.1 2018 ® =»
Sea.ts. held by women in ngtlonql parliaments (%) N 290 2019 ® Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg Oy/litre) 16 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women in senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 299 2018 Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 502015 @ 4
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night n the city or area where 77.0 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 12.8 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 078 2019 ® ¢
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 0.3 2016 ** Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 0.1 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 1000 2014 ® ee POF’U_‘aUO” PSRN Gl i t_he”_afea (_%) _ 203 2017 ® &
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 42 2014 @ oo GaPIN popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p.) 3.7 2017 1+
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 94 2010 oo ACCES_S tojustice (qurst O_"1 best) _ 0532019 ®
Population using safely managed water services (%) 957 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 081 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 976 2015 @ 4 Constraints on government power (worst 01 best) 084 2019 ® 4
orruption Perception Index (worst 0— est X
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E @ ion P jon Index ( 0-100 best) 800 2018 @ 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 108 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 55 2018 ) Property Rights (worst 17 best) 63 2018 ® oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 102 2017 ® Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 21 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.2 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) : LA OO
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 2332018 @ 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 0.69 2019 °* SDGI17 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 23,597 2017 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 07 2018 ®
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 117 2018 @ 4 Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 2181 2015 @ ee
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 100.0 2019 @ oo

Employment rate (%) 787 2018 @ 4

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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EUROPEAN UNION

V¥ Overall Performance Vv Performance by SDG

Index score SDG Rank w0
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V¥V Current Assessment - SDG Dashboard

1 NO ZERO GOOD HEALTH QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND
POVERTY HUNGER AND WELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY ANDSANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH

8 . S

M it w .' B OS

7\

INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
AND INFRASTRUCTURE

PEACE, JUSTICE PARTNERSHIPS
ANDSTRONG FORTHEGOALS
INSTITUTIONS

z@

M sbGachieved [ Challengesremain [ Significant challenges remain [l Major challengesremain [l Data unavailable

1 REDUCED SUSTAINABLE CITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE CLIMATE
INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CGONSUMPTION ACTION
ANDPRODUCTION

1

SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

G<IALS

Vv SDG Trends

N IERO GOOD HEALTH 4 QUALITY GENDER CLEAN WATER AFFORDABLE AND DECENT WORK AND INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
POVERTY HUNGER ANDWELL-BEING EDUCATION EQUALITY AND SANITATION CLEANENERGY ECONOMIC GROWTH AND INFRASTRUGTURE
1 0 EDUCED 1 SUSTAINABLE CITIES 1 RESPONSIBLE 1 CLIMATE 1 4 LIFE 1 5 LIFE 1 PEACE, JUSTICE 1 PARTNERSHIPS
INEQUALITIES AND COMMUNITIES CONSUMPTION ACTION BELOW WATER ON LAND ANDSTRONG FORTHE GOALS
ANDPRODUCTION INSTITUTIONS
> A oo V. Al =D> A

f On track or maintaining SDG achievement i Moderatelyimproving =9 Stagnating & Decreasing ¢ e Dataunavailable

. .
¥V Leave No One Behind Index Vv Spillover Index
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2 “Zero Hunger” is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The fulltitle of each SDGis available at: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/sustainabledevelopmentgoals
Detailed results and methodology available online at https:/www.sdgindex.org/EU
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EUROPEAN UNION Performance by Indicator

SDG1-No Poverty Value Year RatingTrend SDGS8 - (continued) Value Year Rating Trend
People at risk of income poverty after social transfers (%) 16.8 2018 4 Long term unemployment rate (%) 3.1 2018 L
Severely materially deprived people (%) 6.0 2018 4 People killed in accidents at work (per 100,000 population) 18 2017 @ 4 >
Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 1.6 2019 4 Victims of modern slavery (per 1,000 population) 26 2018 @ oo S
In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%) 9.3 2018 4 Fatal work-related accidents embodied in imports (per 100,000 population) 14 2010 ® e ?D
SDG2 - Zero Hunger SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure :,
Prevalence of obesity, BMI > 30 (% of adult population) 230 2016 ® &  Gross domestic expenditure on R&D (% of GDP) 18 2017 @ 4 O
Human Trophic Level (best 2-3 worst) 24 2013 @ & R&D personnel (% of active population) 132017 @ 4 )
Yield gap closure (%) 63.7 2015 oo Patent applications to the European Patent Office (per 1,000,000 1068 2017 ® 4 g
Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural land by nutrient (kg/hectare) 65.8 2017 =»  population) ' =y
Ammonia emissions from agriculture (kg/hectare) 242 2017 ® =» Households with broadband access (%) 858 2018 @ 1 %
. Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural areas (p.p.) 682018 ® 4 [l
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Bein
L= opssamay A s s 8 811 2017 ® 4 Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who have basic or above basic digital skills (%) 34.1 2017 oo §,
Gap in life expectancy at birth among regions (years) 332017 @ 4 L?r?]:rsat\sifupci[]f?errg\jvagrcsf;n_céeg:egglallty of trade and transport-related 39 2018 @ 4 c—T
B . f : »
Population with good or very good perceived health (% of population 69.5 2018 ® 4 TheTimes Higher Education Universities Ranking: Average score of top 3
aged 16 or over) universities (worst 0~100 best) S AU L5
Gap in self-reported health, by income (p.p) 198 2018 ® 4 Scientific and technical journal articles (per 1,000 population) 12 2016 ® 4
Self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care (%) 20 2018 @ 4 .
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, by 26 2018 ® 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities
income (p.p) : Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income 3652014 ® &
Gap in self-reported unmet need for medical examination and care, urban 0 2013 ® 4 Palma ratio 12 20177 ® =»
vs rural areas (p.p.) Elderly poverty rate (%) 9.0 2016 4
Eew rem”eg @B OIH'Z (perlwqo,ooo ?gg%\ggon) . 13? ;81; C 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Y (2 } Cases O WIDSTAUITSE (perA O popu o) ) : Share of green space in urban areas (%) 19.6 2012 oo
Age-standardised death rate due to cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, 25 mie O < | Gt we amer el g vt selew EE e mesEn
and chronic respiratory disease (per 100,000 population aged 30 to 70) ’ o uivalized?ncome (%)g peop 9 0 256 2018 ® 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 population) 103 2016 ® 4 Re?ycling rate of municipal waste (%) 442 20177 @ 4
Age-standardised death rate attributable to household air pollution and T ) ] ) ’
) ) ) ’ 19 2016 ee Population living in a dwelling with a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or
ambient air pollution (per 100,000 population) ok Te @ e 1 v B s o Alee T 140 2018 @ 4
Mortality rate, under-5 (per 1,000 live births) 412017 @ 4 " ) )
o i , Satisfaction with public transport (%) 61.8 2018 ¥
People killed in road accidents (per 100,000 population) 49 2017 @ 4 £ ir pollution: PM2.5 in urb Jm3 143 2017 >
Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-recommended vaccines (%) 93 2017 @ 4 posure toalr pollution: 5 In urban areas (ug/m”) :
Alcohol tion (litre/capita/yean) 99 2017 ® 4 Access to improved water source, piped (% of urban population) 992 2017 ® 4
cohol consumption (litre/capita/year, I . . K
Smoking prevalence (%) 26 2017 J SDGI2- Responsible Consumption and Production
People covered by health insurance for a core set of services (%) 98.5 2016 @ oo Circularmaterial use rate (%) _ 127 2016 ® e
Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments (%) ~ 18.1 2018 ® 4 P*OdUCt‘Om’based_SQZ SIS (kg/capita) 146 2010 00
Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder score, worst 0-10 best) 67 2018 ® 4 Imported SOz emissions (kg/capita) 136 2010 ® e
. . Nitrogen production footprint (kg/capita) 431 2010 ® oo
SDG,4 _ Qqallty Equcatlon - - Net imported emissions of reactive nitrogen (kg/capita) 1176 2010 ® oo
Participation in early childhood education (% of population aged 4to6) ~ 95.7 2017 @ 4 i X
Early leavers from education and training (% of population aged 18to 24) 10.6 2018 * SDG'13 - Cl 'mat;e ACt'_on ) i
PISA score (worst 0-600 best) 4933 2015 @ 4 Cor}tnb(;mon todthe mtem]zgtlgggg(?()GbDnPUSD commitment on climate 79 2017 4+
Underachievers in science (% of population aged 15) 20.7 2015 ¥ Ere cifa elxpedncgg (pgr ey C(;)/ A)
Variation in science performance explained by students' socio-economic 55 nergy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) ) 64 2016 ® >
status (%) 14.2:2015 °®  Imported CO; emissions, technology-adjusted (tCO/capita) 04 2016 @ oo
Resilient students (%) 300 2015 oo (O emissions embodied in fossil fuel exports (kg/capita) 7536 2017 oo
Tertiary educational attainment (% of population aged 30 to 34) 406 2018 ® 4 SDG14 - Life Below Water
Adult participation in learning (%) 112 2018 @ 4 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%) 769 2018
Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best) ~ 261.3 2016 ®*  Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed by EEZ (%) 437 2014 @
SDGS - Gender Equality Fish caught by trawling (%) 574 2014 @ =)
Unadjusted gender pay gap (% of gross male earnings) 145 2017 4 Mean area that is protected in marine sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 82.2 2018 ->
Gender employment gap (p.p.) 114 2018 =>» SDGI15- Lifeon Land
Population inactive due to caring responsibilities (% of population 214 2018 J Meanarea thatis protected in terrestrial sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 79.1 2018 ® =»
aged 20 to 64) o ) . Mean area that is protected in freshwater sites important to biodiversity (%) ~ 80.0 2018 ® =»
Sean held by women in ngnonql parliaments (%) N 318 2019 Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers (mg O/litre) 20 2015 ® 4
Positions held by women m senior managemgnt pos.mons (%) 293 2018 t* Nitrate in groundwater (mg NO/itre) 186 2015 @ 4
V\/t(;w?elr;v\év?;)feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area where 68.3 2018 4 Imported biodiversity threats (per 1,000,000 population) 93 2015 @ oo
SDGyG C: W d Sanitati Red List Index of species survival (worst 0—1 best) 091 2019 ® ¢
- Clean Water and Sanitation . A
Population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor indoor flushing toilet SDG16 - Peace, Jgstlce and Strong In_StItunons
in their household (%) 17 2018 4 Death rate due to homicide (per 100,000 population) 06 2016 ® 4
Population connected to at least secondary wastewater treatment (%) 831 2017 ® 4 Popg\at\on SRR i t_he|r.area (_%) ) 128 2018 *+
Freshwater abstraction (% of long term average available water) 126 2017 @ 4 Gapin popul;?t\on reporting crime in their area, by income (p.p) 33 2018 >
Imported groundwater depletion (m3/capita/year) 71 2010 ® ee Accesstojustice (worst0-1best) 068 2019 ® 4
Population using safely managed water services (%) 956 2015 ® 4 Timeliness of administrative proceedings (worst 0-1 best) 0.67 2019 L
Population using safely managed sanitation services (%) 89.2 2015 4 Constraints on government power (worst 0-1 best) 076 2019 ® 4
SDG7 - Affordabl dcl E Corruption Perception Index (worst 0—100 best) 674 2018 ® 4
B ordable an ean energy Unsentenced detainees (% of prison population) 182 2016 ® 4
Population unable to keep home adgquately warm (%) o 73 2018 4+ Property Rights (worst 17 best) 512018 @ oo
Share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (%) 170 2017 @ =» Exports of major conventional weapons (TIV constant 1990 million USD 16 2017
CO; emissions from fuel combustion per electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) 1.2 2015 4+ per 100,000 population) : °°
SDGS8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth Press Freedom Index (best 0~100 worst) 204 2018 ® 4
Protection of fundamental labour rights (worst 0-1 best) 074 2019 ® ¢ SDGI7 - Partnerships for the Goals
Gross disposable income (€/capita) 22,170 2018 ® 4 Official development assistance (% of GNI) 04 2018 ® =>
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (% of population 131 2018 PN Shifted profits of multinationals (billion USD) 6.1 2015 .o
aged 150 29) Corporate Tax Haven Score (best 0-100 worst) 60.1 2019 oo

Employment rate (%) 73.2 2018

*Imputed data point
**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**"isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

People at risk of income poverty after
social transfers (%)

Severely materially deprived people (%)

1 NO 1 NO
POVERTY POVERTY

didil il

People at risk-of-poverty are persons with an equivalised disposable income The share of severely materially deprived persons who have living conditions
below the risk-of-poverty threshold, which is set at 60 % of the national severely constrained by a lack of resources. They experience at least 4 out
median equivalised disposable income (after social transfers). of 9 following deprivations items: cannot afford i) to pay rent or utility bills,
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available ii) keep home adequately warm, iii) face unexpected expenses, iv) eat meat,
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC) fish or a protein equivalent every second day, v) a week holiday away from

home, vi) a car, vii) a washing machine, viii) a colour TV, or ix) a telephone.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

>
3
3
[
X
e
5
<
(2]
Q
-+
o
=
i)
]
o
=
I
n

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
CzechRepublic 96 ® 4 Malta 16.8 3 Luxembourg 12 e 4 Ireland 52 +
Finland 20 ® 4 European Union 16.8 L Sweden 6 o 4 Spain 54 L
SlovakRepublic 124 ® 4 United Kingdom 17.0 $ Netherlands 24 o 4 European Union 6.0 L
Denmark 28 o 4 Portugal 173 L Austria 28 e 4 Portugal 6.0 1
Hungary 28 o 4 Greece 185 L CzechRepublic 28 @ 4 Slovak Republic 7.0 +
France 133 ® 4 Luxembourg 187 @ ¢ Finland 28 @ 4 Croatia 86 L
Slovenia 133 © 4 Croatia 194 @ Malta 30 © 4 Latvia 95 L
Netherlands 134 © 4 Italy 203 o Denmark 34 o 4 Hungary 10.1 L
Austria 143 o 4 Spain 215 @ Germany 34 e 4 Italy 10.1 +
Poland 48 o 4 Estonia 219 o Slovenia 37 e 4 Cyprus 115 L
Ireland 15.6 1t Bulgaria 20 © S Estonia 38 o 4 Lithuania 124 L
Cyprus 15.7 t* Lithuania 29 e ¥ France 41 e 4 Greece 167 ® 4
Germany 16.1 4+ Latvia 233 o ¢ UnitedKingdom 41 @ 4 Romania 68 © 4
Belgium 164 3 Romania 235 @ Poland 47 e 4 Bulgaria 209 e 4
Sweden 164 J Belgium 49 e 4
1o Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) 1% In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%)
el el
Estimated percentage of each country's population that in 2019 is living The share of persons who are employed and have an equivalised disposable
under the poverty threshold of US$5.50 a day in purchasing power parity income below the risk-of-poverty threshold, which is set at 60 % of the national
(PPP) at constant 2011 prices. median equivalised disposable income (after social transfers). For the purpose
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available of this indicator, an individual is considered as being employed if he/she was
Source: World Data Lab employed for more than half of the reference year.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 02 e 4 Sweden 08 o 4 Finland 31 e 4 Hungary 84 4+
Cyprus 02 e 4 Poland 09 e 4 CzechRepublic 34 @ 4 Lithuania 8.5 L
Luxembourg 02 e 4 EuropeanUnion 1.6 L Ireland 51 e 4 United Kingdom 89 A
Malta 03 e 4 Hungary 18 L Belgium 50 e 4 Germany 9.1 1+
Ireland 04 o 4 Slovak Republic 2.0 L Croatia 53 ® 4 Estonia 93 1
Netherlands 04 o 4 Portugal 22 Denmark 60 o 4 European Union 9.3 1
Denmark 04 o 4 Latvia 23 4 Slovenia 60 © 4 Poland 9.7 4
Germany 04 o 4 Spain 24 Netherlands 61 o 4 Portugal 9.7 Ly
Slovenia 04 o 4 Italy 2.7 > SlovakRepublic 63 ® 4 Bulgaria 9.9 3
UnitedKingdom 04 @ 4 Lithuania 2.8 1+ Malta 64 o 4 Greece 11.0 L
Belgium 04 © % Croatia 3 o 4 Sweden 70 e 4 Italy 122 o ¢
France 04 o 4 Bulgaria 50 e 4 France 74 e 4 Spain 29 ©
CzechRepublic 07 ® 4 Greece 58 © = Cyprus 79 e 4 Luxembourg 137 ®
Austria 07 e 4 Romania M1 e 4 Austria 80 o 4 Romania 153 ® 4
Estonia 08 e 4 Latvia 8.1 +

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

Prevalence of obesity, BMI = 30
(% of adult population)

The percentage of the adult population that has a body mass index (BMI)
of 30kg/m2 or higher, based on measured height and weight.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: WHO
Country Value Rating Trend
Denmark 197 o ¢ Luxembourg 226 ® &
Italy 99 o ¢ EuropeanUnion 230 @ ¢
Austria 201 o ¥ Poland 231 e ¥
Slovenia 202 o ¢ Latvia 26 © ¢
Netherlands 204 @ Spain 238 o
SlovakRepublic 205 @ & Croatia 244 o
Sweden 206 © Greece 249 o ¢
Portugal 208 o ¢ Bulgaria 250 o
Estonia 212 o ¢ Ireland 253 o
France 216 o ¢ CzechRepublic 260 @ &
Cyprus 218 o Lithuania 263 o
Belgium 21 e $ Hungary 264 o
Finland 22 o UnitedKingdom 278 @ ¢
Germany 23 o ¥ Malta 29 o ¢
Romania 225 o J
Yield gap closure (%)

The ratio of the actual yield to the country's potential yield in the
three annual crops using the most land area, weighted for the relative
importance of each crop in terms of surface area.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: Global Yield Gap Atlas

Country Value Rating Trend

France 773 @  ee Slovenia 576 @ ee
Germany 773 @  ee Bulgaria 540 ® oo
Belgium 772 @ e Finland 516 @ oo
Denmark 767 @  ee Greece 506 @ @ ee
Netherlands 76.2 [ J oo SlovakRepublic 489 @  ee
Ireland 74.5 oo Spain 457 @ oo
Austria 69.7 oo Lithuania 456 @ oo
Sweden 63.6 oo Latvia 446 @ e
United Kingdom 67.8 (1] Poland 445 @ e
Croatia 65.3 oo Estonia 40.7 L] oo
Luxembourg  65.0 oo Romania 403 @ oo
Hungary 64.4 oo Cyprus 380 @ oo
European Union 63.7 (1] Malta NA @ oo
Italy 589 @ .o Portugal NA  ® oo

CzechRepublic 578 ®  ee

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

9 m Human Trophic Level

G (best 2-3 worst)

Trophic levels are a measure of the energy intensity of diet composition
and reflect the relative amounts of plants as opposed to animals eaten
in a given country. A higher trophic level represents a greater level of
consumption of energy-intensive animals.

Reference year: 2013 or closest year available
Source: Bonhommeau et al (2013)

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 23 o 4 Belgium 24 ©
Bulgaria 23 o Slovenia 24 @
SlovakRepublic 24 ® ¢ Croatia 24 o ¢
Poland 24 (] J EuropeanUnion 2.4 [ ] $
CzechRepublic 24 ® = Italy 24 o
Greece 24 0 = Germany 24 @ =
Malta 24 o ¥ Spain 24 o ¢
Hungary 24 o Portugal 24 @
Latvia 24 @ Denmark 24 o
Luxembourg 24 o ¢ Lithuania 25 o o
Cyprus 24 © o France 25 o
Estonia 24 o o Netherlands 2.5 o
United Kingdom 2.4 o Sweden 2.5 o
Ireland 24 o o Finland 25 o ¢
Austria 24 o

9 m Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural

G« land by nutrient (kg/hectare)

The potential surplus or deficit of nitrogen in agricultural soils. A lack of
nitrogen or phosphorous may lead to degradation in soil fertility, while an
excess may cause surface and groundwater (including drinking water)
pollution and eutrophication. Ideally, the input/output of nutrition to the soil
should be balanced. The land types included in Utilised Agricultural Area
(UAA) are arable land, permanent crops and permanent grassland.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 40 o 4 France 52.0 3
SlovakRepublic 160 @ 4 Greece 59.0 3
Estonia 20 o 4 Croatia 65.0 J
Lithuania 250 e 4 EuropeanUnion 658 ->
Bulgaria 20 © 4 Italy 66.0 4
Hungary 20 © 4 Denmark 800 o 4
Latvia 280 o 4 Germany 80 o
Austria 320 © 4 UnitedKingdom 870 ® =
Sweden 370 o 4 CzechRepublic 1010 ® &
Spain 390 e 4 Luxembourg 1290 @ ¢
Ireland 20 o 4 Belgium 1320 ©
Portugal 20 o 4 Malta 1470 ® =
Slovenia 20 © 4 Cyprus 1940 ® ¢
Poland 40 @ A Netherlands 1990 @ 4
Finland 470 o 4

Challenges remain @ Significant challengesremain @ Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

9 m Ammonia emissions from agriculture el Life expectancy at birth (years)
(4 (kg/hectare) —’\/\/' >
- 3
X
The amount of ammonia (NH3) emissions as a result of the agricultural Life expectancy at birth is defined as the mean number of years that a new- :’
production. Ammonia emissions per hectare are calculated using the total born child can expect tolive if subjected throughout his life to the current 3
utilised agricultural area (UAA) of the relevant year as denominator. mortality conditions (age specific probabilities of dying). %
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available Reference year: 2017 or closest year available 9&
Source: EEA Source: Eurostat 2
b
o
=
o
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend @
Latvia 73 e 4 Poland 99 e 4 Spain 834 o 4 Slovenia 812 e 4
Bulgaria 83 e 4 Croatia 213 L Italy 8.1 e 4 Denmark 811 e 4
Lithuania 88 o 4 European Union 24.2 > France 87 e 4 Germany 811 e 4
Estonia 950 e 4 Austria 243 > Sweden 85 e 4 European Union 81.1 e 4
Greece 97 o 4 Ireland 26.1 -> Malta 24 e 4 CzechRepublic 79.1
Romania 08 © 4 Denmark 274 -> Cyprus 82 e 4 Estonia 784 L
Finland 22 e 4 Italy 2838 -> Ireland 82 e 4 Croatia 780 ->
Slovak Republic 12.6 [ ] 1t Slovenia 35.1 o Luxembourg 82.1 [ 1 Poland 77.8 ->
Portugal 13.1 o 4 Germany 383 @ o Netherlands 818 e 4 Slovak Republic 77.3
UnitedKingdom 140 @ 4 Luxembourg 415 ® Austria 817 e 4 Hungary 76.0 >
Hungary 149 e 4 Belgium 469 © Finland gl7 e 4 Lithuania 75.8 4
Sweden 56 © 4 Cyprus 515 @ Belgium 816 o 4 Romania 753 ->
CzechRepublic 172 @ 4 Netherlands 636 ® Portugal 816 o 4 Latvia 749 ® o
France 95 o 4 Malta N0 e S Greece 814 e 4 Bulgaria 748 @ <
Spain 97 e 4 UnitedKingdom 813 @ 4
el Gap in life expectancy at birth among el Population with good or very good
regions (years) perceived health
_/\’\/' _/\’\f' (% of population aged 16 or over)
Differences in life expectancy among regions. Calculated by taking the largest The indicator is a subjective measure on how people judge their health in
gap in life expectancy among NUTS2 regions within each country. general on a scale from "very good" to "very bad". It is expressed as the share
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available of the population aged 16 or over perceivingitself to be in "good" or "very
Source: Eurostat good" health. The data stem from the EU Statistics on Income and Living
Conditions (EU SILC).
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Ireland 06 @ oo EuropeanUnion 33 @ 4 Ireland 833 e 4 Finland 690 e 4
Denmark 4 e 4 Latvia 34 @ e Cyprus 781 e 4 France 674 ® 4
Lithuania 4 e 4 France 35 o 4 Italy 770 e 4 SlovakRepublic 67.1 @ 4
Croatia 14 e 4 Greece 35 o 4 Greece 764 @ 4 Bulgaria 65 ® 4
SlovakRepublic 1.5 @ 4 Portugal 35 e 4 Sweden 761 & 4 Germany 655 ® 4
Sweden 7 e 4 Belgium 37 e 4 Netherlands 756 @ 4 Slovenia 654 @ 4
Netherlands 17 e 4 Estonia 37 ® oo Malta 750 e 4 Czech Republic 62.1 L
Slovenia 20 o 4 CzechRepublic 37 @ 4 Belgium 748 e 4 Croatia 60.7 1
Bulgaria 22 e 4 Hungary 38 o 4 UnitedKingdom 748 @ 4 Hungary 60.7 4
Romania 22 e 4 United Kingdom 4.6 L Spain 737 e 4 Poland 59.2
Austria 24 o 4 Spain 48 $ Austria 717 e 4 Estonia 518 @ >
Finland 29 e 4 Cyprus NA @ oo Denmark 712 e 4 Portugal 493 ®
Poland 30 o 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo Luxembourg 71.1 o 4 Latvia 470 © =
Germany 37 e 4 Malta NA @ oo Romania 706 o 4 Lithuania 439 o <
Italy 3 e 4 EuropeanUnion 695 @ 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

el Gap in self-reported health, by income el Self-reported unmet need for medical

AND WELL-BEING

AND WELL-BEING

. examination and care (%
"”\/’ X)) —"'\/' )

The share of the population aged 16 and over reporting unmet

Gap in percentage of people who percieve their health status as good or very needs for medical care due to one of the following reasons: ‘Financial reasons’,
good between the poorest 20% and the richest 20% of the population. ‘Waiting list"and ‘Too far to travel’ (all three categories are cumulated). Self-
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available reported unmet needs concern a person’s own assessment of whether he or
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC) she needed medical examination or treatment (dental care excluded), but did

not have it or did not seek it. The data stem from the EU Statistics on Income
and Living Conditions (EU SILC).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Greece 76 © 4 Netherlands ~ 22.7 3 Austria 0l e 4 EuropeanUnion 20 @ 4
Italy 76 ® 4 Poland 248 J Malta 02 e 4 Portugal 2.1 L
France 96 © 4 Portugal 255 J Netherlands 02 o % Lithuania 22 L
Luxembourg 106 ® 4 Finland 263 3 Spain 02 e 4 Italy 24 L
Spain 29 e 4 Bulgaria 279 J CzechRepublic 03 ® 4 Slovak Republic 2.4 ¥
Romania 150 ® 4 Slovenia 283 $ Germany 03 e 4 Ireland 2.8 >
SlovakRepublic 169 @ 4 Belgium 29.1 -> Luxembourg 03 e 4 Slovenia 33 3
Denmark 170 e 4 Malta 29.7 -> Hungary 08 e 4 United Kingdom 3.3 3
EuropeanUnion 198 @ 4 Germany 298 3 France 0 e 4 Poland 42 L
Ireland 200 o 4 Croatia 336 J Denmark 3 e 4 Finland 47 J
Austria 206 | Lithuania 400 o ¢ Croatia 14 e 4 Romania 49 L
Sweden 212 3 CzechRepublic 418 @ Cyprus 5 e 4 Latvia 6.2 1+
Cyprus 212 4 Estonia 28 o ¢ Sweden 15 e 4 Greece 8.3 L
Hungary 216 A Latvia 457 o ¢ Belgium 8 e 4 Estonia 64 ©
United Kingdom 22.0 Bulgaria 9 e 4
el Gap in self-reported unmet need for el Gap in self-reported unmet need for
medical examination and care, medical examination and care,
_/\'\/\' by income (p.p.) _4'\/' urban vs rural areas (p.p.)
Gap in percentage of people reporting unmet needs for medical care The difference in the percentage of the population reporting unmet needs for
between the poorest 20% and the richest 20% of the population. A positive medical care in urban areas as opposed to rural areas because the medical
value means that people with low income report more unmet needs than careis too expensive, too far to travel or there's a waiting list. A positive value
people with highincome. means that people living in rural areas report more unmet needs than people
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available living in urban areas.
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC) Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Slovenia 0o e 4 EuropeanUnion 26 @ 4 Austria o e 4 Poland o e 4
Spain 01 e 4 SlovakRepublic 28 ® 4 Belgium 0o e 4 SlovakRepublic  0** @ 4
Austria 02 e 4 Poland 33 * Cyprus 0 e 4 Slovenia 0 e 4
Netherlands 04 © 4 Cyprus 3.7 J CzechRepublic 0** @ 4 Spain 0 e 4
Malta 04 e 4 Finland 3.7 3 Denmark 0 e 4 Sweden 0 e 4
CzechRepublic 06 ® 4 Ireland 39 3 Estonia 0o e 4 UnitedKingdom 0** @ 4
Germany 07 e 4 Portugal 39 * EuropeanUnion 0% @ 4 Italy 01 e 4
Denmark 08 ® 4 Italy 40 t* Finland o e A France 02 $
Lithuania 11 e 4 Croatia 44 > Germany o e 4 Greece 0.5 4+
Luxembourg 11 e 4 Bulgaria 48 4 Hungary o e 4 Latvia 06 o
Estonia 16 © 4 Romania 57 1t Ireland 0 e 4 Romania 08 © %
France 8 e 4 Belgium 64 Lithuania o e 4 Portugal 0 o J
Hungary 18 © 4 Latvia 11 e 4 Luxembourg o e 4 Croatia 13 e
Sweden 21 e 4 Greece 98 o ¢ Malta 0% @ ee Bulgaria 24 o
UnitedKingdom 23 @ 4 Netherlands 0 e 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

el New reported cases of HIV el New reported cases of tuberculosis
(per 100,000 population) (per 100,000 population) >
_/\,f v —/\/\/ L 4 g
(]
X
New cases of HIV infection per 100,000 population. New cases of tuberculosis infection per 100,000 population. w
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available Reference year: 2017 or closest year available 5
Source: ECDC/WHO (2018) Source: ECDC/WHO (2018) %.
Q
o
=
b
o
=3
o
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend @
SlovakRepublic 13 ® 4 Italy 57 e 4 Finland 43 e 4 France 77 e 4
Slovenia 9 e 4 Greece 58 o 4 Greece 43 o 4 UnitedKingdom 85 @ 4
Hungary 23 e 4 UnitedKingdom 67 @ 4 Netherlands 446 o 4 Belgium 86 @ 4
CzechRepublic 24 ® 4 Spain 70 e 4 SlovakRepublic 46 ® 4 Croatia 89 e 4
Croatia 25 e 4 France 73 e 4 CzechRepublic 48 @ 4 Malta 91 e 4
Finland 20 e 4 Belgium 79 e 4 Denmark 48 e 4 Spain 98 e 4
Austria 3.1 e 4 Lithuania 9.1 e 4 Sweden 50 o 4 European Union 10.7 L
Romania 33 o 4 Cyprus 00 o 4 Luxembourg 54 o 4 Estonia 133 +
Bulgaria 34 e 4 Ireland 02 © 4 Slovenia 54 e 4 Poland 15.2 L
Poland 35 e 4 Luxembourg 102 @ 4 Cyprus 62 o 4 Portugal 17.5 L
Denmark 42 e 4 Portugal 03 © 4 Austria 65 © 4 Bulgaria 20.6 L
Germany 42 e 4 Malta 04 o 4 Italy 65 © 4 Latvia 283 +
Netherlands 42 e 4 Estonia 66 © 4 Germany 66 © 4 Lithuania 487 @
Sweden 44 @ 4 Latvia 88 © 4 Ireland 66 © 1 Romania 62 © 4
EuropeanUnion 56 @ 4 Hungary 70 e 4
el A\ge-standardised death rate due to el Suicide rate (per 100,000 population)
cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, A
_/\’\/' and chronic respiratory disease N
(per 100,000 populatlon aged 30to 70) Rate of mortality due to self-harm per 100,000 population.
The probability of dying between the ages of 30 and 70 years from Reference year- 2016 or closest year available
cardiovascular diseases, cancer, diabetes or chronic respiratory diseases, Source: Eurostat
defined as the percent of 30-year-old-people who would die before their
70th birthday from these diseases, assuming current mortality rates
atevery age and that individuals would not die from any other cause of
death (e.g. injuries or HIV/AIDS).
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available  Source: WHO
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 91 e 4 Germany 21 e 4 Cyprus 39 e 4 Germany 13 e 4
Italy 95 e 4 Greece 24 o 4 Greece 43 e 4 Sweden M7 e 4
Spain 99 e 4 EuropeanUnion 125 @ 4 Malta 53 ® 4 Poland 123 L
Luxembourg 100 @ 4 Slovenia 127 ® 4 Italy 59 e 4 CzechRepublic 12.6 1
Finland 102 o 4 CzechRepublic 150 ® 4 UnitedKingdom 72 @ 4 France 13.2 4
Ireland 03 o 4 Croatia 16.7 1 Spain 74 e 4 Austria 13.7 L
France 06 © 4 Estonia 17.0 L SlovakRepublic 75 ® 4 Finland 143 L
Malta 08 © 4 Slovak Republic 17.2 1+ Portugal 90 e 4 Estonia 143 L
UnitedKingdom 109 @ 4 Poland 187 4 Bulgaria 92 e 4 Croatia 16.0 >
Portugal 1M1 e 4 Lithuania 207 o 4 Ireland 94 e 4 Belgium 171 @
Netherlands 112 @ 4 Romania 214 Luxembourg 94 e 4 Hungary 180 e 4
Cyprus 13 o 4 Latvia 219 e 4 Romania 01 o 4 Slovenia 81 ® 4
Denmark 13 ° * Hungary 23.0 o Denmark 10.2 [ L Latvia 18.6 o
Austria M4 o 4 Bulgaria 26 © = EuropeanUnion 103 @ 4 Lithuania 23 o 4
Belgium 14 e 4 Netherlands 113 @ 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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el Age-standardised death rate attributable

AND WELL-BEING

_/\/\/\ to household air pollution and ambient
L 4

air pollution (per 100,000 population)

Mortality rate that is attributable to the joint effects of fuels used for
cooking indoors and ambient outdoor air pollution.
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: WHO
Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 7 @ e Cyprus 20
Sweden 7 @ e Malta 20
France 10 @ oo Slovenia 23
Portugal 10 @ oo Estonia 25
Spain 10 @ oo Greece 28
Ireland 12 @ oo CzechRepublic 30
Luxembourg 12 @ oo Lithuania 34
Denmark 13 @ oo Slovak Republic 34
Netherlands 14 @ oo Croatia 35
UnitedKingdom 14 @  ee Poland 38
Austria 15 @ oo Hungary 39
Italy 15 [} .o Latvia 41
Belgium 16 @ oo Romania 59 e
Germany 16 @ e Bulgaria 62 ®
EuropeanUnion  19.3 L]

o People killed in road accidents

AND WELL-BEING

—’\'\/\' (per 100,000 population)

The number of fatalities caused by road accidents, including drivers and

passengers of motorised vehicles and pedal cycles as well as pedestrians.

Persons dying on road accidents up to 30 days after the occurrence of
the accident are counted as road accident fatalities. After these 30 days,
a different cause of death might be declared by reporting institutions. For
Member States not using this definition, corrective factors are applied.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: DGMOVE

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 25 e 4 France 52 @
UnitedKingdom 28 ® 4 Belgium 54 @
Denmark 30 o 4 CzechRepublic 54 @
Netherlands 31 e 4 Italy 56 ®
Ireland 33 o 4 Portugal 58 @
Estonia 36 © 4 Cyprus 62 ®
Germany 38 o 4 Hungary 64 ®
Spain 39 o 4 Greece 68 ®
Malta 41 e 4 Lithuania 68 ®
Luxembourg 42 e 4 Latvia 70 @
Finland 43 e 4 Poland 75 ©
Austria 47 o 4 Croatia 80 @
EuropeanUnion 49 @ 4 Bulgaria 9.6
Slovenia 50 e 4 Romania 10.0
SlovakRepublic 51 @ 4

CEIIIIIIIIIIID

COODHEAITH Mortality rate, under-5

AND WELL-BEING

_/\/\/' (per 1,000 live births)

The probability that a newborn baby will die before reaching age five, if subject
to age-specific mortality rates of the specified year, per 1,000 live births.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: UNICEF etal

Country Value Rating Trend

Slovenia 2.1 [} 1t EuropeanUnion 4.1 e 4
Finland 23 o 4 France 42 e 4
Luxembourg 26 © 4 Latvia 42 e 4
Cyprus 27 e A Denmark 43 e 4
Estonia 27 e 4 Lithuania 43 e 4
Sweden 28 4 UnitedKingdom 43 @ 4
Spain 3] e 4 Hungary 45 o 4
CzechRepublic 33 ® 4 Croatia 46 o 4
Italy 34 e 4 Poland 47 e 4
Ireland 35 o 4 Greece 53 e 4
Austria 36 © 4 SlovakRepublic 56 ® 4
Germany 37 e 4 Malta 64 ® 4
Portugal 37 e 4 Bulgaria 75 e 4
Belgium 38 o 4 Romania 78 o 4
Netherlands 39 e 4

el Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-

AND WELL-BEING

recommended vaccines (%)
—'W

Estimated national routine immunisation coverage of infants, expressed as
the percentage of surviving infants children under the age of 12 months who
received two WHO-recommended vaccines (3rd dose of DTP and 1st dose
of measles).

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: WHO/UNICEF

Country Value Rating Trend

Hungary 9 e 4 Estonia 9B e 4
Luxembourg 9 e 4 Netherlands 93 e 4
Portugal % e 4 Slovenia 3 e 4
Denmark 97 e 4 Bulgaria 2 e 4
Greece 97 e 4 Ireland ” e 4
Sweden 97 e 4 Italy 2 e 94
Belgium % e 4 UnitedKingdom 92 @ 4
CzechRepublic 96 ® 4 Malta 91 e 4
Latvia % e 4 Austria % e %
Poland % e 4 Cyprus e 4
SlovakRepublic 96 ® 4 France 9 e %
Spain % e 4 Croatia 89 J
Germany % e 4 Finland 89 3
Lithuania 9% e 4 Romania 2 e ¢
EuropeanUnion 932 @ 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Alcohol consumption
(litre/capita/year)

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

GOOD HEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Smoking prevalence (%)

g o

Alcohol consumption measured in liters per person per year.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: ECDC/WHO

The share of the population aged 15 years and over who report that they
currently smoke boxed cigarettes, cigars, cigarillos or a pipe. The data does
not include use of other tobacco products such as electronic cigarettes and
snuff. The data are collected through a Eurobarometer survey and are based
on self-reports during face-to-face interviews in people’s homes.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: DG SANTE
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Greece 65 © 4 Belgium 104 3 Sweden 7 e 4 Hungary 27 L
Sweden 717 e 4 Poland 106 L UnitedKingdom 17 @ 4 Spain 27 4
Italy 76 © 4 Portugal 10.7 $ Belgium 9 e 4 Austria 28 3
Malta 80 @ oo Germany 109 1+ Denmark 9 e 4 Cyprus 28 L
Netherlands 83 [ J 1t Ireland 11.0 3 Ireland 9 e 4 Romania 28 4
Finland 84 o 4 Hungary 1.1 3 Netherlands 9 e 4 Slovenia 28 L
Spain 86 @ 4 Latvia 11.2 $ Finland 20 e 4 CzechRepublic 29 3
Denmark 91 e 4 Luxembourg 113 ! Luxembourg 21 o 4 Lithuania 29 $
Cyprus 96 @ oo Bulgaria 11.5 oo Estonia 2 e 4 Poland 30 A
SlovakRepublic 97 @ 4 Czech Republic 11.6 ¥ Malta 24 e 4 Latvia 32 3
UnitedKingdom 97 @ 4 France 11.7 $ Germany 2% e 4 Croatia 35 $
EuropeanUnion 99 @ 4 Austria 11.8 Italy x5 e 4 Bulgaria 36 o
Slovenia 10.1 3 Lithuania 123 L EuropeanUnion  25.9 3 France 3% o
Croatia 103 oo Romania NA @ oo Portugal 26 -> Greece 37 & =
Estonia 10.3 * Slovak Republic 26 $

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

e

People covered by health insurance for a

core set of services (%)

Percentage of people covered by health insurance for a core set of services
under public programs and through private insurance.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: OECD

GOOD HEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

e

Share of total health spending financed
by out-of-pocket payments (%)

Share of total health spending financed by out-of-pocket payments. Out-of-
pocket payments are expenditures borne directly by a patient where neither
public nor private insurance cover the full cost of the health good or service.
They include cost-sharing and other expenditures paid directly by private
households and should also in principle include estimations of informal
payments to health care providers.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Croatia 1000 @ oo France 99 e oo France 94 (] L Poland 20.6 ([ ] L
CzechRepublic 1000 ®  ee Netherlands 99 @ e Netherlands 08 e 4 Romania 208 @ oo
Denmark 1000 @ oo Spain 99 e oo Luxembourg 10.8 (] L Italy 23.1 ( ] L
Finland 1000 ® oo Belgium 90 ® e Slovenia no e 4 Estonia 232 e 4
Germany 1000 ® oo EuropeanUnion 985 @  ee Ireland 123 © 4 Spain 26 o 4
Greece 1000 @ oo Hungary 95.0 oo Germany 123 (] L Austria 253 ¢
Ireland 1000 @ oo Slovak Republic  94.5 oo Denmark 13.7 [ L Hungary 26.0 L
Italy 1000 ® oo Estonia 94.0 oo CzechRepublic 148 @ 4 Portugal 274

Latvia 1000 @ oo Lithuania 92.5 oo Sweden 148 [ L Lithuania 323 3
Malta 1000 @ e Poland 915 oo Croatia 148 @ e Greece 34.8

Portugal 1000 ® oo Romania 89.0 oo UnitedKingdom 160 @ 4 Malta 349 oo
Slovenia 1000 ® e Bulgaria 88.2 oo Belgium 176 e 4 Latvia 418 o ¢
Sweden 1000 ® oo Cyprus 830 @ e European Union 18.1 e 4 Cyprus 449 @ e
UnitedKingdom 1000 ®  ee Luxembourg NA  ® oo SlovakRepublic 187 @ 4 Bulgaria 480 ® oo
Austria 99 @ e Finland 202 o 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

[l Subjective Wellbeing (average ladder
score, worst 0-10 best)

/e

Subjective self-evaluation of life, where respondents are asked to evaluate
where they feel they stand on a ladder where O represents the worst possible
life and 10 the best possible life.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Gallup

Country Value Rating Trend

Finland 79 e 4 Spain 65 © 4
Denmark 76 ® 4 SlovakRepublic 64 ® 4
Netherlands 75 e 4 Cyprus 63 e 4
Austria 74 e 4 Lithuania 63 ® 4
Sweden 74 e 4 Slovenia 62 © 4
Luxembourg 72 e 4 Poland 62 ® 4
UnitedKingdom 72 @ 4 Romania 62 ® 4
Germany 71 e 4 Estonia 61 ® 4
CzechRepublic 70 @ 4 Hungary 61 e 4
Ireland 70 e 4 Latvia 6.0 *
Malta 69 © 4 Portugal 57 1t
Belgium 69 e 4 Croatia 55 *
EuropeanUnion 67 @ 4 Greece 54 o
France 67 ® 4 Bulgaria 51 e 4
Italy 65 © 4

Y Early leavers from education and training

EDUCATION

W (% of population aged 18 to 24)
I!ﬂl ulati

Share of the population aged 18 to 24 with at most lower secondary
education who were not involved in any education or training during the four
weeks preceding the survey. Lower secondary education refers to ISCED
(International Standard Classification of Education) 2011 level 0-2 for data
from 2014 onwards and to ISCED 1997 level 0-3C short for data up to 2013.
Data stem from the EU Labour Force Survey (EU-LFS).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country Value Rating Trend

Croatia 33 o 4 France 89 e 4
Slovenia 42 e 4 Sweden 93 e 4
Lithuania 46 @ 4 Denmark 10.2 4
Greece 47 e 4 Germany 103 >
Poland 48 o 4 European Union 10.6 *
Ireland 50 o 4 United Kingdom 10.7
CzechRepublic 62 @ 4 Estonia 13 4
Luxembourg 63 ® 4 Portugal 118 4
Austria 73 e 4 Hungary 125 3
Netherlands 73 o 4 Bulgaria 27 e 4
Cyprus 78 e 4 Italy 145 © =
Finland g3 e 4 Romania 64 © 4
Latvia 83 e 4 Malta 175 o 4
Belgium 86 © 4 Spain 179 e 4
SlovakRepublic 86 @ 4

® SDG achieved

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement

v Participation in early childhood

EDUCATION

hﬂl education (% of population aged 4 to 6)

The share of the children between the age of four and the starting age of
compulsory primary education who participated in early childhood education.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

France 000 © 4 Italy %1 e 4
Ireland 1000 ® 4 Portugal %2 e 4
UnitedKingdom 1000 ® 4 Estonia 29 e 4
Belgium %7 e 4 Slovenia 21 e 4
Denmark %0 e 4 Cyprus 20 o 4
Netherlands 976 @ 4 CzechRepublic 920 @ 4
Spain 974 e 4 Lithuania 919 e 4
Luxembourg %6 © P Poland 919 e 4
Malta %5 © 4 Romania 896 © 4
Germany %4 © 4 Finland 878 ® 4
Latvia %3 © 4 Bulgaria 83.9 J
Sweden %3 ® 4 Croatia 828 !
EuropeanUnion 957 ® 4 Greece 815 ¥
Austria 9%56 © 4 Slovak Republic ~ 78.2

Hungary %6 © 4

QAT PISA score

EDUCATION

!ﬂl (worst 0-600 best)

National scores in the Programme for International Student Assessment
(PISA), aninternationally standardised assessment that is administered

to 15-year-olds in schools. It assesses how far students near the end of
compulsory education have acquired some of the knowledge and skills that
are essential for full participation in society. Country PISA scores for reading,
mathematics and science were averaged to obtain an overall PISA score.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 5243 e 4 Spain 4914 L
Finland 527 ® 4 CzechRepublic 490.8 3
Slovenia 5093 ® 4 Latvia 486.8 ¥
Ireland 5000 ® 4 Italy 485.0 ¥
Germany 5081 ® * Luxembourg 4833 3
Netherlands 5079 @ 4 Croatia 4754 3
Denmark 5043 ® 4 Lithuania 4754 A
Poland 5039 o 4 Hungary 4744 J
Belgium 5025 ® 4 Malta 4634 oo
UnitedKingdom 4999 @ * Slovak Republic 462.8 3
Portugal 4970 e 4 Greece 4585 ¥
Sweden 4958 ® 4 Bulgaria 4396 o &
France 4957 ® 4 Cyprus 4375 o
EuropeanUnion 4933 @ 4 Romania 4375 o
Austria 4922 4

Challenges remain @ Significant challengesremain @ Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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- Underachievers in science
(% of population aged 15)

(]

Share of 15-year-old students failing to reach level 2 (‘basic skills level’) on the
PISA scale for science. The data stem from the Programme for International
Student Assessment (PISA), which is a triennial international survey which
aims to evaluate education systems by testing the skills and knowledge of
15-year-old students.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 38 e 4 Austria 208 4
Finland 15 e 4 Sweden 216 L
Slovenia 150 ® 4 France 22.1 $
Ireland 153 e 4 Italy 232 ¥
Denmark 159 e 4 Croatia 246 3
Poland 63 ® 4 Lithuania 247 3
Germany 170 ® 4 Luxembourg 259 A
Latvia 172 e 4 Hungary 26.0 ¥
Portugal 174 @ 4 SlovakRepublic 30.7 @ &
UnitedKingdom 174 @ 4 Malta 325 @ ee
Spain 183 e 4 Greece 3227 o
Netherlands 85 ® 4 Bulgaria 379 e ¥
Belgium 98 e 4 Romania 385 o ¥
European Union 20.7 3 Cyprus 421 o J
Czech Republic 20.7 $

iy Resilient students (%)

EDUCATION

(]

Percentage of students who are in the bottom quarter of the PISA index

of economic, social and cultural status (ESCS) in the country/economy of
assessment and performs in the top quarter of students among all countries/
economies, after accounting for socio-economic status.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 483 [ J oo Italy 26.6 oo
Finland 428 @ e Austria 259 oo
Spain 392 @ e Czech Republic 24.9 o
Portugal 381 @ oo Sweden 24.7 oo
United Kingdom 35.4 (1] Croatia 244 oo
Latvia 352 (] Lithuania 23.1 L] oo
Slovenia 346 oo Malta 218 @ e
Poland 34.6 oo Luxembourg 207 ®  ee
Germany 335 oo Hungary 19.3 L oo
Netherlands 30.7 oo Greece 18.1 L] oo
European Union 30.0 oo SlovakRepublic 175 ~®  ee
Ireland 29.6 oo Bulgaria 136 ® oo
Denmark 27.5 oo Romania 1.3 ® oo
Belgium 27.2 oo Cyprus 9.5 [ ] oo
France 266 oo

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

wny Variation in science performance
explained by students' socio-economic
status (%)

1]

Percentage of variation in science performance explained by students' socio-
economic status.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 78 @ e Slovenia 13.5 oo
Latvia 8.7 L] oo Romania 13.8 oo
Cyprus 95 @ e European Union 14.2 oo
Italy 96 @ e Malta 14.5 oo
Finland 100 @ e Portugal 14.9 oo
Denmark 104 @ oo Germany 15.8 (] oo
United Kingdom 10.5 oo Austria 159 @ oo
Lithuania 11.6 oo SlovakRepublic 160 ® oo
Croatia 121 oo Bulgaria 164 ® oo
Sweden 12.2 oo CzechRepublic 188 ®  ee
Netherlands 12.5 oo Belgium 193 @ oo
Greece 125 oo France 203 @ oo
Ireland 12.7 oo Luxembourg 20.8 (] oo
Poland 134 oo Hungary 214 @ oo
Spain 134 oo

Ty Tertiary educational attainment

EDUCATION

(% of population aged 30 to 34)

]

Share of the population aged 30-34 who have successfully completed
tertiary studies (e.g. university, higher technical institution, etc.).

This educational attainment refers to ISCED (International Standard
Classification of Education) 2011 level 5-8 for data from 2014 onwards and
to ISCED 1997 level 5-6 for data up to 2013. The indicator is based on the EU
Labour Force Survey (EU-LFS).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country Value Rating Trend

Lithuania 576 @ 4 Slovenia 427 o 4
Cyprus 571 e 4 Spain 24 o 4
Ireland 563 @ 4 Austria 407 e 4
Luxembourg 562 @ 4 EuropeanUnion 406 ® 4
Sweden 50 e 4 Slovak Republic 37.7 1+
Netherlands 494 @ 4 Germany 349 L
Denmark 491 e 4 Malta 342 L
UnitedKingdom 488 @ 4 Croatia 34.1 1
Belgium 476 o 4 Bulgaria 337 4
Estonia 472 o 4 CzechRepublic 337 L
France 462 o 4 Hungary 337 $
Poland 457 o 4 Portugal 335

Greece 43 e 4 Italy 278 @
Finland 472 e 4 Romania 246 o
Latvia Q7 e 4

Challenges remain @ Significant challenges remain @ Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

ay Adult participation in learning (%) iy Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult

EDUCATION EDUCATION

- A Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best)
|!!” Share of people aged 25 to 64 who stated that they |!!|l Mean numeracy score in the Survey of Adults Skills
received formal or non-formal education and training in the (PIAAC) (or proficiency in problem solving in technology-
four weeks preceding the survey (numerator). The denominator consists rich environments). The Programme for the International Assessment of
of the total population of the same age group, excluding those who did Adult Competencies (PIAAC) is a programme of assessment and analysis
not answer to the question 'participation in education and training'. Adult of adult skills. The Survey of Adult Skills component measures adults’
learning covers formal and non-formal learning activities — both general proficiency in key information-processing skills - literacy, numeracy and
and vocational — undertaken by adults after leaving initial education and problem solving - and gathers information and data on how adults use
training. Data stem from the EU Labour Force Survey (EU-LFS). their skills at home, at work and in the wider community.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS) Source: OECD
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 22 o 4 Belgium 8.5 4 Finland 2822 @ e Slovenia 2576 oo
Finland 285 o 4 CzechRepublic 85 -> Belgium 2804 @ e Ireland 2556 oo
Denmark 235 e 4 Germany 8.2 -> Netherlands 2803 @ e France 254.2 oo
Estonia 197 e 4 Italy 8.1 4 Sweden 2791 @ e Greece 2519 oo
Netherlands 19.1 e 4 Cyprus 6.7 3 Denmark 2783 @ oo Italy 2471 @ oo
France 186 © 4 Latvia 6.7 SlovakRepublic 2758 ®  ee Spain 2458 @ oo
Luxembourg 180 e 4 Lithuania 6.6 CzechRepublic 2757 ®  ee Bulgaria NA @ oo
Austria 151 e 4 Hungary 60 o Austria 2750 ® oo Croatia NA ® oo
UnitedKingdom 146 ® 4 Poland 57 e 4 Estonia 2731 @ oo Hungary NA ® oo
Ireland 25 e 4 Greece 45 © Germany 2717 @ ee Latvia NA @ oo
Slovenia 14 e 4 SlovakRepublic 40 @ Lithuania 267.2 (] Luxembourg NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 112 @ 4 Croatia 29 o Y Cyprus 264.6 (] Malta NA @ oo
Malta 10.8 4 Bulgaria 25 & United Kingdom 261.8 oo Portugal NA @ oo
Spain 10.5 4+ Romania 09 e 3 European Union 261.3 oo Romania NA ® oo
Portugal 103 ) Poland 2598 oo
o Unadjusted gender pay gap e Gender employment gap (p.p.)

EQUALITY EQUALITY

g (% of gross male earnings) gl

The difference between average gross hourly earnings of

male paid employees and of female paid employees as a percentage of Difference between the employment rates of men and women aged 20 to 64.
average gross hourly earnings of male paid employees. The indicator has The employment rate is calculated by dividing the number of persons aged
been defined as unadjusted, because it gives an overall picture of gender 20 to 64 inemployment by the total population of the same age group. The
inequalities in terms of pay and measures a concept which is broader than the indicator is based on the EU Labour Force Survey.

concept of equal pay for equal work. All employees working in firms with ten or Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

more employees, without restrictions for age and hours worked, are included. Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (SES)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 35 e 4 Denmark 14.7 1t Lithuania 23 o 4 Netherlands 10.1 L
Italy 50 o 4 Spain 15.1 > Finland 37 e 4 Croatia 102 3
Luxembourg 50 @ 4 Lithuania 15.2 4 Latvia 42 e 4 Cyprus 104 $
Belgium 60 o 4 Netherlands 15.2 * Sweden 43 o 4 European Union 114 ->
Poland 72 e 4 France 154 > Denmark 67 ® 4 Spain 12.1 3
Slovenia 80 e 4 Latvia 15.7 * Portugal 68 o 4 Ireland 122 ->
Croatia 16 © 4 Portugal 16.3 v Slovenia 73 e 4 Slovak Republic 13.7 +
Malta 122 © 4 Finland 16.7 * France 76 e 4 Poland 144 $
Greece 125 @ oo Slovak Republic 19.8 3 Estonia 78 © 4 CzechRepublic 152 L
Sweden 026 o 4 Austria 199 * Luxembourg 80 e 4 Hungary 153 3
Bulgaria 136 © 4 United Kingdom 20.8 > Germany 81 e 4 Romania 183 o ¢
Cyprus 137 o 4 Germany 210 Bulgaria 82 e 4 Italy 98 © =
Ireland 139 @ oo Czech Republic 21.1 Belgium 84 o 4 Greece 210 o
Hungary 142 * Estonia 2556 ®© Austria 90 e 4 Malta 23 e 4
European Union 14.5 4+ UnitedKingdom 99 @ 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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e Population inactive due to caring
EQUALITY

responsibilities

(% of population aged 20 to 64)

The indicator measures the share of individuals that are not
actively seeking work, so they are neither employed nor unemployed and

considered to be outside the labour force, because of caring responsibilities.

While several reasons may exist why somebody is not seeking employment,
only the main one is considered. "Inactivity due to caring responsibilities"
refers to the reasons ‘looking after children or incapacitated adults’ and
‘other family or personal responsibilities’.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country Value Rating Trend
Denmark 53 [ ] 1t European Union 21.4 4
Sweden 62 ® 4 Hungary 230 3
Netherlands  11.1 @ 4 Romania 236 $
France 13 e 4 Italy 253 ¥
Finland 122 © 4 Slovak Republic 26.8 4
Slovenia 3 e 4 Czech Republic 27.1 3
Portugal 149 e 4 United Kingdom 27.2 4
Luxembourg 150 @ 4 Bulgaria 27.8 ¥
Belgium 173 © 4 Spain 285
Lithuania 180 o 4 Estonia 294 3
Latvia 184 o 4 Poland 298 A
Greece 187 ® 4 Ireland 378 @
Austria 188 © 4 Malta 382 o ¥
Germany 188 e 4 Cyprus 416 o
Croatia 199 @ 4

o Positions held by women in senior

EQUALITY

gl management positions (%)

The share of female board members in the largest publicly listed companies.

Only companies which are registered in the country concerned are counted.
Board members cover all members of the highest decision-making body in
each company (i.e. chairperson, non-executive directors, senior executives
and employee representatives, where present).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: European Institute for Gender Equality

Country Value Rating Trend

France 440 © Portugal 216
Italy 364 Poland 210
Sweden 36.1 Ireland 187
Finland 34.5 Croatia 17.2
Germany 338 Hungary 149
Belgium 320 Bulgaria 14.5

Netherlands 30.7
United Kingdom 29.9

Czech Republic 13.8
Luxembourg 133

PIIUIEIUIIIIIN> D
® © © 0 06 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
cevecellveecenl

European Union 29.3 Cyprus 1.2
Latvia 29.0 Romania 11.0
Slovenia 279 Lithuania 10.8
Denmark 27.7 Malta 95
Austria 26.1 Greece 9.1
SlovakRepublic 24.1 ® Estonia 8.0
Spain 237 @

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

ey Seats held by women in national

parliaments (%)

g The proportion of women in national parliaments and
national governments. The national parliament is the
national legislative assembly and the indicator refers to both chambers
(lower house and an upper house, where relevant). The count of members
of a parliament includes the president/speaker/leader of the parliament.
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: European Institute for Gender Equality

Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 464 © 4 Poland 264 ® =
Finland 415 o 4 Bulgaria 258 o 4
Belgium 395 A Luxembourg 250 ®
Spain 393 > Ireland 242 ®
Austria 377 L Slovenia 21 e $
Denmark 374 > Lithuania 20 o ¢
France 37.0 4 CzechRepublic 211 ® =
Portugal 36.5 ! SlovakRepublic 207 ® =
Italy 354 4 Croatia 205 o
Netherlands ~ 33.5 3 Romania 96 © 4
Germany 319 J Greece 183 © 4
European Union 31.8 Cyprus 18.2 °
Latvia 30.0 L Malta 149 © S
UnitedKingdom 290 @ Hungary 126 © =
Estonia 277 @

0 Women who feel safe walking alone at

EQUALITY

gl night in the city or area where they live
(%)

Percentage of the women who feel safe walking alone at night in the city or
area where they live.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Gallup

Country Value Rating Trend

Slovenia 8% o 4 Portugal 67 +
Luxembourg 82 e 4 Sweden 67 ->
Spain 22 e % CzechRepublic 65 L
Austria 8% e 4 Malta 65 ¥
Denmark 79 4 Cyprus 64 o 9
Finland 78 3 Lithuania 63 © 4
United Kingdom 77 + SlovakRepublic 62 @ 4
Netherlands 76 L Hungary 56 e 4
Ireland 74 4+ Italy 56 @
Estonia 70 L Romania 54 @
France 70 4 Belgium 53 o
Germany 69 4 Bulgaria 5 o
EuropeanUnion  68.3 + Latvia 52 e ¢
Croatia 68 L Greece 47 e I
Poland 68 +

Challenges remain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

T Population having neither a bath, nor a

AND SANITATION

shower, nor indoor flushing toilet in their
E household (%)

The share of total population having neither a bath, nor a shower, nor an
indoor flushing toilet in their household.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Germany 00 e 4 France 04 e 4
Malta 00 ® oo Cyprus 05 e 4
Netherlands 00 o 4 Portugal 06 o 4
Belgium 01 e 4 SlovakRepublic 09 @ 4
Ireland 01 e 4 Croatia 1.1 4+
Luxembourg 0.1 [ ] * EuropeanUnion 1.7 *
Slovenia 01 e 4 Poland 20 *
Finland 02 e 4 Hungary 34 >
Greece 02 e %4 Estonia 40 4+
Spain 02 e 4 Bulgaria 89 e 4
Austria 03 e 4 Latvia 9.0 e 4
CzechRepublic 03 @ 4 Lithuania 08 o
Italy 03 e 4 Romania 256 ®
UnitedKingdom 03 @ oo Sweden NA @ oo
Denmark 04 e 4

Tl Freshwater abstraction (% long term

AND SANITATION

average available water)

E Annual total fresh water abstractionina country asa
percentage of its long-term annual average available water
(LTAA) from renewable fresh water resources (groundwater and surface

water). Total fresh water abstraction includes water removed from any fresh

water source, either permanently or temporarily. Mine water and drainage

water as well as water abstractions from precipitation are included, whereas

water used for hydroelectricity generation (in situ use) is excluded.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Latvia 06 o 4 EuropeanUnion 126 ® 4
SlovakRepublic 07 ® 4 Germany 130 © 4
Sweden 12 @ oo France 139 e 4
Lithuania 3 e 4 Estonia 145 e 4
Ireland 14 @ oo Belgium 152 © 4
Luxembourg 27 & 4 Greece 156 ® 4
Slovenia 209 e 4 Romania 171 ® 4
Hungary 34 o 4 Poland 177 e 4
UnitedKingdom 42 @  ee Spain 28.1

Denmark 45 e 4 Malta 512 @ <
Bulgaria 56 © 4 Cyprus 674 ©
Finland 60 ® oo Austria NA @ oo
Portugal 66 @ oo Croatia NA @ oo
Netherlands 87 e 4 Italy NA @ oo
CzechRepublic 102 ® 4

® SDG achieved

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement

el Population connected to at least

AND SANITATION

E secondary wastewater treatment (%)

The percentage of population connected to wastewater treatment systems
with at least secondary treatment. Thereby, wastewater from urban sources
or elsewhere is treated by a process generally involving biological treatment
with a secondary settlement or other process, resulting in aremoval of
organic material that reduces the biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) by at
least 70 % and the chemical oxygen demand (COD) by at least 75 %.
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

UnitedKingdom 100.0 ®  ee CzechRepublic 823 @ 4
Austria 298 o 4 France 800 o 4
Netherlands 95 e 4 Hungary 79.2 L
Luxembourg 970 o 4 Lithuania 738 4
Germany %0 © 4 Poland 73.5 4
Sweden %0 o 4 Slovenia 674 4+
Latvia %50 e 4 Slovak Republic ~ 65.0 oo
Greece 934 © 4 Bulgaria 63.2 !
Spain 929 @ oo Ireland 61.2 ->
Denmark 918 ® 4 Italy 596 oo
Estonia 879 e 4 Romania 465 o 4
Finland 850 @ oo Croatia 369 © ->
Portugal 846 ® oo Cyprus 298 @ oo
EuropeanUnion 831 @ 4 Malta 149 e ¢
Belgium 830 e 4

e Imported groundwater depletion

AND SANITATION

E (m?3/capita/year)

Imports of groundwater depletion embedded in international crop trade.
Estimates are based on a combination of global, crop-specific estimates of
non-renewable groundwater abstraction and international food trade data.
This indicator was calculated by aggregating bilateral import data into an
overall country score, and expressed per capita.

Reference year: 2010 or closest year available

Source: Dalinetal. (2017)

Country Value Rating Trend

Poland 23 © oo Bulgaria 7.2 oo
Hungary 32 @ e Austria 75 oo
Estonia 47 @ oo Italy 7.8 oo
Finland 53 @ e Sweden 8.0 oo
Romania 55 @ e Greece 8.0 oo
SlovakRepublic 56  ®  ee Slovenia 9.1 oo
Croatia 56 © oo United Kingdom 9.4 oo
France 59 @ e Denmark 9.9 oo
CzechRepublic 59 @ oo Netherlands 10.1 oo
Spain 6.2 (1] Ireland 10.3 oo
Lithuania 64 oo Malta 134 @ oo
Portugal 6.7 oo Cyprus 149 L oo
Germany 6.7 (1] Belgium 157 @ oo
Latvia 6.9 oo Luxembourg 192 @ oo

European Union 7.1 oo

Challenges remain @ Significant challengesremain @ Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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CLEANWATER

(Ml Population using safely managed water

E services (%)

Percentage of the population using a safely managed drinking water service. A
safely managed drinking water service is one where people use an "improved"
source meeting three criteria: it is accessible on premises, water is available
when needed, and the water supplied is free from contamination. Improved
sources are those that have the potential to deliver safe water by nature of
their design and construction.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: WHO/UNICEF JMP

Country Value Rating Trend

Netherlands 1000 ® 4 Bulgaria %6 © 4
Malta %9 e 4 UnitedKingdom 957 @ 4
Cyprus %6 e 4 EuropeanUnion 956 ® 4
Germany %2 e 4 Portugal 9%51 e 4
Greece %89 e 4 Poland 939 >
Ireland 989 e 4 Italy 93.7 4+
Austria %87 e 4 Slovak Republic 934 >
Belgium 984 © P France 933 ->
Luxembourg 982 e 4 Lithuania 91.7 L
Spain 982 e 4 Croatia 90.5 3
Slovenia %0 © 4 Romania 87.8 J
Sweden %0 e 4 Latvia 819 ©
CzechRepublic 976 ® 4 Estonia 817 o
Finland %9 © 4 Hungary 815 o 4
Denmark %.7 ® 4

Population unable to keep home
adequately warm (%)

Share of population who are in the state of enforced inability to keep home
adequately warm.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Austria 6 ® 4 United Kingdom 5.5 L
Finland 17 e 4 Hungary 6.1 L
Luxembourg 19 [ ] * EuropeanUnion 7.3 L
Netherlands 22 o 4 Latvia 75 4
Estonia 23 e 4 Malta 76 L
Sweden 23 e 4 Croatia 7.7 L
CzechRepublic 27 ® 4 Spain 9.1 L
Germany 20 o 4 Romania 9% o 4
Denmark 30 @ 4 Italy 140 © 4
Slovenia 33 e 4 Portugal 94 e 4
Slovak Republic 4.3 * Cyprus 219 e 4
Ireland 44 1t Greece 27 e 4
France 50 4+ Lithuania 279 ©
Poland 5.1 4 Bulgaria 337 @
Belgium 52 >

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

CLEANWATER

Population using safely managed
ANDSANITATION . . .
E sanitation services (%)

Percentage of the population using safely managed
sanitation services. Safely managed sanitation services
are "improved" sanitation facilities that are not shared with other
households, and where the excreta produced should either be treated
and disposed of in situ, stored temporarily and then emptied, transported
and treated off-site, or transported through a sewer with wastewater and
then treated off-site. Improved sanitation facilities are those designed to
hygienically separate excreta from human contact.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: WHO/UNICEF JMP

Country Value Rating Trend

UnitedKingdom 976 @ 4 Czech Republic 81.9 A
Netherlands 975 @ 4 Slovak Republic 81.7 J
Spain 975 e 4 Latvia 784

Belgium 971 e 4 Poland 71 @
Austria %8 e 4 Slovenia 757 @ <
Germany 9%5 ® 4 Hungary 756 © 4
Italy %4 o 4 Cyprus 756 © ¥
Luxembourg 937 @ 4 Greece 752 @ =
Denmark 932 e 4 Ireland 703 o 4
Malta 930 e 4 Portugal 617 @ <
Estonia 2”9 e 4 Lithuania 612 @ =
Sweden 9”3 e 4 Croatia 601 @ =S
France 2”1 e 4 Romania 571 @
Finland 9% e 4 Bulgaria 489 e
European Union 89.2 ()

Share of renewable energy in gross final
energy consumption (%)

The indicator measures the share of renewable energy consumption in gross
final energy consumption according to the Renewable Energy Directive. The
gross final energy consumption is the energy used by end-consumers (final

energy consumption) plus grid losses and self-consumption of power plants.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 545 @ 4 Greece 163 © <>
Finland 410 e 4 France 163 ®
Latvia 390 o 4 Germany 155 ® <>
Denmark 358 o 4 CzechRepublic 148 @
Austria 326 © 4 Hungary 133 o
Estonia 292 L SlovakRepublic 115 @
Portugal 28.1 () Poland 09 e ¢
Croatia 273 J Ireland 107 © <
Lithuania 25.8 4+ UnitedKingdom 102 @
Romania 245 3 Cyprus 929 @ <
Slovenia 215 -> Belgium 9.1 o
Bulgaria 187 ©® < Malta 72 @

Italy 183 o Netherlands 6.6 o
Spain 175 @ Luxembourg 64 @ =
EuropeanUnion 170 ® =

Challenges remain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

CO2emissions from fuel combustion per
electricity output (MtCO2/TWh)

A measure of the carbon intensity of energy production, calculated by
dividing CO2 emissions from the combustion of fuel by electricity output.
This indicator was calculated by dividing national data on Total CO2
emissions from fuel combustion for electricity and heat (MtCO2 ) over
Electricity output (TWh).

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: SE4ALL

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 02 e 4 CzechRepublic 13 ® 4
France 05 o 4 Latvia 13 e <
Finland 06 © 4 Greece 13 e 4
Slovenia 09 e 4 Ireland 13 e 4
Spain 09 e 4 Malta 13 & S
Bulgaria 09 e 4 Cyprus 4 @
Portugal 0 e 4 Croatia 14 e
Austria 1.1 -> Belgium 14 © =
Romania 1.1 * Hungary 15 © <
Denmark 1.1 * Netherlands 15 e <
European Union 1.2 4+ Estonia 1.5 o
Slovak Republic 1.2 4 Poland 18 @
Germany 12 * Lithuania 20 o ¥
Italy 12 4 Luxembourg 116 @ &
United Kingdom 1.2 )

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

Gross disposable income

(€/capita)

The indicator reflects the purchasing power of households
and their ability to invest in goods and services or save for
the future, by accounting for taxes and social contributions and monetary
in-kind social benefits. It is calculated as the adjusted gross disposable
income of households and Non-Profit Institutions Serving Households
(NPISH) divided by the purchasing power parities (PPP) of the actual

o

individual consumption of households and by the total resident population.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Luxembourg 32681 ® 4 Portugal 18,050 +
Germany 28473 @ 4 Czech Republic 17,971 *
Austria 26,730 ® + Lithuania 17,561 *
Netherlands 25648 @ * Slovenia 17,502 *
Sweden 25123 @ 4 Slovak Republic 16,652 1t
Finland 25029 o 4 Estonia 15,963 4
France 2502 © 4 Poland 15,687 *
Belgium 2491 o 4 Greece 14768 ®
Denmark 24957 ® 4 Hungary 14,409 ®
UnitedKingdom 23,597 @ 4 Latvia 14036 ®© 4
Italy 2373 o 4 Romania 1278 ® 4
EuropeanUnion 22,170 @ 4 Croatia 12109 ® oo
Ireland 20760 ® 4 Bulgaria 10875 ®
Spain 19,336 4+ Malta NA ® oo
Cyprus 18458 4+

® SDGachieved

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.
Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

o

Protection of fundamental labour rights
(worst O-1 best)

Measures the effective enforcement of fundamental labor rights, including
freedom of association and the right to collective bargaining, the absence of
discrimination with respect to employment, and freedom from forced labor

and child labor.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available
Source: World Justice Project

Country

Denmark 0.95
Finland 0.87
Germany 0.85
Austria 0.81
Netherlands 0.81
Belgium 0.79
France 0.79
Spain 0.76
Sweden 0.75

European Union 0.74
Czech Republic 0.73

Romania 0.73
Slovenia 0.73
Portugal 071
Estonia 0.71

DEGENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

o

The share of the population aged 15 to 29 who is not employed and not
involved in education or training.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country

Netherlands 57
Sweden 7.0
Malta 74
Luxembourg 7.5
Germany 79
Austria 84
Denmark 8.5
Slovenia 8.8
Lithuania 9.3
CzechRepublic 9.5
Portugal 9.6
Finland 10.1
Ireland 11.6
Latvia 11.6
Estonia 11.7

Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Value Rating Trend

Value Rating Trend
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Croatia 0.70
United Kingdom 0.69
Hungary 0.69
Bulgaria 0.67
Poland 0.67
Italy 0.57
Greece 0.55
Cyprus NA
Ireland NA
Latvia NA
Lithuania NA
Luxembourg NA
Malta NA

Slovak Republic  NA

United Kingdom 11.7

Belgium 12.0
Poland 12.1
Hungary 12.9
European Union 13.1
France 136
Slovak Republic 14.6
Cyprus 14.9
Spain 153
Croatia 15.6
Romania 17.0
Bulgaria 18.1
Greece 19.5
Italy 234

Youth not in employment, education or
training (NEET)
(% of population aged 15 to 29)

PIIIIIIIII>I D



Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

e Employment rate (%) e Long term unemployment rate (%)

ECONOMIC GROWTH ECONOMIC GROWTH

Share of the economically active population aged 15 to
74 who has been unemployed for 12 months or more.
Unemployed persons are defined as persons aged 15-74

o o

Share of the population aged 20 to 64 which is employed. Employed persons who were without work during the reference week, were currently available
are defined as persons who, during a reference week, worked at least one to start working within the next two weeks and were either actively seeking
hour for pay or profit or were not working but had jobs from which they were work in the last four weeks or had already found a job to start within the
temporarily absent. next three months. The unemployment period is defined as the duration
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available of ajob search, or as the length of time since the last job was held (if
Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS) shorter than the time spent on a job search).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 826 © 4 Ireland 74.1 L CzechRepublic 07 @ 4 Ireland 2.1 L
CzechRepublic 799 @ 4 Cyprus 739 L Poland 0 e 4 Slovenia 22 L
Germany 799 e 4 European Union 73.2 4 Denmark 17 e 4 Cyprus 2.7 4+
Estonia 795 ® 4 Bulgaria 724 + Malta 1 e 4 Belgium 29 +
Netherlands 792 @ 4 Slovak Republic 72.4 L UnitedKingdom 11 @ 4 Bulgaria 3.0 4
UnitedKingdom 787 @ 4 Poland 722 1 Sweden 2 e 4 EuropeanUnion 3.1 L
Denmark 782 e 4 Luxembourg ~ 72.1 L Estonia 13 o % Latvia 3.1 L
Lithuania 778 e 4 France 718 ! Austria 14 e 4 Portugal 3.1 1
Latvia 768 e 4 Romania 69.9 L Germany 14 e 4 Croatia 34 1+
Finland 763 e 4 Belgium 69.7 L Hungary 4 e 4 France 38 e 4
Austria 762 e 4 Spain 670 ® 4 Luxembourg 14 e 4 SlovakRepublic 40 @ 4
Portugal 754 @ 4 Croatia 652 ® 4 Netherlands 4 e 4 Italy 62 @
Slovenia 754 @ 4 Italy 630 ® Finland 6 ® 4 Spain 64 © 4
Malta 750 e 4 Greece 595 e 4 Romania 8 e 4 Greece 36 © 4
Hungary 744 * Lithuania 20 © 4
P People killed in accidents at work e Victims of modern slavery
/~/ (per100,000 population) /\/ (per 1,000 population)
| |
Number of fatal accidents that occur during the course of work and lead to Estimation of the number of people in modern slavery. Modern slavery is
the death of the victim within one year of the accident. The incidence rate defined as people in forced labour or forced marriage. It is calculated based
refers to the number of fatal accidents per 100,000 persons in employment. on standardised surveys and Multiple Systems Estimation (MSE).
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat Source: Walk Free Foundation (2018)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Malta 05 e 4 Spain 20 © 4 Luxembourg 15 @ oo EuropeanUnion 26 @  ee
Cyprus 05 e 4 Poland 20 o 4 Sweden 16 ® e CzechRepublic 29 @ e
Netherlands 06 e 4 SlovakRepublic 20 @ 4 Denmark 16 @ oo SlovakRepublic 29 @  ee
UnitedKingdom 09 @ 4 Hungary 20 © 4 Finland 17 @ e Poland 34 @ e
Germany 09 e 4 Italy 21 e 4 Ireland 17 @ oo Estonia 36 @ oo
Sweden 09 e 4 Latvia 23 e 4 Austria 17 @ oo Hungary 37 @ oo
Denmark 09 e 4 Austria 2.5 L Netherlands 18 @ e Latvia 39 @ oo
Finland 09 e 4 Croatia 26 3 France 20 @ e Cyprus 42 oo
Estonia 12 [ ] * France 2.7 -> Belgium 20 ([ ] oo Romania 43 oo
Greece 2 e 4 Luxembourg 2.7 ¥ Germany 20 @ e Bulgaria 4.5 oo
Belgium 17 e 4 Lithuania 28 Gy UnitedKingdom 2.1 @  ee Lithuania 58 oo
EuropeanUnion 1.8 [ ] * Portugal 29 1+ Slovenia 2.2 ([ ] oo Croatia 6.0 oo
CzechRepublic 18 @ 4 Bulgaria 34 4 Spain 23 @ e Greece 79 @ e
Slovenia 9 e 4 Romania 45 o 4 Italy 24 @ oo Malta NA @ oo
Ireland 9 e 4 Portugal 25 @ e

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

Fatal work-related accidents embodied
in imports (per 100,000 population)

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

o

Number of fatal work-related accidents associated with imported goods.
Calculated using extensions to a multiregional input-output table.
Reference year: 2010 or closest year available

Source: Alsamawi et al (2017)

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 0.2 [ J oo Cyprus 13 [ J oo
Hungary 04 @ oo Sweden 13 @ oo
Bulgaria 04 @ oo EuropeanUnion 14 @  ee
Poland 05 @ e Malta 15 @ oo
Croatia 0.5 [ J oo Spain 1.5 [ J oo
Latvia 06 ® oo Denmark 16 @ oo
SlovakRepublic 0.7 @  ee Ireland 16 @ oo
Lithuania 0.7 [} oo Germany 17 @ oo
Estonia 07 @ e Belgium 18 @ oo
CzechRepublic 08 ® oo UnitedKingdom 18 ® e
Italy 09 @ oo France 1.9 oo
Portugal 09 @ oo Austria 19 oo
Greece 09 @ e Netherlands 2.1 oo
Slovenia 10 @ oo Luxembourg 70 @ oo
Finland 10 @ oo

P R&D personnel

& (% of active population)

Share of R&D personnel broken down by the following institutional sectors:
business enterprise (BES), government (GOV), higher education (HES),
private non-profit (PNP). Data are presented in full-time equivalents as a
share of the economically active population (the ‘labour force”).

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 22 e 4 Portugal 11 e 4
Luxembourg 19 e 4 Greece 0 e 4
Finland 9 e 4 Spain 10 *
Austria 8 e 4 Estonia 09

Sweden 17 e 4 Hungary 09 4
Belgium 17 e 4 Poland 09 4
Germany 16 © 4 Lithuania 038 ->
Netherlands 6 ® 4 Bulgaria 07 o 4
France 15 ® 4 SlovakRepublic 07 @
Slovenia 15 o 4 Malta 07 o ¢
CzechRepublic 13 @ 4 Croatia 07 e 4
Ireland 13 e 4 Latvia 06 © ¥
UnitedKingdom 13 @ 4 Romania 04 ©
EuropeanUnion 13 @ 4 Cyprus 04 ©
Italy 12 e 4

® SDG achieved

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement

[ Gross domestic expenditure on R&D

& (% of GDP)

The indicator measures gross domestic expenditure on R&D (GERD) as a
percentage of the gross domestic product (GDP).

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 34 o 4 Estonia 13 3
Austria 32 e 4 Luxembourg 13 ->
Denmark 3] e 4 Spain 2 e ¢
Germany 30 o 4 Greece 17 e 4
Finland 28 o 4 Ireland 11 e ¢
Belgium 26 o 4 Poland 0 ©
France 22 e 4 Lithuania 09 e ¢
Netherlands 20 © 4 SlovakRepublic 09 @ =
Slovenia 9 e 4 Croatia 09 e
EuropeanUnion 1.8 @ * Bulgaria 08 e ¢
CzechRepublic 1.8 @ 4 Cyprus 06 ©®© =
UnitedKingdom 17 @ 4 Malta 05 e
Hungary 14 > Latvia 05 o ¥
Italy 14 -> Romania 05 @
Portugal 13 *

[T Patent applications to the European
& Patent Office (per 1,000,000 population)

Requests for protection of an invention directed either

directly to the European Patent Office (EPO) or filed
under the Patent Cooperation Treaty and designating the EPO (Euro-
PCT), regardless of whether they are granted or not. If one application to
the EPO has more than one inventor, the application is divided equally
among all of them and subsequently among their countries of residence,
thus avoiding double counting. Euro-PCT applications are allocated
according to the nationality of the first listed applicant. The data shows
the total number of applications per country and per million inhabitants.
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available  Source: European Patents Office

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 2835 © 4 CzechRepublic 338 @
Denmark 2466 ©® 4 Estonia 276 ©
Finland 2357 o 4 Hungary 201 o
Austria 2314 o 4 Poland 81 o o
Germany 2288 o 4 Malta 144 ® <
Netherlands 2036 ® 4 Portugal 138 © =
Belgium 1458 © 4 Latvia 14 o ¥
France 1419 o 4 Cyprus 06 © =
EuropeanUnion 1068 @ 4 SlovakRepublic  10.1 ® =
Luxembourg 939 @ 4 Greece 84 o ¢
UnitedKingdom 826 @ 4 Lithuania 76 ®
Ireland 776 4 Romania 51 @
Italy 68.5 J Croatia 48 © =
Slovenia 553 3 Bulgaria 41 e
Spain 356 © <>

Challenges remain @ Significant challengesremain @ Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

L Households with broadband access (%) e Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural
& & [
Percentage of households with broadband internet service. Data given in this Difference in the percentage of households with broadband internet service
domain are collected annually by the National Statistical Institutes and are between households in urban areas as opposed to those in rural areas.
based on Eurostat's annual model questionnaires on ICT (Information and Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Communication Technologies) usage in households and by individuals. Source: Eurostat

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Netherlands 970 @ 4 Belgium 840 e 4 Malta 0 e 4 Poland 70 e 4
UnitedKingdom 950 @ 4 Malta 840 e 4 Belgium 00 e 4 Sweden 70 e 4
Finland B0 e 4 Hungary 830 e 4 Netherlands 00 e 4 France 80 e 4
Luxembourg 930 @ 4 Italy 830 e 4 Slovenia 00 e 4 Hungary 11.0 +
Denmark 0 e 4 Croatia 810 e 4 UnitedKingdom 10 @ 4 Croatia 120 L
Germany 0 e 4 France glo e 4 Austria 20 o 4 Cyprus 120 ->
Sweden 200 e 4 Latvia 79.0 L Denmark 20 o 4 Ireland 12.0 J
Estonia 89.0 [ ] 1t Poland 79.0 L Estonia 20 ([ ] L Lithuania 120 L
Austria 80 o 4 Romania 79.0 L Luxembourg 20 © 4 Spain 13.0 4
Ireland 80 o 4 Slovak Republic 79.0 + Germany 30 o 4 Slovak Republic  15.0 $
Slovenia 870 e 4 Lithuania 780 L Finland 40 e 4 Bulgaria 210 © 4
Cyprus 80 e 4 Portugal 77.0 4 Italy 40 e 4 Portugal 20 @ =
CzechRepublic 860 ® 4 Greece 76.0 L CzechRepublic 50 @ 4 Romania 20 @ 4
Spain 860 e 4 Bulgaria 710 e 4 Latvia 60 o 4 Greece 20 © =
EuropeanUnion 858 @ * EuropeanUnion 68 @ 4
e - Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who e Logistics performance index: Quality

have basic or above basic digital skills (%) of trade and transport-related
& & infrastructure (worst 1-5 best)

Percentage of people aged 55-74 years old who have basic or above Survey-based assessment of the quality of trade and transport related

basic digital skills. Data given in this domain are collected annually by the infrastructure, e.g. ports, roads, railroads and information technology, on a
National Statistical Institutes and are based on Eurostat's annual model scale from 1 (worst) to 5 (best).

questionnaires on ICT (Information and Communication Technologies) usage Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

in households and by individuals. Source: World Bank

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Luxembourg 700 @ oo Spain 260 © oo Germany 44 (] L Hungary 33 ([ ] L
Netherlands 640 ® oo Lithuania 230 @ oo Sweden 42 e 4 Slovenia 33 o 4
Sweden 570 @ oo Slovenia 220 ©® oo Netherlands 42 e 4 Portugal 32 e 4
UnitedKingdom 530 @ e Italy 20 ® e Austria 42 e 4 Poland 32 e 4
Denmark 510 @ oo Hungary 210 @ e UnitedKingdom 40 @ 4 Greece 32 e 4
Finland 510 @ e Latvia 210 ® oo Finland 40 e 4 Estonia 31 e 4
Germany 450 @ oo Cyprus 200 ©® oo France 40 e 4 Croatia 30 o 4
Austria 400 @  ee Malta 190 @ e Belgium 40 e 4 SlovakRepublic 3.0 @ 4
Belgium 300 @ oo Portugal 190 ® oo Denmark 40 e 4 Latvia 30 3
France 350 @ oo Croatia 160 @ oo EuropeanUnion 3.9 [ ] L Malta 2.9 J
European Union  34.1 oo Poland 150 @ oo Italy 39 e 4 Cyprus 29
CzechRepublic  31.0 oo Greece 140 @ oo Spain 38 o 4 Bulgaria 28 J
Estonia 280 oo Bulgaria 100 @ oo Luxembourg 36 o 4 Lithuania 2.7 ¥
Ireland 280 (1] Romania 90 @ e CzechRepublic 35 @ 4 Romania NA @ oo
SlovakRepublic 260 ®  ee Ireland 33 o 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

T The Times Higher Education Universities
Ranking: Average score of top 3
universities (worst 0-100 best)

The average score of the top three universities in each
country that are listed in the global top 1,000 universities in the world,
expressed as 0-100. Calculated as the sum of the top three scores, divided by
three. For countries with at least one university on the list, only the score of the
ranked university was taken into account. Whenever a university score was
missing in the Times Higher Education World University Ranking, an indicator
from the Global Innovation Index on the top 3 universities in Quacquarelli
Symonds (QS) University Ranking 2018, was used as a source when available.
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available  Source: Times Higher Education (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

UnitedKingdom 93.7 @  ee Estonia 374 @ e
Germany 75.1 ® oo Portugal 366 @ oo
Netherlands 685 @ e Greece 359 @ e
Sweden 669 @ e CzechRepublic 329 @ oo
France 668 @ oo Hungary 329 @ e
Belgium 630 @ oo Poland 273 @ e
EuropeanUnion 592 @  ee Croatia 26.1 ® oo
Denmark 582 @ oo Slovenia 26.1 ® oo
Finland 56.1 @ oo Latvia 225 @ oo
Italy 558 @ oo Romania 225 @ oo
Spain 557 @ ee Lithuania 184 (]
Ireland 539 @ oo Slovak Republic  17.1 oo
Austria 534 @ oo Bulgaria 14.4 (1]
Luxembourg 513 @  ee Malta NA @ oo
Cyprus 440 @ oo

10 Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income

-

(=)

v

The Gini coefficient adjusted for top revenues unaccounted for in household
surveys. This indicator takes the average of the unadjusted Giniand the
adjusted Gini.

Reference year: 2014 or closest year available

Source: Chandy, L., Seidel B., (2017)

Country Value Rating Trend

Slovenia 275 e 4 Latvia 359 o 4
Sweden 275 e 4 Hungary 362 ©
Finland 23 o 4 EuropeanUnion 365 ® 4
Denmark 287 o 4 Estonia 374 o ¢
Malta 204* @ oo UnitedKingdom 377 ® =
Netherlands 294 e 4 Italy 382 0 o
Belgium 298 o 4 Croatia 382 o
CzechRepublic  30.2 +* Spain 384 ©
Luxembourg 31.7 J Bulgaria 411 o ¢
Austria 320 > Portugal D6 o Y
France 326 + Poland 439 @ =
Ireland 329 * Greece 49 e ¢
Slovak Republic 334 3 Lithuania 454 o ¢
Germany 334 3 Romania 54 @
Cyprus 355 ©

® SDG achieved

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement
* Imputed data point

e Scientific and technical journal articles

& (per 1,000 population)

The number of scientific and technical journal articles published, that are
covered by the Science Citation Index (SCI) or the Social Sciences Citation
Index (SSCI). Articles are counted and assigned to a country based on the
institutional address(es) listed in the article.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: National Science Foundation

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 24 o 4 Spain 1 e 4
Sweden 20 o 4 Estonia 17 e 4
Finland 9 e 4 France 11 e 4
Netherlands 8 o 4 Slovak Republic 1.0 1+
Slovenia 6 © 4 Croatia 1.0 3
CzechRepublic 15 @ 4 Greece 1.0 3
UnitedKingdom 15 @ 4 Poland 09 4
Ireland 14 e 4 Cyprus 0.8 1+
Belgium 14 e 4 Lithuania 0.8 3
Luxembourg 4 e 4 Malta 0.7 L
Austria 14 e 4 Latvia 06 >
Portugal 13 e 4 Hungary 06 J
Germany 13 e 4 Romania 05 o ¥
EuropeanUnion 12 @ 4 Bulgaria 04 © =
Italy 2 e 4

Palma ratio

10 REDUGED
INEQUALITIES
-

=)
v
Share of allincome received by the 10% of people with highest disposable
income divided by the share of allincome received by the 40% of people with
the lowest disposable income.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

SlovakRepublic 08 @ 4 Ireland 1.1 L
Slovenia 08 o 4 Luxembourg 1.1 oo
CzechRepublic 09 @ 4 Estonia 1.1 4
Belgium 0.9 [ ] t* EuropeanUnion 1.2 ® ->
Denmark 09 e 4 Italy 13 o ¢
Finland 09 e 4 Greece 13 e
Austria 0 e 4 Portugal 13 ®
Bulgaria 10* @ e Spain 13 ® <
Romania 10* @ e Latvia 14 @
Poland 10 * Croatia 14* @ oo
Hungary 1.0 oo UnitedKingdom 15 @
Sweden 10 J Lithuania 17 o $
Netherlands 1.0 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
France 1.1 -> Malta NA ° oo
Germany 1.1 $

Challenges remain @ Significant challengesremain @ Major challenges remain @ Data unavailable

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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10 e Elderly poverty rate (%)

-

=)

v

The percentage of people of 66 years of age or more whose income falls
below the poverty line; taken as half the median household income of the
total population.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 3 e 4 Portugal 9.5 ¥
Netherlands 31 e 4 Germany 96 ->
France 34 e 4 Italy 10.3 $
SlovakRepublic 43 @ 4 Sweden 11.0 $
CzechRepublic 45 @ 4 Slovenia 123 L
Finland 50 e 4 United Kingdom 14.2 3
Hungary 52 @ 4 Lithuania 251 o
Ireland 64 © 4 Latvia 27 e ¥
Luxembourg 7.7 oo Estonia 357 ®
Greece 78 J Bulgaria NA @ oo
Belgium 8.2 ) Croatia NA @ oo
Austria 87 t* Cyprus NA ® oo
EuropeanUnion 9.0 3 Malta NA ® oo
Poland 93 3 Romania NA @ oo
Spain 94 $

TS Overcrowding rate among people living
with below 60% of median equivalized
income (%)

Share of people living in overcrowded conditions in the EU. A person is
considered to be living in an overcrowded household if the house does

not have at least one room for the entire household as well as a room for a
couple, for each single person above 18, for a pair of teenagers (12 to 17 years
of age) of the same sex, for each teenager of different sex and for a pair of
children (under 12 years of age).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 52 e 4 EuropeanUnion 256 ® 4
UnitedKingdom 64 @ 4 Hungary 265 © 4
Malta 70 o 4 CzechRepublic 287 @ 4
Ireland 75 e 4 Denmark 300 e 4
Spain 13 e 4 Austria 323 o 4
Netherlands 118 @ 4 Italy 380 4
Estonia 29 e 4 Sweden 418 ¥
Portugal 187 ® 4 Greece 42 o
Germany 190 e 4 Croatia 44 ©
Belgium 92 e 4 Latvia 470 o 4
Slovenia 19 e 4 Poland 477 o 4
Luxembourg 197 @ 4 Bulgaria 87 o
Finland 204 © 4 SlovakRepublic 556 @
Lithuania 238 o 4 Romania 564 @
France 245 @ 4

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

Share of green space in urban areas (%)

The average share of urban green spaces and forests as a percentage of
land area.

Reference year: 2012 or closest year available
Source: DG Regio (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

Finland 697 @ e Hungary 21.1 oo
Sweden 584 @ oo France 19.9 oo
Slovenia 426 [ oo European Union 19.6 oo
Lithuania 30 @ oo Romania 185 oo
SlovakRepublic 320 ®  ee Netherlands 184 oo
Luxembourg 317 @  ee Belgium 154 oo
Latvia 302 @ e Italy 125 @ e
Croatia 287 @ oo Denmark 108 @ e
Austria 285 @ e UnitedKingdom 10.5 ®  ee
Estonia 279 @ oo Spain 9.7 (] oo
CzechRepublic 274 @ e Greece 86 @ e
Germany 252 @ oo Ireland 79 @ e
Poland 252 @ oo Malta 19 @ oo
Portugal 252 @ e Cyprus 13 (] oo
Bulgaria 22.3 oo

Recycling rate of municipal waste (%)

Tonnage recycled from municipal waste divided by the
total municipal waste arising. Recycling includes material
recycling, composting and anaerobic digestion. Municipal waste consists
mostly of waste generated by households, but may also include similar
wastes generated by small businesses and public institutions and
collected by the municipality. This latter part of municipal waste may vary
from municipality to municipality and from country to country, depending
on the local waste management system.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Germany 676 © 4 Hungary 350 4
Slovenia 578 ® 4 Bulgaria 346 4
Austria 577 e A Czech Republic  34.1 L
Netherlands 542 ® 4 Poland 338 4
Belgium 537 e 4 Spain 335 +
Luxembourg 483 @ 4 SlovakRepublic 298 @ 4
Lithuania 481 o 4 Estonia 24 o ¢
Italy 477 e 4 Portugal 24 o
Sweden 468 © 4 Croatia 2B6 o 4
Denmark 463 o 4 Latvia 233 o ¢
EuropeanUnion 442 @ 4 Greece 189 @
UnitedKingdom 438 @ 4 Cyprus 161 ®
France 29 o 4 Romania 139 ® =
Ireland 407 o 4 Malta 64 ®
Finland 405 e 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

T Population living in a dwelling with a leaking

roof, damp walls, floors or foundation or
ﬁEéﬁ rot in window frames or floor (%)

Share of the population experiencing at least one of the following basic
deficits in their housing condition: a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or
foundation, or rot in window frames or floor.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Finland 46 © 4 EuropeanUnion 140 @ 4
SlovakRepublic 67 @ 4 Lithuania 157 4
Malta 7.1 e 4 Netherlands 15.7 ->
CzechRepublic 77 o 4 Spain 15.9 4
Sweden 78 e 4 Italy 16.1 4
Romania 01 e 4 Denmark 16.4 >
Austria 104 e 4 United Kingdom 17.0 3
France m e 4 Luxembourg 174 $
Croatia 112 e 4 Belgium 180 >
Poland 116 © 4 Hungary 25 e 4
Germany 125 e 4 Slovenia 27 o 4
Ireland ne e 4 Latvia 235 © o
Greece 29 e 4 Portugal 269 © o
Bulgaria B30 ® 4 Cyprus 293 o ¥
Estonia 136 © 4

TP Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban
areas (Ug/m?)

alde

Air pollution measured as the population weighted annual mean
concentration of particulate matter at urban background stations in
agglomerations.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: EEA

Country Value Rating Trend

Finland 49 (] L EuropeanUnion 14.3 ->
Estonia 53 e 4 Cyprus 147 *
Sweden 54 @ 4 Greece 147 *
Ireland 77 e 4 SlovakRepublic 175 ® <)
Denmark 92 e 4 CzechRepublic 184 ® =3
UnitedKingdom 100 ® 4 Croatia 90 o
Luxembourg ~ 11.2 Italy 94 o
Netherlands 13 1 Slovenia 97 o ¢
France 12.0 1+ Romania 204 © ¢
Portugal 120 ¥ Hungary 209 e
Spain 12.1 3 Bulgaria 238 ©
Germany 12.7 L Poland 238 @
Belgium 129 4 Lithuania NA ® oo
Latvia 136 L Malta NA ® oo
Austria 13.8

IR Satisfaction with public transport (%)

AND GOMMUNITIES

ale

Percentage of the surveyed population that responded that they were satisfied
with the public transportation system in the city or area where they live.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Gallup

Country Value Rating Trend

Luxembourg 756 ® 4 Finland 61.0 4
CzechRepublic 705 @ 4 Romania 60.8 ¥
Netherlands 70.5 [ J * Slovak Republic 59.8 L
Germany 701 e 4 Bulgaria 584 ¥
Austria 698 o 4 Malta 57.1 4+
UnitedKingdom 688 @ 4 Greece 57.0 4
Denmark 673 ©® 4 Ireland 56.2 J
Latvia 654 [ ] 1t Lithuania 56.0

Estonia 652 ® 4 Portugal 552 4
Spain 650 ® 4 Belgium 550 ¥
Sweden 64.7 1t Poland 54.8 oo
Slovenia 64.5 4 Cyprus 498 o
Hungary 64.2 * Croatia 478 o ¥
France 629 3 Italy 424 ®
European Union 61.8 $

TITITEE  Access to improved water source, piped
E (% of urban population)
A -
alia
The percentage of the urban population with access to improved drinking
water piped on premises. An "improved" drinking-water source is one that, by
the nature of its construction and when properly used, adequately protects
the source from outside contamination, particularly fecal matter.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: WHO/UNICEF JMP

Country Value Rating Trend

Belgium 00 e 4 Estonia 97 e 4
Denmark 00 e 4 Lithuania %6 © 4
Finland 00 o 4 Croatia %6 © 4
France 00 e 4 Cyprus 95 o 4
Germany 00 e 4 Bulgaria 95 e 4
Greece 00 e 4 Poland %93 e 4
Hungary 00 e 4 Slovenia 93 e 4
Luxembourg 00 e 4 EuropeanUnion 992 @ 4
Malta 00 o 4 Italy 975 ->
Netherlands 00 e 4 Latvia 97.2 L
Portugal 00 e 4 Slovak Republic  97.2 >
Sweden 00 e 4 Ireland 97.0 $
UnitedKingdom 100 ® 4 Romania 89.8 >
Spain 99 e 4 Austria NA ® oo
CzechRepublic 999 @ 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

Source: Zhanget. al. (2017)

T Circular material use rate (% T Production-based SO, emissions
12 o, 12 g, ?

(kg/capita) >
=]
[@0) @0 3
o
b3
The circular material use rate (CMU) measures the share of material SO, emissions associated with the production of goods and services, which w
recovered and fed back into the economy in overall material use. The CMU is are then either exported or consumed domestically. The health impacts of 5
defined as the ratio of the circular use of materials to the overall material use. outdoor air pollution are felt locally as well as in neighbouring regions, due to o
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available transboundary atmospheric transport of the pollutants. 8
Source: Eurostat Reference year: 2010 or closest year available 3
=
i)
=]
o
=h
o
(7]

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Netherlands 200 @ oo Luxembourg 65 @ oo Latvia 23 @ e Lithuania 12.7 oo
France 19.5 L] oo Hungary 64 ©® oo Sweden 37 @ e European Union 14.6 oo
Belgium 189 oo Finland 53 @ e Netherlands 38 @ e Croatia 16.9 oo
United Kingdom 17.2 oo Malta 52 @ e Austria 39 @ e Finland 17.6 oo
Italy 17.1 oo SlovakRepublic 49 @  ee Denmark 43 @ e Slovak Republic 17.8 oo
EuropeanUnion 127 @  ee Lithuania 45 @ oo Luxembourg 48 @ oo Czech Republic 21.1 ® oo
Estonia 118 ® oo Croatia 44 @ oo Italy 50 @ e Spain 25.1 (] oo
Germany 114 @ oo Bulgaria 43 @ oo Germany 70 @ e Cyprus 206 @ oo
Austria 106 @ e Latvia 39 @ oo France 72 @ e Romania 309 @ oo
Poland 102 @ oo Cyprus 23 @ e Slovenia 8.1 ® oo Malta 32.1 @ oo
Slovenia 85 @ oo Portugal 2.1 @ oo Hungary 86 ©® oo Poland 321 ® oo
Denmark 82 ® oo Ireland 17 @ oo UnitedKingdom 9.7 @  ee Greece 453 @ oo
Spain 82 @ oo Romania 15 @ oo Ireland 10.9 oo Estonia 683 @ oo
CzechRepublic 76  ® oo Greece 13 @ oo Belgium 1.2 oo Bulgaria 982 @ oo
Sweden 7.1 ® oo Portugal 114 oo
TE  Imported SO, emissions TE  Nitrogen production footprint

ANDPRODUCTION (kg/Caplta) ANDPRODUCTION (kg/ca p|ta)
Net imports of SOz emissions associated with the trade in goods and Reactive nitrogen emitted during the production of commodities, which
services. These have severe health impacts and are a significant cause of are then either exported or consumed domestically. Reactive nitrogen
premature mortality worldwide. Trade in goods mean that health impacts of corresponds to emissions of ammonia, nitrogen oxides and nitrous oxide
air pollution occur far away from the point of consumption. to the atmosphere, and of reactive nitrogen potentially exportable to water
Reference year: 2010 or closest year available bodies, all of which can be harmful to human health and the environment.
Source: Zhanget. al. (2017) Reference year: 2010 or closest year available

Source: Oitaetal. (2016)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Bulgaria 310 @ oo Slovenia 174 @ oo Bulgaria 20.0 oo EuropeanUnion 43.1 ®  ee
Estonia 45 @ ee Germany 175 @ oo Croatia 232 oo Finland 437 @ e
Romania 12 @ ee Italy 179 @ oo Hungary 26.2 oo Lithuania 444 @ e
Poland 10 @ ee Latvia 187 @ oo CzechRepublic 319 ®  ee Denmark 454 @ e
CzechRepublic 2.6 (1] Sweden 190 @ oo Poland 332 @ e Ireland 467 ® e
SlovakRepublic 5.2 (] Austria 201 @ e Slovenia 347 @ e Malta 471 @ e
Hungary 74 oo UnitedKingdom 202 @  ee Latvia 37.0 @ e Spain 474 ©® oo
Portugal 85 ® oo Netherlands 208 @ oo Estonia 380 @ oo Netherlands 477 @  ee
Spain 87 @ oo Finland 211 @ e Italy 333 @ e Cyprus 480 ® e
Lithuania 106 ® oo Ireland 220 @ e Romania 395 @ ee France 481 @ e
Malta 116 @ oo Cyprus 232 © oo SlovakRepublic 402 ®  ee Austria 487 @ e
Croatia 117 @ oo Denmark 248 @ oo Belgium 409 ® oo UnitedKingdom 509 @  ee
EuropeanUnion 136 @  ee Belgium 301 @ e Sweden 416 @ e Greece 569 @  ee
France 138 ® oo Luxembourg 609 @ e Germany 423 @ e Luxembourg 1398 @ e
Greece 168 @ oo Portugal 428 @ oo

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

T  Netimported emissions of reactive 13 o Contribution to the international 100bn
“y nitrogen (kg/capita) USD commitment on climate related
CX) @ expending (per 10,000€ of GDP)
Netimports of reactive nitrogen emitted during the production of The total amount spent from the annual budget of the EU Member States as
commodities. Reactive nitrogen corresponds here to emissions of ammonia, well as of the European Commission and the European Investment Bank, in
nitrogen oxides and nitrous oxide to the atmosphere, and of reactive nitrogen order to contribute to the international 100bn USD commitment for climate
potentially exportable to water bodies, all of which can be harmful to human finance under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
health and the environment. (UNFCCC). The financial contribution was divided by GDP to obtain the share
Reference year: 2010 or closest year available of GDP, then multiplied by 10,000.
Source: Oitaetal. (2016) Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: DG Clima
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Bulgaria -2003 © oo Slovenia 1250 ® oo Germany 20.5 ([ ] 1+ Slovenia 0.9 o =
Ireland -1998 @ oo Belgium 1483 ® oo France 19.1 [ ] 1t Slovak Republic 0.4 o =
Denmark 1154 @ oo Sweden 1693 @ oo Sweden 08 e 4 CzechRepublic 04 @
Hungary -1033 @ e Cyprus 1705 @ oo EuropeanUnion 7.9 4 Lithuania 04 ® =
Poland 116 oo Italy 1726 © oo Luxembourg 73 -> Estonia 0.3 (] 3
Romania 185 oo Portugal 2012 @ oo Denmark 6.2 J Greece 0.3 o =
CzechRepublic  26.6 oo Austria 2035 ® oo Netherlands 55 -> Malta 01 e =
Estonia 27.8 oo Germany 2054 @ oo Finland 53 o ¢ Portugal 0.1 o I
Lithuania 329 oo Greece 2150 @ oo Spain 45 o Poland 01 e ¥
Croatia 53.5 oo Netherlands 2236 © oo Austria 44 o Romania 0.0 o =
Latvia 60.7 oo Malta 2552 @ oo UnitedKingdom 44 @ $ Bulgaria 00 @ oo
Finland 743 (] Luxembourg 9654 @ e Italy 37 e 4 Croatia 00 o
Spain 812 @ oo Slovak Republic NA ® oo Belgium 24 o Latvia 00 e
EuropeanUnion 1176 @ oo United Kingdom NA ® oo Ireland 2.2 o Cyprus 00 @ oo
France 1224 @ oo Hungary 1.1 o
13 oo Energy-related CO, emissions 13 o Imported CO, emissions, technology-
@ (tCOy/capita) @ adjusted (tCO,/capita)
Emissions of carbon dioxide per capita that arise from the consumption Imports of COz emissions embodied in goods, measured as technology-
of energy. This includes emissions due to the consumption of petroleum, adjusted consumption-based emissions minus production-based emissions.
natural gas, coal, and also from natural gas flaring. Technology-adjusted consumption-based accounting (TCBA) reflects the
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available carbon efficiency of exporting sectors. If a country uses relatively CO»-
Source: Gutschow et al (2016) intensive technologies in its export sector, then it will have higher TCBA
emissions than suggested by a simple carbon footprint.
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: Kander et al. (2015)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Romania 33 -> Denmark 58 ([ ] 1t Luxembourg 99 [ ] (X3 Portugal 0.5 [ ) oo
Latvia 35 -> Malta 6.3 [ ] 4 Ireland -34 [ ] oo Latvia 0.7 oo
Croatia 40 [ ] -> EuropeanUnion 6.4 [ -> Estonia -3.1 [ ] oo Belgium 0.7 oo
Sweden 44  ® < Slovenia 64 ©® = CzechRepublic -30 @ oo Bulgaria 08 ® oo
Lithuania 4.5 ([ ] 3 Austria 6.8 o Denmark -18 [ ] oo United Kingdom 1.0 (] oo
Portugal 46 o ¥ Poland 77 @ = Slovenia 14 @ e Sweden 10 @ oo
Hungary 47 o ¢ Ireland 78 o ¢ Netherlands 12 @ e France 11 @ oo
France 5.0 [ ] Belgium 8.6 [ ] J Malta -06 [ ] oo Austria 1.1 [ ] oo
Spain 510 @ Finland 87 o Germany 05 @ oo Italy 12 @ oo
Cyprus 54 @ Germany 88 O = Hungary 03 @ e Lithuania 14 @ e
Greece 54 © CzechRepublic 95 @ & Romania 02 @ oo Greece 15 @ oo
Italy 55 o Netherlands 104 @ $ Spain 0.2 [ J oo Finland 16 @ oo
SlovakRepublic 55 @ Estonia 142 ® Croatia 03 @ oo Cyprus 19 @ e
UnitedKingdom 57 @ 4 Luxembourg 15.1 [ Poland 03 @ oo SlovakRepublic 2.1 ® oo
Bulgaria 58 @ EuropeanUnion 04 @  ee

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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13 e CO, emissions embodied in fossil fuel

ACTION

@ exports (kg/capita)

Kilograms of COz emissions per capita embodied in the exports of coal, gas
and oil. Calculated using a 3 year average of fossil fuel exports and applying
CO» conversion factors to those fossil fuels. For countries with little to no
production of fossil fuels, we assumed a value of 0.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: UN Comtrade

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 0.0 @ oo Lithuania 160.0 oo
Malta 0.0 @ oo Croatia 177.6 oo
Luxembourg 0.0 @ oo Hungary 197.2 oo
Finland 5.1 @ oo Austria 3382 oo
Bulgaria 158 @ oo Slovenia 4514 oo
Romania 186 ® oo Poland 567.7 oo
Portugal 23.1 ® oo EuropeanUnion  753.6 oo
Estonia 299 @ oo Germany 8787 oo
Greece 396 @ oo Netherlands 1281.7 oo
Italy 580 @ oo CzechRepublic 15884 oo
Ireland 69.2 @ oo Slovak Republic  1656.5 oo
Latvia 69.4 ® oo Denmark 22684 oo
Sweden 828 @ oo United Kingdom  2336.5 oo
Spain 1232 oo Belgium 38236 oo
France 157.3 oo

TRl Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed
by EEZ (%)

The percentage of a country’s total catch, within its exclusive economic
zone (EEZ), thatis comprised of species that are overexploited or collapsed,
weighted by the quality of fish catch data.

Reference year: 2014 or closest year available

Source: Sea Aound Us &EPI (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 13 e 4 Poland 59 e 4
Finland 45 o 4 Cyprus 666 ® 4
Croatia 70 e 4 Portugal 705 o
Malta 125 3 Italy 751 e ¥
France 96 o 4 Austria NA @ oo
UnitedKingdom 205 @ 4 Belgium NA ® oo
Ireland 216 4 Bulgaria NA @ oo
Spain 353 @ 4 CzechRepublic NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 437 @ Hungary NA @ oo
Denmark 40 e 4 Lithuania NA @ oo
Sweden 458 o ¢ Luxembourg NA @ oo
Netherlands 484 @ J Romania NA [ ) oo
Greece 486 o ¢ SlovakRepublic NA  ®  ee
Latvia 545 o ¢ Slovenia NA @ oo
Germany 573 e 4

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

TECl  Bathing sites of excellent quality (%)

Assesses quality of surface waters that can be used for bathing except for
swimming pools and spa pools, confined waters subject to treatment or used
for therapeutic purposes and confined waters artificially separated from
surface water and groundwater. Bathing water quality was evaluated upon
two microbiological parameters: Intestinal enterococciand Escherichia coli.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: EEA (2019)

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 291 e 4 CzechRepublic 817 @ 4
Malta %9 e 4 France 7838 4+
Austria 973 e 4 European Union 76.9

Greece 970 e 4 Luxembourg 733 +
Croatia %4 @ 4 Netherlands 727 4
Latvia 29 e 4 Sweden 727 4
Germany 27 e 4 Hungary 723 4
Portugal 911 e 4 Ireland 710 $
Italy 00 e 4 Estonia 66.7 4r
Belgium g78 o 4 UnitedKingdom 632 @
Denmark 874 o 4 SlovakRepublic 563 ® 4
Slovenia 872 e 4 Romania 560 © 4
Spain 870 e 4 Bulgaria 506 ©
Finland 847 o 4 Poland 280 ©
Lithuania 846 o 4

14 5 e Fish caught by trawling (%)

The percentage of a country's total fish catch caught by trawling, a method
of fishing in which industrial fishing vessels drag large nets (trawls) along the
seabed.

Reference year: 2014 or closest year available
Source: Sea Aound Us

Country Value Rating Trend

Lithuania 42 e 4 Sweden 793 @ =
Portugal 13 A Finland 793 e ¢
Croatia 179 © 4 Germany 806 @ =
Bulgaria 206 o 4 Ireland 859 ® <
Greece 218 © Slovenia 807 @ oo
France 278 @ Malta 286 ©
Estonia 26 o Belgium 971 e S
Spain 336 © 4 Netherlands 974 @ =
Italy 518 @ Austria NA @ oo
Poland 565 o $ Cyprus NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 574 @ = CzechRepublic NA ® oo
Latvia 612 @ 4 Hungary NA @ oo
Romania 703 e 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
Denmark 712 o < Slovak Republic  NA [ ] oo
UnitedKingdom 712 @ &

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

TE Ml Mean area that is protected in marine 15 1= Mean area that is protected in terrestrial

ON LAND

sites important to biodiversity (%) sites important to biodiversity (%)

The mean percentage area of marine Key Biodiversity Areas (sites that are The mean percentage area of terrestrial Key Biodiversity Areas (sites that
important for the global persistence of marine biodiversity) that is covered by are important for the global persistence of biodiversity) that is covered by
protected areas. protected areas.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Birdlife International et al. Source: Birdlife International et al.
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Romania 99.3 e 4 Netherlands 81.5 -> Malta 99.3 [ J * Slovak Republic  82.7 ->
Bulgaria 93 e 4 France 794 © < Bulgaria %9 e 4 Belgium 81.0 >
Malta %9 e 4 Croatia 752 © Latvia 973 e 4 France 80.9 >
Estonia 978 e 4 Italy 738 © S Estonia %28 e 4 EuropeanUnion 79.1 @ <>
Latvia 958 o 4 Lithuania 673 © = CzechRepublic 923 @ 4 Germany 783 © o
Belgium R84 O 4 Portugal 657 @ = Netherlands 906 ® 4 Italy 779 &
Denmark 894 -> Sweden 59.1 o Lithuania 90.5 ([ ] 1t Romania 77.3 o
Slovenia 88.6 -> Finland 543 @ = Denmark 89.7 -> Finland 748 ® <
Greece 86.4 L Cyprus 392 o Ireland 87.7 -> Croatia 741 o
Germany 856 -> Austria NA @ oo Poland 876 -> Portugal 74.1 o S
Spain 85.6 -> CzechRepublic NA ® oo Greece 858 -> Austria 666 O =
Ireland 84.5 -> Hungary NA @ oo Slovenia 85.1 -> Cyprus 66.1 (]
United Kingdom 84.0 Luxembourg NA @ oo United Kingdom 84.3 -> Sweden 584 @ =
Poland 83.8 -> Slovak Republic  NA [ ] oo Luxembourg 833 -> Spain 56.6 o =
European Union 82.2 -> Hungary 83.1 ->
15 o Mean area that is protected in freshwater 15 4 0 Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers
sites important to biodiversity (%) (mg Oy/litre)
The mean percentage area of freshwater Key Biodiversity Areas (sites that Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) is used to measure water quality. It refers
areimportant for the global persistence of biodiversity) that is covered by to the amount of oxygen required by aerobic microorganisms to decompose
protected areas. organic substances in a water sample over a period of five days in the dark
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available at20°C (BODS5), measured as milligrams per litre (mg 02/L) and weighted by
Source: Birdlife International etal. the number of measuring stations. High values of BODS are usually a sign of
organic pollution, which affects the water quality.
Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: EEA
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Denmark 1000 © 4 Slovak Republic ~ 81.5 > Ireland 12 e 4 Bulgaria 26 © 4
Bulgaria %86 © 4 Germany 81.1 -> Latvia 3 e 4 CzechRepublic 27 @
Ireland 977 ® 4 EuropeanUnion 800 ® = France 3 e 4 Poland 28 ©
Latvia 975 e 4 France 780 © < Austria 13 e 4 Belgium 20 o ¢
Lithuania 952 @ L Slovenia 775 @ = United Kingdom 1.6 [ ] * Romania 34 o
Estonia 35 e 4 Finland 740 ® = Estonia 6 e 4 Germany NA @ oo
Netherlands B4 © 4 Austria 712 & Finland 17 @ 4 Greece NA @ oo
Belgium 28 o 4 Romania 659 ® = Denmark 7 e 4 Hungary NA @ oo
CzechRepublic 921 @ 4 Portugal 640 © = Cyprus 9 e 4 Malta NA @ oo
Poland 918 e 4 Sweden 619 ® = Luxembourg 9 e 4 Netherlands NA @ oo
United Kingdom  88.1 -> Spain 461 @ = EuropeanUnion 2.0 ([ ] 1t Portugal NA (] oo
Greece 87.2 -> Luxembourg 3717 @ = Croatia 20 [ ] 1t Slovenia NA (] oo
Croatia 86.8 -> Cyprus NA @ oo Lithuania 20 4 Spain NA @ oo
Hungary 849 -> Malta NA @ oo Italy 2.1 -> Sweden NA ° oo
Italy 84.7 -> Slovak Republic 2.4 ->

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

Nitrate in groundwater
(mg NO3/litre)

Imported biodiversity threats
(per 1,000,000 population)

Indicator refers to concentrations of nitrate (NO3) in groundwater, measured Number of species threatened as a result of international trade expressed
as milligrams per litre (mg NO3/L). Data are taken from well samples and per1,000,000 people.

aggregated to annual average values. Nitrate can persist in groundwater for a Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

long time and accumulate at a high level through inputs from anthropogenic Source: Lenzen etal. (2012)

sources (mainly agriculture). The EU drinking water standard is limited to 50
mgNO3/L to avoid threats to human health.
Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
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Source: EEA
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 10 ® 1t Bulgaria 294 4 Romania 2.1 oo EuropeanUnion 9.3 (] oo
Lithuania 2 e 4 Spain 395 © < Poland 33 oo Sweden 108 @ e
UnitedKingdom 50 @ 4 Cyprus 427 o $ Hungary 34 oo Cyprus 109 @ oo
Estonia 66 ® 4 Croatia NA @ oo Bulgaria 35 oo Germany 1.1 ® oo
Italy 04 o 4 Greece NA @ oo SlovakRepublic 55 ®  ee France 113 @ e
Ireland 22 e 4 Hungary NA @ oo CzechRepublic 58 @ oo Belgium 115 @ oo
SlovakRepublic 159 @ * Latvia NA ® oo Italy 7.0 ® oo Denmark 122 (] oo
Denmark 67 ® 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo Greece 76 @  ee UnitedKingdom 12.8 @  ee
Portugal 167 ® 4 Malta NA @ oo Croatia 79 @ e Austria 134 @ oo
CzechRepublic 176 ® 4 Netherlands NA @ oo Latvia 8.1 ® oo Netherlands 136 @ oo
France 178 @ * Poland NA ® oo Lithuania 84 ® oo Slovenia 14.0 (] oo
EuropeanUnion 186 @ 4 Romania NA @ oo Estonia 84 @ e Ireland 143 @ e
Austria 236 ©® 4+ Slovenia NA ® oo Finland 8.5 ® oo Malta 15.5 (] oo
Germany 244 © 4 Sweden NA @ oo Spain 88 @ e Luxembourg 61.1 @ oo
Belgium 280 ) Portugal 89 @ oo
Red List Index of species survival Yl Deathrate duetohomicide
(worst O-1best) il (per 100,000 population)
¥,
Change in aggregate extinction risk across groups of species. The index is Standardised death rate of homicide and injuries inflicted by another person
based on genuine changes in the number of species in each category of with the intent to injure or kill by any means, including ‘late effects’ from assault
extinction risk on The [UCN Red List of Threatened Species. (International Classification of Diseases (ICD) codes X85 to YO9 and Y87.1).
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: IUCN and Birdlife International Source: Eurostat
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 09 e 4 Netherlands 094 @ ¢ UnitedKingdom 01 @ 4
Finland 09 e 4 Slovenia 094 o Denmark 05 e 4 Greece 8 e 4
Lithuania 0.99 > Hungary 093 © = Luxembourg 05 e % Portugal 08 o 4
Latvia 0.99 > Ireland 092 e ¢ Germany 05 e 4 Malta 08 o 4
Luxembourg  0.99 -> EuropeanUnion 091 @ & France 05 o 4 Sweden 09 e 4
Belgium 0.99 > Italy 0950 e ¢ Austria 05 e 4 Hungary 0 e 4
Estonia 099 -> Croatia 090 o CzechRepublic 05 @ 4 Bulgaria 1 e 4
Germany 0.98 > Austria 089 @ = Italy 05 e 4 Belgium 1 e 4
Cyprus 0.98 -> Malta 088 © = Ireland 05 e 4 Finland 12 e 4
Denmark 097 © S France 087 ® ¢ Spain 06 o 4 Croatia 12 e 4
Poland 097 ® Portugal 085 o Netherlands 06 o 4 Cyprus 3 e 4
CzechRepublic 097 ® = Greece 085 © EuropeanUnion 06 @ 4 Romania 16 L
SlovakRepublic 096 ® =3 Spain 084 o Slovenia 07 e 4 Estonia 2.7 1
Romania 095 ® < UnitedKingdom 078 @ & SlovakRepublic 0.7 @ 4 Lithuania 36 o 4
Bulgaria 094 © = Poland 08 o 4 Latvia 46 o 4

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

Population reporting crime in their area
(%)

1 6 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG
INSTITUTIONS

Y,

Share of the population who reported that they face the problem of crime,
violence or vandalism in their local area. This describes the situation where
the respondent feels crime, violence or vandalism in the area to be a problem
for the household, although this perception is not necessarily based on

Gap in population reporting crime in
their area, by income (p.p.)

1 6 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG
INSTITUTIONS

Gap in percentage of people reporting crime, violence or vandalism in their
area between those below 60% of median equivalised income and those
above 60% of median equivalised income.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

personal experience. Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Croatia 26 @ +* Romania 11.5 * Austria 0** @ 1+ Sweden 17 e 4
Hungary 48 @ 4 Luxembourg 120 * Croatia 0o e 4 Bulgaria 20 e 4
Poland 48 o 4 Belgium 123 4 Cyprus o e 4 Ireland 25 4
SlovakRepublic 62 @ 4 Cyprus 125 3 Latvia o e 4 Spain 2.7 ¥
Portugal 65 © 4 Italy 125 * Poland 0o e 4 Czech Republic 2.9 ar
Finland 70 e 4 Malta 12,5 $ Slovenia 0o e 4 Slovak Republic 3.0 1+
Denmark 74 e 4 European Union 12.8 * Estonia 02 e 4 EuropeanUnion 3.3 ->
Estonia 74 e 4 Greece 13.5 ¥ Italy 06 ® 4 United Kingdom 3.7 L
CzechRepublic 79 @ 4 France 139 Romania 0 e 4 Netherlands 41 3
Slovenia 79 e 4 Germany 142 3 Portugal 1 e 4 Denmark 56

Lithuania 82 o 4 Sweden 144 $ Lithuania 13 e 4 France 57 ¥
Latvia 86 o 1 Netherlands 174 ® = Luxembourg 3 e 4 Germany 5.9 4
Austria 97 e 4 UnitedKingdom 203 @ Greece 15 e 4 Hungary 79 e 4
Ireland 97 e 4 Bulgaria 218 e 4 Malta 5 e 4 Belgium 29 o ¥
Spain 109 4 Finland 5 e 4

Tl Access tojustice Yl | imeliness of administrative proceedings

INSTITUTIONS
W

INSTITUTIONS
]

(worst O-1best) (worst O-1best)

Yy,

Composite measure of the affordability and accessibility of the civil justice
system.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available
Source: World Justice Project

Composite measure of the effectiveness and timeliness of the enforcement
of civil justice decisions and judgments in practice.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: World Justice Project

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Netherlands 081 @ 4 Finland 067 © 4 Denmark 0% e 4 Greece 0.56 3
Germany 078 o 4 CzechRepublic 066 ® 4 Netherlands 084 @ 4 Portugal 054 © 4
Sweden 078 © 4 Poland 062 * Sweden 083 o 4 Poland 053 O =
Denmark 076 ® 4 Italy 062 J Germany 082 o 4 Croatia 045 @

Spain 076 © 4 Hungary 055 © United Kingdom 0.81 o 4 Italy 044 © =
Belgium 075 o 4 UnitedKingdom 053 @ Estonia 078 ® 4 Hungary 042 o
Estonia 074 © 4 Cyprus NA @ oo Finland 074 © 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
Bulgaria 073 e 4 Ireland NA @ oo Austria 072 o 4 Ireland NA @ oo
Austria 070 © 4 Latvia NA @ oo France 071 e 4 Latvia NA @ oo
Slovenia 070 @ * Lithuania NA ® oo Belgium 0.70 * Lithuania NA () oo
Portugal 069 © 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo European Union 0.67 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
Croatia 069 © 4 Malta NA @ oo Slovenia 0.66 * Malta NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 068 @ 4 Romania NA @ oo Czech Republic 0.62 4 Romania NA @ oo
France 067 ® 4 SlovakRepublic NA @ oo Spain 0.57 4 SlovakRepublic NA  ® oo
Greece 067 © 4 Bulgaria 0.56 *

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

**Only positive values are reported for "gap" indicators. For negative values, "0**" isimputed to indicate an absence of meaningful gaps disadvantaging the targeted group.

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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16 o s Constraints on government power
INSTITUTIONS (WOI’St O_'] beSt)

Composite measure of the extent to which those who govern are bound by
law. It comprises the means, both constitutional and institutional, by which
the powers of the government and its officials and agents are limited and
held accountable under the law.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: World Justice Project

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 095 e 4 Greece 0.69 4
Finland 092 e % Slovenia 0.65 1
Sweden 087 © 4 Poland 058 o ¢
Netherlands 086 ® 4 Croatia 058 o ¥
Germany 085 © 4 Bulgaria 046 ®
Austria 084 o 4 Hungary 041 o
Estonia 084 o 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
UnitedKingdom 084 @ 4 Ireland NA @ oo
Belgium 083 e 4 Latvia NA  ® oo
Portugal 079 e 4 Lithuania NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 076 ® 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
France 074 o 4 Malta NA @ oo
CzechRepublic 073 ® 4 Romania NA @ oo
Spain 072 e 4 SlovakRepublic NA @ oo
Italy 071 e 4

16 1o weree Unsentenced detainees

ANDSTRONG

msmur[g{ns (% Of prison popu|ati0n>

Yy,

Unsentenced prisoners, as a percentage of overall prison population.
Persons held unsentenced or pre-trial refers to persons held in prisons, penal
institutions or correctional institutions who are untried, pre-trial or awaiting
afirstinstance decision on their case from a competent authority regarding
their conviction or acquittal.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: UNODC

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 58 e 4 Cyprus 201 e 4
Poland 75 e 4 Hungary 205 o 4
Bulgaria 80 e 4 Malta 21 e 4
CzechRepublic 85 ® 4 Germany 7”8 e 4
Lithuania 88 o 4 Estonia 248 o 4
Slovenia 03 o 4 Croatia 248 o 4
UnitedKingdom 108 @ 4 Netherlands 252 @ 4
Spain 134 © 4 Denmark 2717 e 4
SlovakRepublic 144 ® 4 Belgium 275 e 4
Portugal 52 ® 4 Sweden 284 e A
Austria 61 e 4 France 285 o 4
Ireland 172 e 4 Greece 2096 o 4
Italy 175 e 4 Latvia 315 ¥
European Union 18.2 [ ] 1t Luxembourg 474 ° 3
Finland 91 e 4

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

16 Tce e COI’TUptiOﬂ Perception Index
izl (worst 0-100 best)

»,

Perceived levels of public sector corruption, on a scale from O (highest
level of perceived corruption) to 100 (lowest level of perceived corruption).
The CPI aggregates data from a number of different sources that provide
perceptions of business people and country experts.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Transparency International (2019)

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 80 e 4 Slovenia 600 o 4
Finland g0 e 4 Cyprus 59.0 ¥
Sweden 850 e 4 Czech Republic  59.0 L
Netherlands 820 ® 4 Lithuania 59.0 ->
Luxembourg 810 @ 4 Latvia 580 4p
Germany 800 e 4 Spain 58.0 ->
UnitedKingdom 800 @ 4 Malta 540 ¥
Austria 760 ® 4 Italy 52.0 4
Belgium 750 e 4 Slovak Republic  50.0 3
Estonia 730 e 4 Croatia 80 o ¢
Ireland 730 e 4 Romania 470 © =
France 720 e 4 Hungary 460 ©
EuropeanUnion 674 ® 4 Greece 450 o
Portugal 640 © 4 Bulgaria 20 o =
Poland 600 o 4

16 1ok e Propert\/ nghts

il (worst 1-7 best)
¥,

Survey-based assessment of protection of property rights, on a scale
from 1 (worst) to 7 (best). The indicator reports respondents' qualitative
assessment based on answers to several questions on the protection of
property rights and intellectual property rights protection.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Schwab and Sala-i-Martin (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

Finland 65 @ oo CzechRepublic 48 @  ee
Luxembourg 63 ® oo Spain 46 @ oo
United Kingdom 6.3 (] oo Cyprus 45 (] oo
Netherlands 62 ® oo Slovenia 4.5 oo
Ireland 59 @ e Romania 4.5 oo
Sweden 50 @ e Lithuania 43 oo
Austria 59 @ e Slovak Republic 4.2 oo
Belgium 58 @ oo Italy 4.2 oo
Denmark 58 @ oo Poland 4.1 oo
Germany 56 ° oo Latvia 40 oo
France 55 ® oo Greece 40 oo
Estonia 54 (] oo Croatia 3.7 L] oo
EuropeanUnion 5.1 @ oo Hungary 35 @ e
Malta 5.1 ® oo Bulgaria 34 @ ee
Portugal 48 @ oo

“:"‘- 2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report

149

>
3
3
(0]
X
-
5
=
0
Q
o+
o
=
i)
=
o
=
o
(7}




Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

TYodl Press Freedom Index Yl Exports of major conventional weapons
gl (best 0-100 worst) gl (T1V constant 1990 million USD per
¥, R 100,000 population)

Degree of freedom available to journalists in 180 countries and regions, Volume of major conventional weapons exported, expressed in constant 1990
determined by pooling the responses of experts to a questionnaire devised US$ millions per 100 000 people. Itis calculated based on the trend-indicator
by RSF. value, which is based on the known unit production cost of a core set of
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available weapons, and does not reflect the financial value of the exports. Small arms,
Source: Reporters sans frontiéres (2019) light weapons, ammunition and other support material are not included.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Stockholm Peace Research Institute

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 83 e 4 Spain 205 o 4 Cyprus 00* @ oo Romania 05 @ oo
Netherlands 00 o 4 Slovenia 217 @ 4 Estonia 00 ® oo Bulgaria 06 ® oo
Finland 03 © 4 France 219 e 4 Latvia 00* ® oo Portugal 06 @ oo
Belgium 132 © 4 CzechRepublic 219 ® 4 Lithuania 00* @ oo CzechRepublic 08 @ oo
Denmark 140 @ * Lithuania 222 [} 1t Luxembourg 00* @ oo Finland 1.1 oo
Austria 140 o 4 UnitedKingdom 233 @ 4 Slovenia 00 ® oo Malta 12 oo
Estonia 141 e 4 Romania 237 e 4 Croatia 01 @ oo Italy 12 oo
Portugal 142 o 4 Italy 24.1 o 4 Poland 0.1 ® oo EuropeanUnion 1.6 oo
Germany 144 @ 4 Poland 266 3 Belgium 02 @ oo Spain 18 @ oo
Ireland 146 © 4 Malta 274 3 SlovakRepublic 02 ® oo Germany 2.1 @ oo
Luxembourg 147 @ 4 Croatia 289 4 Austria 02 @ oo UnitedKingdom 2.1 ®  ee
Latvia 9% e 4 Hungary 29.1 4 Greece 03 @ oo Sweden 25 @ oo
Cyprus 99 e 4 Greece 29.2 L Denmark 03 @ oo France 30 @ ee
Slovak Republic 203 [ J * Bulgaria 352 3 Ireland 04 @ oo Netherlands 36 @ oo
EuropeanUnion 204 @ 4 Hungary 04 @ oo
el COfficial development assistance (% of GNI) el Shifted profits of multinationals
Official development assistance (ODA) consists of grants (bi”iOﬂ USD)
@ or loans that are undertaken by the official sector with @
the objective of promoting economic development
and welfare in recipient countries. Disbursements record the actual Estimation of how much profit s shifted into tax havens and how much non-
international transfer of financial resources, or of goods or services haven countries lose in profits from such shifting. Based on macroeconomic
valued at the cost of the donor. ODA is here presented as a share of Gross data known as foreign affiliates statistics. Negative values indicate profit shifting.
National Income (GNI). GNI at market prices equals Gross Domestic Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Product (GDP) minus primary income payable by resident units to non- Source: Zucman (2018)
resident units, plus primary income receivable by resident units from the
rest of the world. The list of countries and territories eligible to receive
ODA is determined by the OECD's Development Assistance Committee.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available  Source: OECD (DAC)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 0 © 4 Estonia 02 © = Germany 549 @ oo Slovenia 02 ® oo
Luxembourg 1.0 [ ] * Slovenia 0.2 o = France 32.1 [ ] [X3 Latvia 02 © oo
Denmark 07 e 4 Portugal 02 o ¢ Italy 27 @ e EuropeanUnion  -6.1 oo
UnitedKingdom 07 @ 4 Czech Republic 0.1 o Spain 144 @ oo Malta -12.3 oo
Germany 0.6 4 Hungary 0.1 o Sweden 85 @ e Belgium -13.1 oo
Netherlands 0.6 3 Greece 0.1 o = Poland 37 [ ] oo UnitedKingdom -18.1 @ oo
Belgium 04 o Poland 0.1 o Austria 36 (] oo Luxembourg -468 @ oo
France 04 o 4 Slovak Republic 0.1 o Denmark 30 @ oo Netherlands -69.7 @ oo
EuropeanUnion 0.4 o Bulgaria 0.1 o Finland 2.7 [ ] oo Ireland -1063 @ oo
Finland 04 o ¢ Lithuania 0.1 e J Portugal 26 @ e Bulgaria NA ® oo
Ireland 0.3 ([ ] A Romania 0.1 o Hungary 24 ([ ] oo Croatia NA @ oo
Austria 0.3 o J Croatia 0.1 o CzechRepublic 18 @ oo Cyprus NA @ oo
[taly 0.2 o = Latvia 0.1 o Greece 1.0 ([ ] (X3 Lithuania NA @ oo
Malta 02 © Cyprus 0.1 @ oo SlovakRepublic 06  ® oo Romania NA @ oo
Spain 0.2 L] Estonia 0.2 L] oo

® SDGachieved © Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 On track or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

* Imputed data point

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

el Corporate Tax Haven Score

FORTHEGOALS

@ (best 0-100 worst)

The Corporate Tax Haven Score measures a jurisdiction’s potential to poach
the tax base of others, as enshrined in its laws, regulations and documented
administrative practices.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available
Source: Tax Justice Network (2019)

Country Value Rating Trend

Greece 39.1 ® oo France 557 @ ee
Poland 404 @ oo Sweden 560 @ oo
Portugal 458 @ e CzechRepublic 589 ® oo
Slovenia 496 @ oo European Union  60.1 oo
Italy 505 @ eo Estonia 665 @ e
Austria 516 @ oo Belgium 678 ® e
Denmark 517 @ oo Latvia 681 @ oo
Germany 523 @ oo Hungary 691 @ e
Slovak Republic 530 @ oo Cyprus 711 @ ee
Croatia 545 @ e Luxembourg 724 @  ee
Spain 545 @ oo Malta 735 @ e
Lithuania 548 @ oo Ireland 757 @ oo
Finland 550 @ eo Netherlands 780 @ oo
Bulgaria 556 @ e UnitedKingdom 1000 @ oo
Romania 556 @ oo

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challengesremain ~ ® Data unavailable

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating b Decreasing e Data unavailable

Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the
annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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