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Note: This unedited ‘Extended Report’ includes all indicator storyline contents as provided by the SDG indicator
custodian agencies as of 30 April 2026. For instances where the custodian agency has not submitted a storyline
for an indicator, please see the custodian agency focal point information for further information. The ‘Extended
Report” aims to provide the public with additional information regarding the SDG indicators and is compiled by
the Statistics Division (UNSD) of the United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Storylines
presented in this document may slightly differ from figures cited in the SDG Report 2026 text due to the timing of
the submission and the subsequent updates received upon finalizing the Report.
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Target 11.1 By 2030, ensure access for all to adequate, safe and affordable housing and basic services and upgrade slums

Indicator 11.1.1 Proportion of urban population living in slums, informal settlements or inadequate housing
Housing at the core of urban inequality: Rising numbers in Slums populations underscore urgent need for transformative action

Access to adequate housing remains one of the most pressing and complex challenges in achieving sustainable urban development. SDG indicator 11.1.1 highlights
the scale and persistence of housing deprivation globally, with an estimated 1.13 billion people living in slums or informal settlements. While some progress has
been made in reducing the proportion of urban residents living in such conditions, this has been offset by rapid urban population growth, resulting in a continued
increase in absolute numbers since 2015.

Regional disparities remain stark. Sub-Saharan Africa continues to exhibit the highest prevalence of slum populations, with more than half of urban residents living in
inadequate housing conditions. In parts of Central and Southern Asia, progress has been more notable, driven by targeted upgrading programmes and improved
service delivery. However, even in regions where relative gains have been observed, structural challenges including housing affordability, land tenure insecurity, and
limited urban planning capacity continue to constrain sustained improvements.

The persistence and expansion of slums and informal settlements underscore the deeply interconnected nature of housing with broader urban systems, including
access to water and sanitation, transport, energy, public space, and economic opportunities. Housing deprivation is not only a reflection of poverty but also a driver of
multidimensional inequality, affecting health outcomes, educational attainment, environmental exposure, and overall quality of life.

Addressing these challenges requires transformative, equitable, innovative, and coordinated action, in line with the 2026 HLPF theme. Transformative approaches
must go beyond incremental upgrading to include systemic reforms in land governance, housing finance, and urban planning. Equitable strategies should prioritize the
most vulnerable populations, ensuring that no one is left behind in urban transitions.

At the same time, coordinated action across national and local governments, international organizations, development partners, and local communities is essential.
Initiatives such as the Global Urban Data Coalition are strengthening partnerships and improving the availability, quality, and use of urban data to support evidence-
based decision-making. These collaborative efforts are critical for enhancing the comparability and timeliness of SDG 11.1.1 data and for informing policy
interventions.

Looking ahead, projections indicate that without significant policy shifts and increased investment, the global slum populati on could reach 1.2 billion by 2030.
Achieving SDG target 11.1 will therefore depend on scaling up integrated housing strategies, strengthening national statistical and urban data systems, and aligning
global and local efforts to deliver adequate, safe, and affordable housing for all.

Average Municipal solid waste collection coverage (2010 — 2024)
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Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Robert Ndugwa, UN-Habitat; Denise Owino, UN-Habitat
Custodian agency(ies): UN-Habitat
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Target 11.2 By 2030, provide access to safe, affordable, accessible and sustainable transport systems for all, improving road safety, notably
by expanding public transport, with special attention to the needs of those in vulnerable situations, women, children, persons with disabilities
and older persons

Indicator 11.2.1 Proportion of population that has convenient access to public transport, by sex, age and personswith disabilities
Access to public transport is increasing, but low-capacity systems dominate

An inclusive city is one which accords all its residents an equal opportunity to access key services and economic opportunities, which is highly determined by the
presence and efficiency of public transport systems. Public transport is a critical urban service particularly for the urban poor, and a critical precondition for
attainment of sustainable urbanisation, where no one and no place is left behind.

Data from a sample of 350 cities across 109 countries with comparable information for 2020 and 2025 shows that, progress on SDG 11.2 remains very marginal, with
the share of the urban population with convenient access to public transport increasing from 51.5% to 60.4%. While this represents measurable improvement, it
remains insufficient relative to the pace of urban growth and rising mobility demands. Regional disparities also prevail, with cities in Sub-Saharan Africa depicting
the least access to public transport.

Public transport systems in many cities continue to be dominated by low-capacity modes, such as buses, which account for 78% of access, compared to only 22% for
higher-capacity systems such as rail-based transit. This imbalance reflects persistent gaps in investment, planning, and infrastructure development needed to support
efficient and sustainable urban maobility systems.

In addition, many cities, particularly in developing regions, rely heavily on informal and semi-formal transport systems, often characterized by unclear routes, flexible
or unregulated pick-up and drop-off points, and limited oversight of operators. While these systems play a critical role in meeting mobility needs, especially for low-
income populations, their informality can pose challenges related to safety, affordability, reliability, and inclusiveness.

Accelerating progress towards SDG target 11.2 will require significant and coordinated investments, particularly in high-capacity and low-emission public transport
systems, alongside strengthened regulation and integration of existing low-capacity and informal systems. Furthermore, enhancing safety standards, improving
service quality, and embedding public transport within integrated urban and land-use planning frameworks will be essential to ensure equitable and sustainable
access for all. In these last 4 years of SDGs, leveraging data and digital mobility systems will also be critical to improve service planning, monitor access ibility, and
optimize operations in real time, thereby supporting more efficient, inclusive, and resilient urban transport systems.

Proportion of cities by level of access to public transport, 2025
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:
e UN-Habitat, SDG 11 synthesis Report 2026
Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): UN-Habitat

Custodian agencylies): UN-Habitat
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Target 11.3 By 2030, enhance inclusive and sustainable urbanization and capacity for participatory, integrated and sustainable human
settlement planning and management in all countries

Indicator 11.3.1 Ratio of land consumption rate to population growth rate
Cities and urban areas are expanding more rapidly after 2020, against declining population growth rates

Urbanisation continues to shape our world today, driven by both population dynamics and the spatial expansion of cities. These evolving urbanisation patterns
present both significant opportunities for economic growth and prosperity alongside challenges to the attainment of sustainable development, such as through
increasing inequalities owing to unsafe places where new urban growth is happening as well as displacement of critical land uses by cities and urban areas.

Based on 2025 data from a global a sample of 200 cities from 74 countries, the 2020 — 2025 period marked the first time for which land consumption rate recorded an
increase from previous cycles, which may be partly associated with changes in housing and living preferences, favoring suburbs and smaller towns post COVID-19.
According to the data, the annual rate of land consumption declined from 1.9% between 2000 - 2010, to 1.5% (2010-2015) and 1.4% (2015 — 2020), then increased
significantly to 2.3% during the 2020 — 2025. These trends in urban land consumption happened against a steadily declining population growth rates - from 1.7%
(2000-2010), 1.5% (2010-2015), 1.2% (2015 — 2020) and further to 0.9% between 2020 and 2025.

This reversal in land consumption trends is a major concern for sustainable development. It implies increased pressure on land resources, higher infrastructure costs,
and greater environmental degradation, particularly in environmentally sensitive areas. These impacts are further compounded by climate change, underscoring the
urgent need for more compact, efficient, and data-informed urban planning approaches.

Comparison of land consumption rate and population growth rate — 2000 — 2025
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:
e UN-Habitat, SDG 11 synthesis Report 2026

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Contributors

Custodian agencyl(ies): UN-Habitat

Indicator 11.3.2 Proportion of citieswith a direct participation structure of civil society in urban planning and management that operate reg ularly and
democratically

Custodian agencyl(ies): UN-Habitat
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Target 11.4 Strengthen efforts to protect and safeguard the world's cultural and natural heritage

Indicator 11.4.1 Total per capita expenditure on the preservation, protection and conservation of all cultural and natural heritage, by source of funding
(public, private), type of heritage (cultural, natural) and level of government (national, regional, and local/municip

Continuous opposite trends in public funding in heritage preservation

74 countries representing 80% of all reporting countries provided data regarding the sub-indicator for public expenditure on cultural and natural heritage. Map 1
displays public spending on cultural and natural heritage across 74 countries representing all SDG regions, with a 10% increase in data reporting for this indicator
compared to the previous survey cycle. Map 1 illustrates that public funding varies significantly, with amounts ranging from less than 1 PPP$ (constant 2017) to more
than 500 PPP$ (constant 2017)". The largest group of countries, accounting for 27% of countries for which data is available, spent more than 10 PPP$ but | ess than 40
PPP$ in cultural and heritage preservation. By combining the categories displayed on the map, it becomes clear that one third of the respondent countries spent less
than 10 PPP$ per capita in 2024 or the |atest year available.

The wide range of spending on heritage Map 1: Public expenditure on cultural and natural heritage, per capita PPP$ (Constant 2017), 2024 or latest available year

preservation across regions is clearly visible ) ‘
"&m { : : ™.

in Figure 1 showing the level of public
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Figure 1: Public expenditure on cultural and natural heritage by Gross Domestic product per capita for 2024 or the
latest available year
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Figure 2. Percentage change in per capita public spending on culture and heritage preservation for selected
countries (2021 - 2024)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:
e Additional resources

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Contributors
Custodian agency(ies): UNESCO-UIS

" Results are given in PPP in dollars USD (constant 2017)
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Target 11.5 By 2030, significantly reduce the number of deaths and the number of people affected and substantially decrease the direct
economic losses relative to global gross domestic product caused by disasters, including water-related disasters, with a focus on protecting
the poor and people in vulnerable situations

Indicator 1.5.1/11.5.1/13.1.1 Number of deaths, missing persons and directly affected persons attributed to disasters per 100,000 population

Lives Saved, Exposure Rising: Disaster Impacts Continue to Climb

Member States report on Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) targets 1.5, 11.5 and 13.1 through Sendai Framework Monitor Targets A and B. The latest data show
substantial progress in reducing disaster-related mortality, even as the number of people affected continues to grow. The global disaster mortality rate per 100,000
population declined from 2.11 in 2005—2014 to 0.75 in 2015-2024 (excluding COVID-19-related cases) - a reduction of nearly 65 per cent despite global population
growth. In absolute terms, this corresponds to an average of 41,023 disaster-related deaths per year between 2015 and 2024, compared with 88,185 annually in
2005-2014 - a 53 per cent decrease.

At the same time, the number of people affected by disasters has increased sharply. The rate per 100,000 population more than doubled, rising from 1,199 in 2005—
2014 10 2,445 in 2015-2024. In absolute terms, an average of 123 million people were affected each year during 2015—-2024. This divergence - falling mortality but
rising numbers of affected persons - reflects both improved life-saving capacities and escalating exposure and vulnerabilities linked to urbanization, environmental
degradation and climate change. While early waming systems and other preparedness measures are saving lives, stronger long-term resilience-building efforts are
needed to reduce overall human impacts.

Countries in special situations continue to bear a disproportionate burden. Least Developed Countries (LDCs), small island developing States (SIDS) and Landlocked
Developing Countries (LLDCs) experience disaster impacts far above the global average relative to their population size. Between 2015 and 2024:

« |DCs accounted for 28.7 per cent of global disaster-related mortality, despite representing only 12 per cent of the reporting countries’ populations.
o LLDCs accounted for 20.8 per cent of global mortality, while comprising just 5.1 per cent of the total population.
« SIDS represented 1.6 per cent of global mortality, despite making up only 0.5 per cent of the global population.

These disparities highlight persistent structural vulnerabilities and reinforce the urgent need for strengthened interational cooperation, targeted financing and
sustained investment in disaster risk reduction and adaptation to ensure that the most vulnerable groups and countries are not left behind.

Disaster-related mortality and affected persons, 2005-2024
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Custodian agencyl(ies): UNDRR

Indicator 1.5.2/11.5.2 Direct economic loss attributed to disasters in relation to global gross domestic product (GDP)

Persistently high disaster losses signal urgent need for risk-informed investments

Economic losses from disasters remain consistently high despite ongoing resilience efforts. Under Sendai Framework global target C, which is integrated with the
reporting of SDG targets 1.5 and 11.5, direct economic losses averaged over US$110 billion annually between 2015 and 2024, representing 0.28 per cent of the GDP
of reporting countries.

The burden is highly uneven. Least Developed Countries (LDCs) accounted for 12.91 per cent of globally reported economic losses during 20152024, despite
representing only 1.36 per cent of total GDP of reporting countries — a more than ten-fold disproportionate impact. Landlocked Developing Countries (LLDCs)
accounted for 7.19 per cent of global losses while representing just 1.33 per cent of GDP, reflecting a more than five-fold higher burden relative to economic size.

The UN Global Assessment Report on Disaster Risk Reduction (GAR) 20257 highlights that disaster losses are increasingly shaped by systemic risks and cascading
impacts, including those linked to climate change, environmental degradation and interconnected infrastructure systems. It stresses that without a fundamental shift
toward comprehensive, risk-informed public and private investment, including integrating disaster and climate risk into fiscal policy, infrastructure planning and
financial regulation, losses will continue to accumulate and undermine sustainable development gains.

Measuring direct economic losses remains methodologically complex, and underreporting persists, suggesting that the true scal e of disaster impacts is likely
significantly higher. To strengthen loss accounting and support more granular tracking of hazardous events and damages, UNDRR, with UNDP and WMO, is
advancing DELTA Resilience, an open-source system designed to enhance disaster loss data collection at national and subnational levels and support more effective
risk governance.

Direct disaster economic loss, in billions USD, 2015-2024
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Custodian agency(ies): UNDRR

2 https://www.undrr. org/gar/gar2025
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Indicator 11.5.3 (a) Damage to critical infrastructure and (b) number of disruptions to basic services, attributed to disasters
Critical infrastructure damage and service disruptions remain widespread

Despite continued investments in preparedness and resilience, disasters persistently damage critical infrastructure and disrupt essential services. Between 2015 and
2024, an annual average of 91,847 critical infrastructure units and facilities were destroyed or impaired, as reported under Sendai Framework global target D, aligned
with SDG target 11.5. Over the same period, disasters caused more than 1.5 million disruptions to basic services each year, i ncluding critical education and health
Services.

These impacts illustrate the systemic nature of disaster risks. Damage to infrastructure not only results in immediate economic losses, but also generates cascading
effects across sectors, undermining service delivery, livelihoods and long-term development progress.

UNDRR's work on enhancing infrastructure resilience emphasizes the importance of embedding disaster and climate risk considerations into the full lifecycle of
infrastructure — from planning and design to construction, operation and maintenance. Risk-informed infrastructure investment, strengthened building standards,
and improved coordination between public authorities and private operators are critical to reducing future losses and ensuring continuity of essential services.
Through trusted knowledge and inclusive approaches, UNDRR supports governments in integrating resilience into decision-making, improving infrastructure
management, strengthening national and local regulatory frameworks by applying the Arinciples for Resilient Infrastructure and stress-testing approaches to assess
the vulnerability, exposure and interdependencies of critical infrastructure systems. This promotes risk-informed investments and works to accelerate financing for
resilient infrastructure.

Closing resilience gaps will require sustained financing, improved data on infrastructure risk, and stronger governance frameworks that align national development
planning with comprehensive risk management approaches. Building infrastructure that can withstand, adapt to and recover quickly from disasters is fundamental to
protecting communities and securing sustainable development outcomes.

Disruption of health and education facilities as well as other critical infrastructure (2015-2024)
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Custodian agency(ies): UNDRR
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Target 11.6 By 2030, reduce the adverse per capita environmental impact of cities, including by paying special attention to air quality and
municipal and other waste management

Indicator 11.6.1 Proportion of municipal solid waste collected and managed in controlled facilities out of total municipal waste generated, by cities

Custodian agency(ies): UN-Habitat, UNSD

Indicator 11.6.2 Annual mean levels of fine particulate matter (e.g. PM2.5 and PM10) in cities (population weighted)

Better air quality is possible but its progess is not equally distributed

Globally, since 2010 annual levels of fine particulate matter
have been decreasing until 2020. From 2020 to 2023, air
pollution levels are have remained largely unchanged with 70
2023 levels being 26 ug/m3. At the regional level, trends
varied vastly. Some regions showed progress with steady
declines in air pollution, others experienced declines
followed by fairly constant levels and a few showed
relatively unchanged levels over the 14-year period. Fine
particulate matter remained largely unchanged in Sub-
Saharan Africa and Western Asia and Northern Africa. A
trend of gradual declines inair pollution followed by constant
levels can be seen in regions such as Latin America and the
Caribbean, Oceania and Northern America and Europe. Other
regions such as Central Asia and Southern Asia, and Eastern
Asia and South-eastern Asia have shown steady, gradual
declines in air pollution since 2010, relfecting the innovative

and cooradinated actions of many countries in that region. 0
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Changes in fine particulate matter levels from 2010 to 2023 across SDG regions
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While it is promising that trends in Landlocked Developing
Countries and Small Island Developing States are showing
steady improvements in air quality, in other regions such as
Least Developed Countries and Developed regions we
observed a relatively constant levels in the last few years. In
addition to to the Least Developed Countries and Developed
regions showing unchanged levels since 2020, these regions
are exposed to air pollution levels above the global average
and roughly seven times higher than WHO Global Air quality
Guideline value of 5 ug/m3.

Changes in fine particulate matter levels from 2010 to 2023 across the developing regions

In 2023, the highest levels of fine particulate matter were
observed in Central Asia and Southern Asia. This region, as
well as Western Asia and Northern Africa and Sub-Saharan
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e https://www.who.int/data/gho/data/indicators/indicator-details/GHO/concentrations -of -fine-particulate-matter-(pm2-5)

e https://www.who.int/teams/environment-climate-change-and-health/air-quality-energy-and-health/h ealth-impacts/health-science-and-policy-summaries

e https://www.who.int/teams/environment-climate-change-and-health/air-quality-energy-and-health/outreach-advocacy/webinar-series---clean-air-and-
energy-for-health

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Kerolyn Shairsingh, WHO; Sophie Gumy, WHO

Custodian agency(ies): WHO
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https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/

Target 11.7 By 2030, provide universal access to safe, inclusive and accessible, green and public spaces, in particular for women and children,
older persons and persons with disabilities

Indicator 11.7.1 Average share of the built-up area of cities that is open space for public use for all, by sex, age and persons with disabilities
Access to open public spaces in cities and urban areas is declining, risking poorer urban qualify of life

Open spaces and green areas have experienced among the worst brunt of rapid urbanisation over the last few decades. While urban expansion has resulted in
displacement of critical urban land uses such as green areas and natural ecosystems within urban fringes, densification has led to uptake of vacant urban land by
built up functions.

Data from a sample of 378 cities across 122 countries with comparable observations periods indicates that, between 2020 and 2025, the proportion of urban land
allocated to streets and open public spaces increased only marginally, from an average of 16.6% to 17.0%, both of which are way below the UN-Habitat
recommended target of 30 — 45% for attainment of prosperous, inclusive and sustainable cities. In 2025, land allocated to streets accounted for 15% of urban land
compared to only 2% for open public spaces. The limited increase in investment in development of these key urban spaces amidst increasing urban populations in the
sampled cities resulted in a decline in the share of the urban population able to conveniently access open public spaces within 400meters walking distance, from
48.9% to 45.6%. Significant regional disparities are evident, with cities in Sub-Saharan Africa being the most disadvantaged.

These trends highlight persistent structural constraints in urban planning and land allocation, underscoring the need for more deliberate policy interventions to
expand and equitably distribute public spaces as cities continue to grow.

Share of cities per proportion of population with convenient access to open public spaces, 2025
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:
e UN-Habitat, SDG 11 synthesis Report 2026

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): UN-Habitat
Custodian agencylies): UN-Habitat

Indicator 11.7.2 Proportion of persons victim of non-sexual or sexual harassment, by sex, age, disability status and place of occurrence, in the previous 12
months

Custodian agency(ies): UNODC
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Target 11.a Support positive economic, social and environmental links between urban, peri-urban and rural areas by strengthening national
and regional development planning

Indicator 11.a.1 Number of countries that have national urban policies or regional developmentplans that (a) respond to population dynamics; (b) ensure
balanced territorial development; and (c) increase local fiscal space

Custodian agencylies): UN-Habitat

Target 11.b By 2020, substantially increase the number of cities and human settlements adopting and implementing integrated policies and
plans towards inclusion, resource efficiency, mitigation and adaptation to climate change, resilience to disasters, and develop and implement,
in line with the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015—2030, holistic disaster risk management at all levels

Indicator 1.5.3/11.b.1/13.1.2 Number of countries that adopt and implement national disaster risk reduction strategies in line with the Sendai Framewaork
for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030

National disaster risk reduction strategies now in place in nearly three quarters of countries globally

Governments are increasingly prioritizing national disaster risk reduction (DRR) strategies as a central governance framework for preventing the creation of new risks,
reducing existing risks and strengthening resilience. Substantial progress has been achieved since the adoption of the Sendai Framework in 2015.

As reported under Sendai Framework Monitor global target E-1, 141 countries (representing 72 per cent of the world) have adopted and are implementing national
DRR strategies by 2025. This is more than 2.5 times the number of countries reporting such strategies in 2015, when only 56 countries had them in place.

This steady expansion reflects growing recognition that comprehensive, risk-informed policy frameworks are essential for safeguarding development gains and
aligning disaster risk reduction with sustainable development and climate adaptation efforts. Continued focus is needed to ensure effective implementation,
adequate financing and strong institutional coordination to translate these strategies into measurable resilience outcomes.

While a growing number of countries report the existence of national DRR strategies, many also use Sendai Framework Monitor scoring criteria to assess the quality,
coherence and implementation of those strategies. According to the 2025 Global Synthesis Report on Comprehensive Risk Management, national DRR strategies
increasingly aim to align disaster risk reduction, climate action and sustainable development, but gaps remain in financing and implementation. Strengthening cross-
sectoral coordination and integrating comprehensive risk assessments are key priorities to bridge these gaps and translating policy commitments into effective action
on the ground. The report highlights that while policy coherence has advanced conceptually, more work is required to mainstream risk-informed approaches across
national planning, budgeting and multi-hazard risk governance structures.

This emerging emphasis on comprehensive risk management also reinforces links with early waming systems. The Global Status of Multi-Hazard Early Warming
Systems 2025 shows that more than 60 per cent of countries now report the existence of early warning capabilities, and countries with more advanced DRR
strategies tend to have more comprehensive multi-hazard early warning systems. These systems, increasingly underpinned by improved risk knowledge, forecasting,
dissemination and preparedness, contribute to reducing disaster impacts, including mortality, when risks are effectively communicated and acted upon.

Custodian agency(ies): UNDRR

Indicator 1.5.4/11.b.2/13.1.3 Proportion of local governments that adopt and implement local disaster risk reduction strategies in line with national
disaster risk reduction strategies

Local disaster risk reduction strategies expanding, but implementation gaps remain

Localizing disaster risk reduction is essential for effectively managing and reducing disaster losses and damages. Risks are experienced locally, and strong local
governance frameworks are critical to ensure that no one is left behind, particularly women, girls, marginalized groups and communities in high-risk settings. Local
DRR strategies provide an important platform for inclusive and gender-responsive governance, and for integrating indigenous and local knowledge into risk-informed
planning.

As of 2025, 116 countries reported the existence of local DRR strategies aligned with their national strategies through Sendai Framework target E. On average, 72 per
cent of local governments within reporting countries indicated that they have adopted such strategies. This marks continued progress in translating national
commitments under the Sendai Framework into subnational action.

The UNDRR Making Cities Resilient 2030 (MCR2030) initiative® further operationalizes this approach by supporting cities and local governments through a structured
resilience roadmap. By facilitating peer-to-peer learning, providing technical tools such as resilience scorecards, and strengthening partnerships across levels of
government, MCR2030 helps translate local DRR strategies into concrete action. As of December 2024, 1,781 local governments around the world joined MCR2030,
with 479 cities reported to be in Stage B of the MCRZ030 Resilience Roadmap focusing on strengthening disaster risk reduction strategic planning, and 577 cities in
Stage C, advancing the implementation of disaster and climate resilience actions. Continued investment in local capacity, financing and institutional support will be
critical to close remaining gaps and ensure that local risk governance delivers lasting reductions in disaster risk.

Custodian agencyl(ies): UNDRR

3 https://www.undrr. org/publication/documents-and-publications/global-synthesis-report-comprehensive -risk-manageme nt
4 https://www.undrr. org/re ports/global-status-mhews-2025
5 https://mcr2030.undrr.org
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Target 11.c Support least developed countries, including through financial and technical assistance, in building sustainable and resilient
buildings utilizing local materials

Indicator 11.c.1 Total official development assistance and other official flows in support of urban infrastructure or urban infrastructure pro jects, by sector
Urban infrastructure in least developed countries (LDCs) remains critical but unevenly distributed across sectors and regions

Rapid urbanization in least developed countries (LDCs) is reshaping development trajectories, placing increasing pressure on infrastructure systems and urban
services. While cities offer opportunities for economic transformation, they are also sites of expanding inequalities, infrastructure deficits, and growing informal
settlements. In this context, SDG indicator 11.c.1 highlights the importance of international financial support particularly official development assistance (ODA) and
other official flows (OOF) in enabling sustainable and resilient urban development.

Recent data indicate that international financing for urban infrastructure remains both insufficient and unevenly distributed, reflecting broader structural and
institutional constraints. Sectoral allocation patterns reveal a strong concentration in a few areas. In 2024, housing received the largest share of urban infrastructure
financing (approximately $111 million), followed by transport ($93 million). These investments signal recognition of the central role of housing and mobility in urban
development. However, critical basic services such as water supply and sanitation received significantly lower allocations (around $10 million), while energy
infrastructure remains particularly underfunded. This imbalance raises concerns regarding the comprehensiveness of current investment strategies, particularly in the
context of slum upgrading and inclusive service provision.

At the regional level, financing patterns further highlight disparities. Urban infrastructure funding is highly concentrated in a limited number of regions and countries,
with Northern America and Europe receiving the largest share, partly due to reconstruction efforts such as in Ukraine. Sub-Saharan Africa emerges as a key priority
region, reflecting rapid urban population growth and acute infrastructure deficits. However, the overall distribution suggests that financing is not systematically
aligned with need across all LDCs, but rather influenced by donor priorities, geopolitical considerations, and emerging global agendas.

Trends since 2015 indicate that urban infrastructure financing has been shaped by evolving global dynamics, including the increasing prioritization of climate-related
investments and the fiscal impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. While these shifts have introduced new opportunities for integrating resilience and sustainability into
urban investments, they have also contributed to volatility and fragmentation in financing flows.

Addressing these challenges requires transformative, equitable, innovative, and coordinated action. Transformative approaches must strengthen the alignment
between international finance and national urban development priorities. Equity considerations demand a rebalancing of investments toward underserved sectors and
populations, particularly in informal settiements. Innovation in financing mechanisms, including blended finance and climate-linked instruments, can help mobilize
additional resources. At the same time, improved coordination among development partners and stronger national policy framewaorks are essential to enhance the
effectiveness and impact of investments.

Finally, scaling up and better targeting international financial support will be critical to meeting the rapidly growing demand for urban infrastructure in LDCs.

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Robert Peter Ndugwa, UN-Habitat
Custodian agency(ies): UN-Habitat
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