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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 14.1 By 2025, prevent and significantly reduce marine pollution of all kinds, in particular from land-based activities, including marine
debris and nutrient pollution

Indicator 14.1.1 (a) Index of coastal eutrophication; and (b) plastic debris density

Custodian agencylies): UNEP

Target 14.2 By 2020, sustainably manage and protect marine and coastal ecosystems to avoid significant adverse impacts, including by
strengthening their resilience, and take action for their restoration in order to achieve healthy and productive oceans

Indicator 14.2.1 Number of countries using ecosystem-based approaches to managing marine areas

Custodian agency(ies): UNEP

Target 14.3 Minimize and address the impacts of ocean acidification, including through enhanced scientific cooperation at all levels

Indicator 14.3.1 Average marine acidity (pH) measured at agreed suite of representative sampling stations

Ocean acidification — affecting ocean ecosystems and the global climate

The ocean absorbs around one quarter of the annual emissions of anthropogenic COz into the atmosphere’, reducing atmospheric COz levels and associated warming
and thereby helping to buffer the impacts of climate change on the planet?. This absorbed CO; reacts with seawater, leading to changes in the carbonate chemistry of
the ocean and a reduction in pH. This process is called ocean acidification. Model-based projections of ocean acidification under globally agreed climate scenarios
identify with high confidence that this process will continue to increase (IPCC 2021: high confidence)?, resulting in a feedback loop with consequences for the global
climate. As the acidity and temperature of the ocean increases, its capacity to absorb CO; from the atmosphere decreases. This will impede the ocean’s role in
moderating climate change because solubility is decreased resulting in greater warming in the atmosphere?.

Regular observations of ocean pH have documented ocean acidification in all ocean basins and seas, with on average global ocean pH declining. Because the ocean
is a highly dynamic environment, many processes influence absorption and in turn CO2 levels in the ocean, resulting in great regional variability in pattern and scale.
This local and regionally specific variation in ocean pH is of great relevance to marine organisms and biological processes and suggests both variable tolerance of
organisms to and impacts of ocean acidification to marine ecosystems and services. To ascertain how the ocean’s carbonate chemistry is changing and in turn, what
impact this has on marine ecosystems, regular, sustained observations of ocean pH are needed.

Under the Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 14, focused on the ocean, Target 14.3 sets a goal to “Minimize and address the impacts of ocean acidification,
including through enhanced scientific cooperation at all levels”. Countries have been collecting data on the indicator “average marine acidity (pH)" through which
progress against the SDG target 14.3 can be measured since 2020. Over time data collected towards this indicator has been submitted by an increasing number of
countries and stations (178 stations in 2021; 906 in 2026). Among the 45 countries reporting towards the SDG 14.3.1 Indicator in 2026 (Figure 1), 13 have submitted
long term datasets encompassing more than a decade of data, highlighting their efforts to monitor the chemical changes in their waters. These long-term
observations enable countries to identify locally and regionally specific variation in ocean acidification, enabling greater understanding of long-term trends and
ecosystem impacts. The majority of countries are reporting observations of between 1 and 5 years (Figure 2), suggesting that many countries have only recently
begun to collect and report ocean acidification data. However, importantly, the continued increase in reporting against the SDG indicator highlights a growing
capacity of countries to observe ocean pH and contribute to regional and global modelling efforts for tracking ocean pH change.

Despite increasing contributions of indicator data by countries, there are still observational gaps in many regions. Gaps are particularly evident in coastal Asia and
Africa and most open ocean areas outside of the North Atlantic Ocean. These gaps limit global modelling of future scenarios and impacts, resulting in an inability to
undertake assessments of vulnerability and resilience for vast areas of the ocean. The reasons behind these gaps are unclear but identify that more work is to be
done in both expanding the collection and sharing of ocean observations. Continuous efforts to increase the capability of nations to measure ocean pH, manage their
observations and report on ocean acidification through multiple mechanisms including collaborative efforts, particularly in currently under-sampled areas, will be key
to achieving the SDG Target 14.3: the reduction of impacts of ocean acidification across multiple scales. Only with robust understanding of changes in the ocean and
associated impacts on marine systems will countries be able to identify mitigative measures and adaptation approaches that ensure ongoing security of ecosystem
services and socio-economic resilience.

Figure 1: Map illustrating surface ocean carbonate chemistry measurement locations received for SDG Indicator 14.3.1
reporting. Countries colour coded to show how many years of data have been reported to the SDG 14.3.1 Indicator.
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TWMO Greenhouse Gas Bulletin (GHG Bulletin) - No.21: The State of Greenhouse Gases in the Atmosphere Based on Global Observations through 2024. https://wmo.int/publication-
series/wmo-greenhouse-gas-bulletin-no-21

2 Friedlingstein, P., et al. (2025) Global Carbon Budget 2024, https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-17-965-2025

31PCC, 2021: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group | to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
[Masson-Delmotte, et al. (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press.
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https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-17-965-2025

Figure 2: Number of countries per region reporting datasets covering 1-5 years, 6-10 years, 11-15 years, 16-20 years, and >20 years to the SDG 14.3.1
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

SDG 14.3.1 Data Portal: https://oa.iode.org/
Global Ocean Acidification Observing Network (GOA-ON): https://goa-on.org/
GOA-ON SDG 14.3.1 App: https://portal.goa-on.org/SDG.14.3.1

|OC State of the Ocean Report: https://www.ioc.unesco.org/en/articles/state-ocean-report-2024-date-knowledge-ocean-action

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Katherina Schoo, I0C-UNESCO; Kirsten Isensee, I0C-UNESCO; Karen Evans, I0C-UNESCO

Custodian agency(ies): I0C-UNESCO
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Target 14.4 By 2020, effectively regulate harvesting and end overfishing, illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing and destructive fishing
practices and implement science-based management plans, in order to restore fish stocks in the shortest time feasible, at least to levels that
can produce maximum sustainable yield as determined by their biological characteristics

Indicator 14.4.1 Proportion of fish stocks within biologically sustainable levels

Science-based fisheries management stabilizes global fisheries stock sustainability, but progress is needed in a third of regions

Marine fisheries remain essential for global food security, livelihoods and coastal economies, but fishery resources continue to face pressure from overfishing,
climate variability, pollution, habitat loss, ineffective management and illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing. The latest global assessment of marine
fishery resources indicates that 64.5 percent of assessed fish stocks were within biologically sustainable levels in the reference year 2021, and 35.5 percent were
classified as overfished. These results are based on the most comprehensive assessment of global fisheries to date, covering 2 570 assessed stocks representing
about 74.2 percent of global marine landings, using a reformed methodology with a global consultative process.

Since 2015, the rate of decline of the global indicator has slowed, showing a broadly stabilizing trend after decades of more rapid decline. Nevertheless, the
proportion of fish stocks within biologically sustainable levels remains a significant concern for the international community. Accelerated implementation of stock-
rebuilding strategies and strengthened science-based fisheries management are required to restore stocks to sustainable levels. At the same time, some positive
signals exist. In 2021, approximately 77.2 percent of global marine landings were harvested from biologically sustainable stocks, with highly productive and
economically valuable species generally in better condition than other species globally. These stocks are often well-monitored, accurately assessed and effectively
managed, highlighting the critical role of sustained investment in fisheries science and governance.

Progress toward SDG target 14.4 remains uneven across regions. Higher proportions of sustainable stocks are found in the North Atlantic, Northeast Pacific and
Southeast Pacific reflecting decades of investment in effective fisheries management by these regions. Change is underway with fisheries management initiatives
progressing in other parts of the world, including Southeast Asia and West Africa; however, fish stocks remain significantly overfished in some areas, with low levels
of sustainability in the Mediterranean and continued declines in the Central Pacific and South Atlantic.

Multiple global crises have influenced fisheries sustainability in recent years. The COVID-19 pandemic disrupted monitoring, data collection, markets and
management processes in many countries, while environmental variability continues to alter species distributions, productivity and ecosystem dynamics. Economic
pressures and governance challenges in some regions have constrained the implementation of management measures. At the same time, the adoption of ecosystem-
based fisheries management, strengthened regional cooperation through fisheries bodies, and methodological innovations are reinforcing the scientific basis for
decision-making and supporting stock rebuilding in several fisheries. Fisheries operating under effective management frameworks tend to maintain or rebuild stocks
toward sustainable levels, while limited management capacity is often associated with higher exploitation rates and reduced stock abundance.

Despite these positive developments, the gap between the current global distribution of stock status and the SDG 14.4 objective remains substantial, making
achievement of the target by 2030 unlikely without accelerated action. While local management successes demonstrate that recovery is possible, global progress
remains insufficient. A key pillar of the blue transformation initiative in FAQ is “Strengthen fisheries management”. This could significantly increase the contribution
of marine fisheries to food security, nutrition, economic development and the well-being of coastal communities. Failure to close this gap could have serious
implications for biodiversity, ecosystem functioning and global food security, particularly for vulnerable coastal communities that depend heavily on fisheries.

Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e The indicators are described in the biannual FAQ State of the World Fisheries and Aquaculture (SOFIA) publication, with global and regional indicators
described since at least 1994. National-level indicators are included from the 2022 publication. https://www.fao.org/publications/fao-flagship-
publications/the-state-of-world-fisheries-and-aquaculture/en

e The most recentvalues of global and regional indicators described in the storylines above are from Sharma et al. 2025. Review of the state of world marine
fishery resources — 2025. FAQ Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Paper. No. 721. Rome. FAQ.
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/cd5538en)

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Rishi Sharma, FAO; Anne-Elise Nieblas, FAO
Custodian agency(ies): FAQ
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Target 14.5 By 2020, conserve at least 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, consistent with national and international law and based on
the best available scientific information

Indicator 14.5.1 Coverage of protected areas in relation to marine areas

On average, 55% of each of the world’s >16,500 Key Biodiversity Areas remains to be safeguarded, despite this proportion having dropped
from 75% in 2000

Biodiversity, and threats to it, are distributed highly unevenly over the surface of the planet. This means that it is possible to identify discrete sites of global
significance for the persistence of biodiversity. More than 16,500 such Key Biodiversity Areas have been identified through bottom-up processes in all of the world's
countries. Safeguarding these, through protected areas or other effective area-based conservation measures, is therefore the cornerstone of nature conservation.

Recognising this, average coverage of Key Biodiversity Areas by protected and conserved areas is therefore an indicator for three SDG targets — for SDG 14.5 (for the
oceans), SDG 15.1 (for land and freshwater), and SDG 15.4 (for mountains) — as well as for Target 3 of the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework under
the Convention on Biological Diversity, and Strategic Objective 4 under the UN Convention on Combatting Desertification.

Since 2000, important positive progress has been made towards these targets, with average protection of each Key Biodiversity Area increasing from 25% up to 45%
by 2025. This overall progress masks important regional differences, with coverage now having increased above 60% in Northern America and Europe, but still below
25% in Oceania, for example. There is rather little variation between the biomes, with coverage now reaching 47% in the oceans, 45% on land, 44% for freshwater,
and 42% in mountains.

On average, more than half of each Key Biodiversity Area remains to be protected. The world's governments and communities face a crucial challenge to close this
gap in safeguarding. Compounding the need to increase coverage of existing recognised Key Biodiversity Areas is the recent finding that on average countries are
likely missing about half of these sites, because the Key Biodiversity Area criteria have not been comprehensively applied across species and ecosystems. There is an
urgent need for all countries to update their Key Biodiversity Area networks by 2030 as part of their planning for the KMGBF. However, around the world, efforts to
establish such safeguard are underway. In 2025 the Philippines and Canada came close to completing comprehensive assessments of their Key Biodiversity Area
networks, with national processes ongoing in Oman, Malawi, Honduras, Fiji, Spain, Italy and Palau. This builds on the work of the Plurinational State of Bolivia,
Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, Gabon, Congo, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Uganda, Mozambique, South Africa and United Arab Emirates which have completed such
assessments. In terms of protected and conserved areas, most countries and territories have reported up-to-date data to the World Database on Protected and
Conserved Areas. In 2025, Mauritania completed its first national update in 30 years and Ukraine completed its first update in over 25 years, while Ecuador, Ukraine
and two Regional Fisheries Management Organizations reported other effective area-based conservation measures for the first time.

Around the world, there are thousands of examples of governments, non-governmental organisations, Indigenous Peoples and local communities, and the private
sector contributing towards the safeguard of terrestrial and freshwater, marine, and mountain Key Biodiversity Areas. New examples which have stood out over 2025
include the establishment of protected areas on land to safequard Usala Gorilla Reserve (Democratic Republic of the Congo), Palma-Quirimbas Environmental
Protection Area (Mozambique), and Gunung Sahendaruman (Indonesia), as well as mountain sites like Paramo del Duende Natural Regional Park (Colombia) and
Champaréa Regional Conservation Area (Peru). Meanwhile, new marine protected areas safeguarding KBAs in 2025 include the Patagonia Azul Provincial Park
(Argentina), Gitdisdzu Lugyeks, Kitasu Bay (Canada), Tainui Atea Marine Protected Area (French Polynesia), and North Eastern North Island (New Zealand).

119-15.1.2-2839-ER_PTD_TERR-5654_Figure (Terr) 119-15.1.2-2837-ER_PTD_FRHWRT-5654_Figure (Freshwater)

119-14.5.1-2999-ER_MRN_MPA-4532_Figure (Marine) 119-15.4.1-2838-ER_PTD_MTN-5654_Figure (Mountain)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e Targeting site conservation to increase the effectiveness of new global biodiversity targets https://www.cell.com/one-earth/fulltext/S2590-3322(23)00563-
8

e (hanges in Key Biodiversity Area networks following national comprehensive assessments
https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/cobi.70151

e World Database of Key Biodiversity Areas https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/

e Protected Planet: The World Database on Protected and Conserved Areas (WDPCA), December 2025 (UNEP-WCMC and IUCN, 2025)
https://www.protectedplanet.net/en

e Protected Planet Report 2024 https://digitalreport.protectedplanet.net

e Theworld's largest marine protected area has been established in French Polynesia https://www.unep-weme.org/en/news/worlds-largest-marine-
protected-area-french-polynesia

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Thomas Brooks, IUCN; Stuart Butchart, BirdLife International; Emily Howland, UNEP-WCMC; Andrew Plumptre, KBA Secretariat;
Tom Scott, BirdLife International; Wendy Elliott, WWEF; Erin McCreless, Rainforest Trust; Ciara Raudsepp-Hearne, WCS; Andrew Snyder, re:wild; Gautam Surya,
WCS; Lillian Fougere, WWEF-NZ

Custodian agencyl(ies): UNEP-WCMC, UNEP, IUCN
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Target 14.6 By 2020, prohibit certain forms of fisheries subsidies which contribute to overcapacity and overfishing, eliminate subsidies that
contribute to illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing and refrain from introducing new such subsidies, recognizing that appropriate and
effective special and differential treatment for developing and least developed countries should be an integral part of the World Trade
Organization fisheries subsidies negotiation3

Indicator 14.6.1 Degree of implementation of international instruments aiming to combat illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing

Custodian agency(ies): FAQ

Target 14.7 By 2030, increase the economic benefits to small island developing States and least developed countries from the sustainable use
of marine resources, including through sustainable management of fisheries, aquaculture and tourism

Indicator 14.7.1 Sustainable fisheries as a proportion of GDP in small island developing States, least developed countries and all countries

Third consecutive decline in sustainable fisheries as a proportion of GDP

At the global level, sustainable fisheries as a proportion of GDP fell from 0.087 percent in 2021 to 0.081 percent in 2023. This marks the third consecutive decline
since the indicator's peak of 0.106 percent in 2017. The decline is driven in part by the continued expansion of other sectors of the economy, which reduces the
relative share of fisheries in GDP. Falling sustainability rates in several important fishing areas have also reduced the share of fish production classified as
sustainable in those regions. Meanwhile, the overall value of the fisheries and aquaculture sector continued to expand, wih countries that reported data accounting
for USD 175 hillion in 2023, up from USD 170 billion in 2021.

Sub-Saharan Africa recorded continued growth, with the indicator rising from 0.237 percent in 2011 to 0.425 percent in 2023. Within the region, Western Africa saw
the indicator rise from 0.229 percent in 2011 to 0.446 percent in 2023, while Middle Africa reached 0.807 percent. Small island developing states (SIDS) saw their
indicator fall to 0.516 percent in 2023, down from 0.569 percent in 2021, reflecting declining sustainability rates in several nearby fishing areas. Nevertheless, four
SIDS maintained an indicator above 5 percent, highlighting the central role fisheries play in the economies of the most ocean-dependent of these states. Oceania
excluding Australia and New Zealand also recorded lower values, with the indicator falling to 0.901 percent in 2023, down from 1.113 percent in 2011. For these
economies, fisheries constitute a substantial share of national output and are central to both food security and export revenues.

Least Developed Countries as a group showed a decline, from 0.753 percent in 2021 to 0.726 percent in 2023, though the level remains well above the global
average. South-eastern Asia, which accounts for a large share of global fish production, saw the indicator continue its downward trend, falling from 1.031 percent in
2011 to 0.590 percent in 2023. In Northern America and Europe fisheries represent a small share of overall economic output, and the indicator remained stable at
around 0.029 percent.

The decline in the global indicator reflects both the shrinking relative weight of fisheries in increasingly diversified economies and a fall in the proportion of fish
stocks fished within biologically sustainable limits. This has been particularly pronounced in the Eastern Central Atlantic, the Eastern Central Pacific and the Western
Central Pacific, where sustainability rates fell the most between 2021 and 2023.

Sustainable Fisheries as a Percentage of GDP

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): William Griffin, Marcio Castro de Souza
Custodian agency(ies): FAO, UNEP-WCMC
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Target 14.a Increase scientific knowledge, develop research capacity and transfer marine technology, taking into account the
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission Criteria and Guidelines on the Transfer of Marine Technology, in order to improve ocean health
and to enhance the contribution of marine biodiversity to the development of developing countries, in particular small island developing
States and least developed countries

Indicator 14.a.1 Proportion of total research budget allocated to research in the field of marine technology

Funding for marine research is insufficient to fill existing knowledge gaps and deliver the information and capacity required for supporting a
sustainable ocean (SDG 14)

Assessing the investment by national governments in marine research remains a challenging task. Ten years after the first assessment of this indicator many
countries still have no mechanism in place to identify the datasets required to calculate the total national research budgets. , This inability to identify investment in
marine research is limiting the development and implementation of national strategies that can identify research, capacity and technology needs for supporting
ocean economies and directing investment to those sectors to meet national aspirations.

Based on the data available, the portion of gross domestic expenditure on research and development (GERD) devoted to marine research varies across countries and
over time and is tied to overall national economies. Of countries reporting against the indicator the USA invests more than US$ 12 billion in ocean and coastal
activities (2023). This investment is followed by the Republic of Korea (US$ 1.1 billion, 2023) and Japan (US$ 1 billion, 2023). Norway, identified as the country with
the largest ocean economy as a proportion of its overall economy (OECD, 2025), reported the highest proportion of total budget allocated to research in the field of
marine technology 8.2%. This is substantially higher than the median of all available national research budgets allocated to marine research, which has remained at
less than 1% over the time period 2013 to 2024. The low overall median value of national budgets contrasts with the growing global ocean economy which now
accounts 3-4% of gross value added to the world's economy.

When those countries that have reported data across a minimum of six years are considered, temporal changes can be identified (Figure 2). However, variation in
budgets reported do not always reflect a change in investment but rather is associated with an improvement in the methodology applied. Belgium for example reports
an increase in the proportion of budget allocated from 0.37% to 1.56% across 2013- 2023, that has been associated with changes introduced to the method of
calculation.

Figure 1. National ocean science funding as a share of GERD (%) by year 2013-2024. The colored boxes display 50% of the data points in that specific year. The box
contains the lower quartile and upper quartile divided by the median (line). The average values are indicated by an X. The bars on the boxes indicate the interquartile
range, and the data points indicated outside this range are considered outliers. The sample size for each year are different and are indicated in the x-Axis.
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Figure 2. National ocean science funding as a share of GERD (%) of countries that have reported a minimum of six annual values across the period 2013-2023.
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e (OECD (2025),The Ocean Economy to 2050, OECD Publishing, Paris, https://doi.org/10.1787/a9096fb1-en
Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Kirsten Isensee, |0C; Seungho Park, |0C; Clement Rosin, I0C; Karen Evans, |0C
Custodian agency(ies): I0C-UNESCO
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Target 14.b Provide access for small-scale artisanal fishers to marine resources and markets

Indicator 14.b.1 Degree of application of a legal/regulatory/ policy/institutional framework which recognizes and protects access rights for small-scale
fisheries

Custodian agency(ies): FAQ

Target 14.c Enhance the conservation and sustainable use of oceans and their resources by implementing international law as reflected in the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, which provides the legal framework for the conservation and sustainable use of oceans and
their resources, as recalled in paragraph 158 of “The future we want”

Indicator 14.c.1 Number of countries making progress in ratifying, accepting and implementing through legal, policy and institutional framewaorks, ocean-
related instruments that implement international law, as reflected in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Se

Historic BBNJ Agreement enters into force

The entry into force of the Agreement under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea on the Conservation and Sustainable Use of Marine Biological
Diversity of Areas beyond National Jurisdiction (BBNJ Agreement) on 17 January 2026 marked a historic achievement for the ocean and for multilateralism. As the
third implementing agreement under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, the treaty strengthens the legal framework for conserving and sustainably
using marine biodiversity in the two-thirds of the ocean that lie beyond national jurisdiction. The Secretary-General commended States for turning commitment into
action — propelling the BBNJ Agreement into force in just over 2.5 years after its adoption — and called on every State to become Parties to the Agreement without
delay. The progress by countries in ratifying, accepting and implementing the Agreement will be measured through the indicator for Target 14.c.

The effective implementation of the BBNJ Agreement will be critical to address the triple planetary crisis of climate change, biodiversity loss and pollution, and to
meet various ocean-related global goals, including Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 14. The objective of the Agreement — to ensure the conservation and
sustainable use of marine biological diversity of areas beyond national jurisdiction, for the present and in the long term — aligns with several of the targets and
indicators for SDG 14.

The Agreement will enable area-based management tools, including marine protected areas, to be established in areas beyond national jurisdiction, which could
contribute to protecting and restoring ecosystems and strengthening resilience to stressors, including climate change, ocean acidification and marine pollution
(Targets 14.1,14.2, 14.3 and 14.5). In addition, the Agreement is anticipated to contribute to reducing marine pollution through its provisions on environmental impact
assessments (Target 14.1). When conducting such assessments, cumulative impacts will need to be taken into account, including the consequences of climate
change, ocean acidification and related impacts, to achieve a more holistic assessment (Target 14.3).

Through its provisions on capacity-building and the transfer of marine technology, the Agreement is expected to address uneven capacity and assist States, in
particular developing States, in undertaking activities in areas beyond national jurisdiction (Target 14.a). The special circumstances of small island developing States
and of least developed countries have to be taken into account in this regard (Target 14.7). The Agreement also aims to promote marine scientific research and
facilitate the generation and dissemination of data and information to help improve our knowledge of marine biodiversity of areas hitherto largely underexplored and
to support science-based conservation and management measures (Target 14.a).

The Agreement presents significant opportunities to advance progress towards other SDGs as well, including promoting gender equality (Goal 5), reducing inequality
within and among countries (Goal 10), taking action to combat climate change and its impacts (Goal 13) and strengthen partnerships for the SDGs more broadly (Goal
17).

Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e www.un.org/bbnjagreement
e https://www.un.org/depts/los/index.htm
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