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UN Secretary General



The SDG 
Transformation Center
Long-term investment plans are essential for national 
success in meeting the SDGs. SDSN has recommended 
six inter-related long-term transformations.

The SDG Transformation Center is a think tank that 
provides science-based tools and analytics to support 
the implementation of these Six Transformations. 

It builds on SDSN’s global network of researchers and 
scientists and a decade of work led by the SDSN on 
SDG data, analytics, and pathways.



The SDG 
Transformation Center

sdgtransformationcenter.org

Reporting

- SDG Index climate
- International Spillover Index
- Geospatial indicators: localizing the SDGs

Support

- SDG Financing
- SDG Policies

sdgtransformationcenter.org



Sustainable Development 
Report: objectives

1) Support policy decisions

• Hold countries accountable (monitoring 
commitments)

• Support national debates on SDG prioritization 
(distance-to-targets)

• Render the SDGs concrete ; specific indicators and 
targets

2) Support efforts to strengthen data availability

• Complement official monitoring efforts (UNSD, 
Eurostat, NSOs)

• Make rich, detailed SDG data available to the public 
(researchers, NGOs etc.)

• Identify data gaps, new forms of data, and the need 
for investment in national statistical offices and 
monitoring efforts



Regional and 
subnational editions
Complementary to the global Sustainable 
Development Report.

Take advantage of local data and are tailored to the 
development challenges of the local context.

Subnational editions allow for adding a geographic 
dimension to national data and shed light on 
territorial disparities.



Methodology
statistically audited & 
peer-reviewed

- Scientific research service of the European 
Commission. Experts in composite indices. 

- Methodology produces robust results
-

- Permits coherent and meaningful conclusions 
from the data

SDR cited in at least 40% of VNRs in 2021



Data sources

- Official statistics (WHO, UNESCO, WB, etc.)

- Unofficial statistics (peer-reviewed publications, 
NGOs e.g. Oxfam or Tax Justice Network, Geospatial 
Data). 

Useful for gaps in official statistics (spillover 
indicators)

Approximately 100 indicators every year
SDR2023: 97 global indicators + 27 indicators for OECD countries 



New datasets for 
geospatial SDG indicators

- The SDGs cannot be fully realised using official 
statistics alone, and that's where geospatial comes in.

- Deployment of new and existing methodologies to fill 
critical SDG indicator data gaps and instill consistency 
to underexplored indicators.

- Outputs are both ready-to-use national and localized 
indicators derived from the geospatial data sources and 
the methodology by which they’re developed, allowing 
national and local authorities to continue running these 
calculations yearly in order to track the advance made 
towards the SDGs.



SDG 9.1.1 Rural Access Index
An excess of methodologies and a scarcity 
of datasets to accompany them

- Several methodologies have been published but 
no dataset accompanied the latest one endorsed 
by the indicator's custodian

- We put forward the first-ever global 
implementation of the latest custodian endorsed 
methodology

- Calculations are performed in Google Earth Engine 
so the process can be easily scaled to cover the 
globe

- Results are shared in raw format and as 
summarized country scores



1. Globally Relevant
2. Timeliness – Constant monitoring
3. Statistical Validity
4. Data coverage
5. Simple with clear policy ramifications

Approximately 100 indicators every year
SDR2023: 97 global indicators + 27 indicators for OECD countries 

Criteria for indicator selection



1. Globally Relevant
2. Timeliness – Constant monitoring
3. Statistical Validity
4. Data coverage
5. Simple with clear policy ramifications

Approximately 100 indicators every year
SDR2023: 97 global indicators + 27 indicators for OECD countries 

Criteria for indicator selection

a) Use the absolute quantitative thresholds outlined in the SDGs and 
targets (e.g. zero poverty, universal access to water)

b) Where no explicit target is available, set upper bound to universal 
access or zero deprivation for related indicators.

c) Where science-based targets exist that must be achieved by 2030 
or later use these to set the 100% upper bound (e.g. full 
decarbonization)

d) Where many countries already exceed an SDG target, use the 
average of top performers

Thresholds and optimum values



Dashboards: Traffic light thresholds for visual 
assessment of SDG performance



Trends: Colored arrows for visual 
assessment of SDG progress since 2015
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Key findings in 2023
- At the midpoint of the 2030 Agenda, all SDGs 

are seriously off track.

- There is a risk that the gap in SDG outcomes 
between high and low income countries will be 
larger in 2030 (29 points) than it was in 2015 
(28 points) – underscoring the danger of losing 
a decade of progress towards convergence 
globally.



Key findings in 2023
- At the midpoint of the 2030 Agenda, all SDGs 

are seriously off track.

- There is a risk of losing a decade of progress 
towards convergence globally.

Some of the indicators that experienced the 
most significant reversals in progress include 
subjective well-being, access to vaccination, 
poverty, and unemployment rate.

SDG goals related to hunger (SDG 2) and sustainable diets and health outcomes (SDG 3) 
are particularly off-track, as well as terrestrial and marine biodiversity (SDGs 14 and 15), 
urban pollution (SDG 12), and strong institutions and peaceful societies (SDG 16).



Key findings in 2023
- At the midpoint of the 2030 Agenda, all SDGs 

are seriously off track.

- There is a risk of losing a decade of progress 
towards convergence globally.

Some of the indicators that experienced the 
most significant reversals in progress include 
subjective well-being, access to vaccination, 
poverty, and unemployment rate.

On average, since the adoption of the SDGs in 
2015, the world made some progress in 
strengthening access to key infrastructure.

SDG 6 (Clean Water and Sanitation), SDG 7 (Affordable and Clean Energy), and SDG 9 
(Industry, Innovation, and Infrastructure).



SDG Index – top performance
Finland holds the top spot on this year’s 2023 
SDG Index, followed by Sweden, Denmark, 
Germany, and Austria. 

European countries continue to lead in the SDG 
Index – holding the top 10 spots – and are on 
track to achieve more targets than any other 
region.

By contrast, Lebanon, Yemen, Papua New 
Guinea, Venezuela, and Myanmar have the 
largest number of SDG targets moving in the 
wrong direction.



Framework for Evaluating Government Efforts 
and Commitments to Implement the SDGs



Policy measures and efforts 
for the SDGs : Pilot Scores

This year’s report includes the first pilot 
index of multilateralism that captures 
the overarching dimensions of support 
for multilateralism and comparisons of 
countries, including: 

countries’ efforts to promote and preserve 
peace, percentage of UN treaties ratified, 
international solidarity and financing, 
membership in select UN organizations, and 
the use of unilateral coercive measures 
among other indicators.



International Spillover Index

The climate and biodiversity crises are 
driven by domestic action, but they are 
also impacted by activities that extend 
beyond national borders: through trade 
and other cross-border activities.



International Spillover Index

The climate and biodiversity crises are 
driven by domestic action, but they are 
also impacted by activities that extend 
beyond national borders: through trade 
and other cross-border activities. 

In addition to environmental spillovers, 
which are driven by international trade 
and domestic policies, countries also 
generate economic, financial, social, 
and security spillovers. These spillover 
effects are captured in the SDG Index. 



International Spillover Index

Overall, HICs tend to generate the largest 
negative spillovers, due to unsustainable 
consumption, financial secrecy, and the 
presence of tax havens.



International Spillovers Index - Score & Rank

Score Country Rank
100.00 Comoros 1
99.83 Somalia 2
99.79 Oceania 3
99.62 Burundi 4

99.59
Sao Tome e 
P. 5

99.50 Madagascar 6
99.50 Cabo Verde 7

99.46 Congo, DRC 8
99.43 India 9
99.41 Tanzania 10

Score Country Rank
53.70 Switzerland 157
53.01 Bahamas, The 158
51.06 Cyprus 159
50.57 Belgium 160
50.55 Netherlands 161
46.27 Luxembourg 162
46.17 Mauritius 163
45.76 Iceland 164

39.94
United Arab 
Emirates 165

35.82 Singapore 166

Top 10 Bottom 10



Data availability

All raw datasets, composite goal scores 
and trends are available through the SDG 
Transformation Center Data Hub

sdg-transformation-center-sdsn.hub.arcgis.com



Find out more about our work at

sdgtransformationcenter.org


