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Target 17.1 Strengthen domestic resource mobilization, including through international support to developing countries, to improve domestic
capacity for tax and other revenue collection

Indicator 17.1.1 Total government revenue as a proportion of GDP, by source

Custodian agencylies): IMF

Indicator 17.1.2 Proportion of domestic budget funded by domestic taxes

Custodian agencylies): IMF

Target 17.2 Developed countries to implement fully their official development assistance commitments, including the commitment by many
developed countries to achieve the target of 0.7 per cent of gross national income for official development assistance (O0DA/GNI) to
developing countries and 0.15 to 0.20 per cent of ODA/GNI to least developed countries; ODA providers are encouraged to consider setting a
target to provide at least 0.20 per cent of ODA/GNI to least developed countries

Indicator 17.2.1 Net official development assistance, total and to least developed countries, as a proportion of the Organization for Economic Cooperation
and Development (OECD) Development Assistance Committee donors’ gross national income (GNI)

Development Assistance Under Pressure: The State of ODA in 2025

In 2025, ODA by member countries and associates of the DAC amounted to USD 174.3 billion, representing 0.26% of their combined gross national income (GNI).
Total ODA fell by 23.1%, in real terms, compared to 2024. This is the largest annual contraction recorded in the history of ODA, bringing ODA levels back to where
they stood at the start of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.

The decline in ODA was broad-based but heavily concentrated. While 26 of 34 members reduced their ODA, the five largest providers combined (France, Germany,
Japan, the United Kingdom, and the United States) accounted for 95.7% of the total fall in DAC ODA in 2025. The United States alone drove three-quarters (75.1%) of
the decline, with its ODA falling by 56.9%, marking the largest reduction by any provider in any year on record. Germany (-17.4%), France (-10.9%), the United
Kingdom (-10.8%), and Japan (-5.6%) also made significant cuts. This is the first year when these five providers all reduced their ODA simultaneously. The scale of
the decline by the United States meant that Germany became the largest provider of ODA for the first time.

DAC member countries’ bilateral ODA in 2025 amounted to USD 126.4 billion, a 26.4% decrease on a grant equivalent basis, driven by declines in grants (-26.3%)
while sovereign loans fell by 10.3%. ODA to private sector instruments increased by 13%, accounting for 2.6% of total ODA. Substantial declines in DAC countries’
humanitarian assistance (-35.8%, amounting to USD 15.5 billion) and in-donor refugee costs (-22.1%, amounting to USD 23.0 billion) contributed to the overall decline
in bilateral ODA.

DAC countries” multilateral ODA in 2025 amounted to USD 47.9 billion, a decline of 12.7% on a grant equivalent basis. Multilateral O0DA has now fallen for two
consecutive years, declining by 21.3% since 2023. Declines were concentrated in core contributions to the UN system (-27.0%), representing the largest annual
decline in UN core funding on record. Cuts by the United States (-87.2%) were the primary driver of the decline in contributions to the UN. Core support to the World
Bank and to regional development banks, by contrast, increased by 6.7% and 11.9% respectively.In net terms, DAC countries’ bilateral ODA to Ukraine fell by 38.2%
in 2025 to reach USD 10.3 billion. The 91% decline (USD 8.7 billion decline in real terms) of ODA to Ukraine by the United States drove the overall decline, while 23
DAC countries increased their bilateral ODA to Ukraine. In addition, the EU Institutions gave USD 34.6 hillion to Ukraine, a 65% increase over 2024. When including
these outflows from the EU Institutions, bilateral ODA to Ukraine from DAC members totalled USD 44.9 billion in 2025, an 18.7% increase over 2024 and the largest
volume of ODA to any single recipient in any year on record.

Net bilateral ODA for development programmes, projects, and technical co-operation — excluding in-donor refugee costs, humanitarian assistance, and debt relief —
fell by 26.3%, the largest decline on record for this component of ODA. These flows have been resilient over time and generally trended upward, even in 2024 amidst
cuts in overall ODA: from 2019 to 2024, they increased by 24%. The significant decline in 2025 indicates that cuts extended beyond more volatile elements of
bilateral aid and into core development programming.

ODA for in-donor refugee costs amounted to USD 23.0 billion, a 22.1% decline over 2024. These flows have declined by 36.8% since their peak in 2022, following the
onset of the Ukraine refugee crisis after the Russian war of aggression against Ukraine. Humanitarian assistance from DAC members amounted to USD 18.7 hillion, a
31.7% decline — the second consecutive fall after five years of growth (2019-23). Net debt relief grants amounted to USD 361 million, increasing by 41.2% over 2024.

Sovereign loans from DAC countries represented 9.1% of their bilateral ODA in grant equivalent terms, with Japan (50.9%), Korea (31.2%), and France (20.4%)
providing the highest share of their bilateral ODA as sovereign loans. The EU Institutions’ sovereign lending fell by 13.8% in real terms and represented 26.8% of
their bilateral ODA.

In 2025, Germany became the largest DAC country provider of ODA for the first time in history (USD 29.1 hillion), accounting for 16.7% of total ODA from DAC
member countries. It was followed by the United States (USD 29.0 billion), the United Kingdom (USD 17.2 hillion), Japan (USD 16.2 billion) and France (USD 14.5
billion). Combined, these five largest providers made up 60.8% of DAC countries’ total ODA. The following countries exceeded the United Nations" ODA as a
percentage of GNI target of 0.7%": Denmark (0.72%), Luxembourg (0.99%), Norway (1.03%) and Sweden (0.85%).

G7 providers gave 69.1% of total ODA, the first time this share has fallen below 70% since 2012. DAC-EU countries gave 49.6% of the total.

Custodian agency(ies): OECD

"Not all DAC members have set a domestic target for ODA as a share of GNI.


https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/

Target 17.3 Mobilize additional financial resources for developing countries from multiple sources

Indicator 17.3.1 Additional financial resources mobilized for developing countries from multiple sources

Development Finance for Developing Countries Reaches USD 419.6 Billion in 2024

The International Forum on TOSSD (an independent entity hosted by the OECD), and the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) are the co-
custodians of the indicator, with the latter being responsible for data on South-South cooperation (SSC) and Foreign Direct Investment.

In 2026, UNCTAD shares the first South-South cooperation data for SDG 17.3.1 reported by nine pilot and pioneering countries using the global, voluntary United
Nations Conceptual Framework to measure South-South Cooperation. This Framework, developed by the global South for the South, and a Manual, released as a
result of a country-led effort in 2025, enables collection and reporting of data on South-South cooperation. South-South data, collected and reported on terms defined
by the global South, are central for empowering countries to shape their development trajectories and to inform global debates on development support. To date, 66
countries have requested support and are engaging with UNCTAD to start reporting their own data in the UN Framework. A global capacity development effort, led by
UNCTAD and implemented with UN Regional Commissions and UN Office for South-South Cooperation, is underway.

The pilot data reported to UNCTAD suggest that grants are an important instrument in South-South cooperation. Of note, almost all cooperation activities utilizing
grants reported by the nine pilot countries from Latin America

Figure 1. Share of South-South cooperation activities by modality, 2020-2025 and the Caribbean (39 per cent) are non-financial. More than
one inten (11 per cent) is non-monetized, mainly delivered in
11% 1% the form of goods and materials, food or medicine,

and experts or specialists deployed in technical cooperation
projects. The first South-South data suggest an important role
for in-kind support between developing economies.

= Financial (Group A) In 2024, total official and private resources mabilised for
developing countries based on TOSSD data (excluding South-
Non-financial, South co-operation providers) amounted to USD 419.6 billion,
monetized (Group B) showing an increase of 12% from 2023. Overall, non-

concessional loans made up the largest share of the 2024
total (36%), followed by grants (31%). Concessional loans and
MPF represented 16% each. The year-on-year increase was
mostly driven by official resources that grew from USD 303
billion to USD 346.3 hillion (+14%). Non-concessional loans
grew to the greatest extent (+36%) whereas grants stagnated.
Additionally, mobilised private finance (MPF) increased by
+11% (Figure 2).

Non-financial, non-
monetized (Group C)

88%

Source: UN Framework for the Measurement of South-South Cooperation, reported by UNCTAD.

Figure 2. Financial resources for developing countries from multiple sources, 2020-2024, USD Billion, current prices
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Note: For 2024 data, coverage of SDG indicator 17.3.1 expanded again, reaching 108 reporters (two more than in 2023). Data from 23 SSC TOSSD reporters
were excluded as UNCTAD submits SSC data. Source: TOSSD.online, complemented with OECD CRS on MPF and private grants.

Figures 3 & 4. Total resources by type of flow, 2020-2024, USD billion, current prices Grants and concessional loans represented
90% of all resources for LICs, consistent with
Figure 3. Total resources by type of flow, 2020-2024, USD billion, current prices their limited fiscal capacities and greater
needs for affordable support. Similarly, 83%
e |22 NS 185 119 of resources for LDCs were provided through
UMIC 132.7 ses — p— such concessional instruments. In contrast,

non-concessional loans and MPF were
Hie 1620 S we 212 698 predominantly allocated to UMICs and HICs.
Lic 199.60 | @55 184 Two-thirds of concessional loans were
allocated to LMICs.

Grants (17.3.1.a) m Concessional loans (17.3.1.b) Non-concessional loans (17.3.1.c) L. i i
In addition, while non-concessional loans

represented a third of all resources for SIDS,
grants were still the main source of external
support (48%) that can be essential for

addressing their exposure to external shocks

LLDC 137.4 _ 49.6 17.3 and geo-economic isolation (Figure 4).
sios 23 e 27

Grants (17.3.1.a) m Concessional loans (17.3.1.b) Non-concessional loans (17.3.1.c)

Mobilised private finance (17.3.1.e) = Private grants (17.3.1.f)

Figure 4. Total resources by type of flow by UN-OHRLLS country groups, 2020-2024, USD billion,
current prices
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Source: TOSSD.online.

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

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Julia BENN, IFT; Marisa BERBEGAL IBANEZ, IFT; Tomas HOS, IFT; Utku DAGTEKIN, IFT; Anu PELTOLA, UNCTAD; Daniel HOPP,
UNCTAD

Custodian agency(ies): OECD, UNCTAD



https://unctad.org/publication/manual-framework-measure-south-south-cooperation-technical-and-procedural-aspects-pilot
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
http://www.tossd.online/
https://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=crs1
http://www.tossd.online/

Indicator 17.3.2 Volume of remittances (in United States dollars) as a proportion of total GDP

Remittances flows to low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) posted strong growth in 2024, highlighting the continued resilience of
remittances as a critical financial lifeline for millions of households

Remittance flows to low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), increased by nearly 10 percent to reach $687 billion in 2024 (table 1). The true size of remittances,
including flows through informal channels, however, is believed to be even larger. This growth highlights the continued resilience of remittances as a critical financial
lifeline for millions of households. The United States has continued to be the largest source of remittances in the world, supported by a robust labor market and a
large migrant workforce.

Strong growth in remittances in 2024 was driven mainly by steady economic growth and stable labor markets in high-income migrant-hosting countries, particularly in
the United States and Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) countries. Employment growth in the United States in recent years has been more rapid for foreign-born
workers than for the native-born workers (figure 1). The relative strength of remittances to South Asia and Latin America and the Caribbean compared with other
regions can be explained by strong growth in the US labor market (the United States is the main source of remittances to India and Mexico).

Outward remittances from the GCC countries to destination countries rebounded strongly in 2024, after posting negative growths in 2022 and 2023. Notably, outward
remittances from the GCC countries have showed a downward trend after 2019, with some fluctuations, which likely reflected post-COVID adjustments. The rebound
in remittance from the GCCs seems to have positive implications for remittances flows to India, Jordan, Egypt, and the Philippines as these countries account for
majority of expatriate population in the GCC countries. Despite nationalization efforts by GCC government, expatriates continue to play a key role, particularly in the
private sector, due to their skills and experience.

The largest recipient of remittances among LMICs by volume continues to be India with inflows of $138 billion in 2024, followed by Mexico ($68 billion), the
Philippines ($40 billion), Pakistan ($35 billion), and China ($31 billion). The top five receiving countries accounted for nearly half of the LMICs' total remittances.
Among economies where remittance inflows represent very large shares of gross domestic product (GDP) — highlighting the importance of remittances for stabilizing
economies by reducing poverty and funding current account and fiscal shortfalls. For example, remittance inflows constitute 48 percent in Tajikistan, 43 percent in
Tonga, 27 percent in Nicaragua, 26 percent in Nepal, and 26 percent in Honduras (figure 2).

Regionally, the trends varied. Middle East and North Africa (Including Afghanistan and Pakistan) saw the highest growth rate at 19.1 percent—reflecting a sharp
rebound from a negative growth of about 14 percent in 2023—with a notable acceleration in flows to Egypt and Pakistan accounting for much of the surge (table 1).
South Asia also saw the strong growth rate at 15.6 percent with a notable acceleration in flows to Bangladesh and India. Remittances to Latin America and
Caribbean also continued to grow in 2024, but at a slower pace compared to previous years. In East Asia and the Pacific, meanwhile, remittances grew by 5.6
percent, with the Philippines reaching a record high volume. Europe and Central Asia experienced a modest rebound of 2.3 percent, driven in part by increased
transfers from Russia. Sub-Saharan Africa also posted a 5.2 percent year-over-year increase.

Looking ahead, the outlook for remittance flows in 2025 is optimistic. Steady economic growth and stable labor markets in high-income countries that host large
migrant populations are expected to sustain strong remittance levels. Monitoring remittance volume in the first three quarters of 2025 across several of the biggest
corridors globally from the largest sender (United States, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates, and Europe) to some of largest recipients (Bangladesh, El Salvador,
Mexico, Pakistan, and the Philippines) indicate that both outbound trends and inbound trends for remittances have been positive. Therefore, remittances should
remain an important source of income, consumption and external financing for LMIC economies.

Table 1.Remittance Flows to Low- and Middle-Income Regions, 2018-2024

5 billion 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
Low- and middle-income countries 46 48B3  4BE 553 613 627  GEY
East Asia and Pacific o4 92 91 o7 107 115 121
excluding China 70 74 72 75 Bl BS 50
Europe and Central Asia 47 49 46 55 BB B3 B4
Latin America and Caribbean B9 86 103 130 144 154 164
Middle East and North Africa, Afghanistan &
Fakistan 77 BO B& B g5 B2 k)
South Asia 110 117 120 125 146 158 183
Sub-Saharan Africa 45 45 42 47 53 55 58

Growth rate {percent)

Low- and middle-income countries B3 3.7 11 134 107 23 a7
East Asia and Pacific 11 -2.1 -2.1 7.6 949 71 56
excluding Ching B4 LB -34 46 BO 5.2 53
Europe and Central Asia 131 42 7.2 202 242 -85 24
Latin America and Caribbean 10.0 8.2 75 263 10.4 74 6.0
Middle East and North Africa, Afghanistan &
Pakistan 31 42 77 143 -35 -137 181
South Asia 136 64 3.0 43 165 B5 156
Sub-5aharan Africa 129 06 -125 106 118 4.4 5.2

Souvrce: World Bank
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Figure 2. Top Recipients of Remittances among Low- and Middle-Income Countries, 2024

By total amount (§ billion)
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Source:World Bank staff
Note: GDP = gross domestic product

South Sudan and Yemen are excluded due to data validity
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Custodian agency(ies): World Bank
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Target 17.4 Assist developing countries in attaining long-term debt sustainability through coordinated policies aimed at fostering debt
financing, debt relief and debt restructuring, as appropriate, and address the external debt of highly indebted poor countries to reduce debt
distress

Indicator 17.4.1 Debt service as a proportion of exports of goods, services and primary income

Persistent DebtVulnerabilities Amid Easing Financial Pressures

In 2024, easing global financial conditions provided some breathing room for low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) facing elevated debt burdens. With inflation
declining and the tight interest-rate environment beginning to soften, some relief is emerging. International bond markets are reopening at more sustainable pricing,
giving countries access to financing that helps mitigate default risks and offers temporary fiscal relief. Many countries used the opportunity to restructure their debt
to ease fiscal pressures and improve long-term fiscal sustainability.

However, these efforts did not prevent a continued buildup of public debt, which reached a new record. Albeit the growth of external debt slowed, total external debt
of LMICs still increased by 1.1 percent to $8.9 trillion, a sharp deceleration after more than a decade of rapid accumulation. A similar pattern was observed among
International Development Association (IDA)-eligible countries (mainly low-income countries), where external debt increased by 2.0 percent to $1.2 trillion.

In 2024, debt reorganization by LMICs reached its highest level since 2010. Close to $90 billion was reorganized, of which more than half was due to agreements with
IDA-eligible countries. Reorganizations took several forms, including restructuring agreements in the Group of Twenty Common Framework and other international
forums, and with private creditors, notably bondholders, as well as debt swap arrangements with official and private creditors.

Net debt inflows (disbursements minus principal repayments) to LMICs rose significantly, increasing by 40.7 percent to $210.3 billion. This increase was driven
primarily by renewed bond issuance and financing from multilateral institutions, which accounted for 38.1 percent ($55.0 billion) and 48.5 percent ($70.1 billion),
respectively, of long-term debt inflows ($144.6 billion), for a combined share of 86.5 percent. However, bilateral flows, i.e., from government-to-government lending,
fell to their lowest level since the global financial crisis, dropping to around $4.5 billion. IDA-eligible countries also saw higher net debt inflows, which rose 18.6
percent to $53.1 billion, signaling improved access to external financing after several years of stress.

A notable shift occurred in bond flows. LMICs moved from a net bond outflow of US$75.4 billion in 2023 to an inflow of US$55 billion in 2024, reflecting renewed
investor confidence, stronger growth prospects, and declining perceived credit risk. Among IDA-eligible countries, bondholders became the fastest-growing source of
public and publicly guaranteed (PPG) net debt flows, reversing from an outflow in 2023 to a sizeable inflow in 2024 as new issuances exceeded principal repayments.

Despite improved financing conditions, debt servicing (principal and interest) costs continued to climb. LMICs paid out $741 billion more in debt servicing on their
external debt between 2022 and 2024 than they received in new financing — the largest amount in at least 50 years. For the second consecutive year, LMICs'
interest payments on total external debt reached a record high, rising 2.2 percent to $415.4 billion. These payments are 2.4 times higher than a decade ago, driven
mainly by a 4.5 percent increase from public sector borrowers, to $161.3 billion. In 2024, LMICs total net debt transfers (disbursements minus total debt service
payments) were negative for the third consecutive year, paying $205.1 billion more in principal and interest than they received in new loans.

Finally, while external indebtedness eased for some LMICs, domestic borrowing rose in many countries. Of 86 countries with available data on domestic debt, 62 saw
it increase from 2023 to 2024, and more than half recorded domestic government debt as growing faster than external debt — signaling a pivot to local financing.

Interest payments on the total external debt of low- and middle-income countries, by debtor type, 2014-2024 (billions of dollars)

500 -
400 A

300 4

200

100

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

®m Publicand publicly guranteed @ Private nonguaranteed @ Short-Term

Source: World Bank International Debt Statistics database.

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

https://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/debt-statistics/idr/products
https://blogs.worldbank.org/en/opendata/international-debt-report-2025--when-relief-isn-t-enough---Imics
https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2025/12/03/developing-countries-debt-outflows-hit-50-year-high-during-2022-2024
https://blogs.worldbank.org/en/voices/putting-debt-strapped-countries-on-a-sustainable-path

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Rasiel Vellos, World Bank
Custodian agency(ies): World Bank
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Target 17.5 Adopt and implement investment promotion regimes for least developed countries

Indicator 17.5.1 Number of countries that adopt and implement investment promotion regimes for developing countries, including the least developed
countries

OFDI support for developing countries is not keeping pace with a riskier global environment

In an increasingly uncertain global investment environment, stronger support for outward foreign direct investment (OFDI) in developing countries is becoming more
important. Tighter financing conditions, heightened geopolitical tensions, supply-chain disruptions and increased screening of cross-border investment, including
outward investment, are making international investment more difficult and selective (UNCTAD, 2025). In this context, OFDI mechanisms that include clear
development, sustainability and host-country benefit criteria can help steer investment towards projects that are both commercially viable and supportive of
sustainable development. Yet such targeted support remains limited and is not expanding at a pace commensurate with mounting global challenges.

OFDI promotion schemes are home-country measures that support firms investing abroad, including in developing countries and the least developed countries (LDCs).
In 2025, 54 countries had such a mechanism in place, including 31 developed economies and 23 developing economies. This corresponds to 72 per cent of developed
economies and 16 per cent of developing economies. These schemes can take several forms, including investment guarantees, fiscal or financial support, direct
capital participation and investment facilitation services. In developed economies, the most common instruments were investment guarantees and facilitation
services (63 per cent each), followed by fiscal or financial support (53 per cent) and direct capital participation (37 per cent). In developing economies, facilitation
services (13 per cent) and fiscal or financial support (10 per cent) were the most prevalent forms (figure 1).

From a development perspective, the existence of an OFDI mechanism is not enough. What matters is whether such schemes are designed to channel investment
towards countries and projects with sustainable development impact. In 2025, 54 per cent of countries with OFDI mechanisms had at least one OFDI scheme that
included developing-country criteria, meaning that support was limited or targeted to investment in selected developing countries or LDCs, up from 46 per cent in
2023 and 53 per cent in 2024. Similarly, 37 per cent of countries applied sustainability criteria in 2025, compared with 28 per cent in 2023 and 35 per cent in 2024,
while 48 per cent included host-country benefit criteria, up from 38 per cent in 2023 and 47 per cent in 2024 (figure 2). These criteria help ensure that supported
projects benefit host economies, meet sustainability conditions or target countries with greater development needs.

Overall, the data points to gradual improvement, but not to the scale of action needed to mobilize FDI towards closing the SDG financing gap. As host countries work
to strengthen their investment environment, stronger home-country support through de-risking and targeted OFDI promotion schemes will also be essential as part of
the coordinated global action needed to achieve the SDGs.

Figure 1: OFDI promotion instrument 2025 (Per cent of countries)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e UNCTAD (2025). World Investment Report 2025: International Investment in the Digital Economy United Nations publication. New York and Geneva.
Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Mathilde Closset, UNCTAD; Massimo Meloni, UNCTAD
Custodian agency(ies): UNCTAD
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Target 17.6 Enhance North-South, South-South and triangular regional and international cooperation on and access to science, technology
and innovation and enhance knowledge-sharing on mutually agreed terms, including through improved coordination among existing
mechanisms, in particular at the United Nations level, and through a global technology facilitation mechanism

Indicator 17.6.1 Fixed broadband subscriptions per 100 inhabitants, by speed4

Fixed-broadband subscriptions continue to grow steadily, but with a wide disparity between low- and high-income countries

Fixed-broadband subscriptions continue to grow steadily, at an annual growth rate averaging 5.9% between 2015 and 2025, reaching 20 subscriptions per 100
inhabitants in 2025 globally.

Penetration rates for fixed subscriptions are much lower than for mobile subscriptions, because fixed connections are usually shared by several people in a
household. Nonetheless, the inequalities in access to fixed connections across countries are far higher than for mobile connectivity. While fixed connections are
common among households in upper-middle-income and high-income countries, they are nearly non-existent in low-income countries, due to high prices and a lack of
infrastructure. In Europe and Northern America, Eastern and South-Eastern Asia and Australia and New Zealand, there were 37 or 38 subscriptions per 100
inhabitants. This stands in sharp contrast with Sub-Saharan Africa, Central and Southern Asia, and Oceania (excluding Australia and New Zealand), where there were
less than 5 subscriptions per 100 inhabitants.

Fixed Internet broadband subscriptions per 100 inhabitants, 2025
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e |TU (2025): Measuring digital development: Facts and Figures 2025, https://www.itu.int/itu-d/reports/statistics/facts-figures-2025/

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Martin Schaaper, ITU
Custodian agency(ies): ITU
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Target 17.7 Promote the development, transfer, dissemination and diffusion of environmentally sound technologies to developing countries on
favourable terms, including on concessional and preferential terms, as mutually agreed

Indicator 17.7.1 Total amount of funding for developing and developed countries to promote the development, transfer, dissemination and diffusion of
environmentally sound technologies

More than 80% of trade of tracked Environmentally SoundTechnologies occurs in North America and Europe, as well as Eastern Asia and
South-Eastern Asia

Environmentally Sound Technologies (ESTs) are technologies that have the potential for significantly improved environmental performance relative to other
technologies. ESTs are not just individual technologies, but they can also be defined as total systems that include know-how, procedures, goods and services, and
equipment, as well as organizational and managerial procedures for promoting environmental sustainability.

In 2024, total trade of tracked Environmentally Sound Technologies (ESTs) was USD 2708 billion, an increase of 16% compared to 2015. An analysis of total trade of
tracked ESTs from 2015 to 2024 reveals unstable behaviour, demonstrating regular fluctuations in growth rates compared to the previous year (see figure 1). At the
same time, the overall trend of total trade of tracked ESTs is close to the trends of the global economic growth (the 2026 UN World Economic Situation and Prospects
report).

The vast majority of total trade of tracked ESTs occurs in North America and Europe, as well as Eastern Asia and South-Eastern Asia, consistently accounting for
around 85-87% annually from 2015 to 2024, although dynamics vary across regions. While Oceania, Central Asia and Southern Asia, Latin America and the
Caribbean, Northern America and Europe show an upward trend in total trade of tracked ESTs by 38%, 32%, 29% and 37%, respectively, between 2015 and 2024,
total trade of tracked ESTs in Sub-Saharan Africa, Western Asia and Northern Africa, and Eastern Asia and South-eastern Asia declined by 50%, 17% and 10%,
respectively, over the same period (see figure 2).

Figure 1: Total trade of tracked Environmentally Sound Technologies in 2015-2024 (USD billion)
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Figure 2: Total trade of tracked Environmentally Sound Technologies by region (USD billion)
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Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Ekaterina Poleshchuk, UNEP; Dany Ghafari, UNEP
Custodian agency(ies): UNEP-CTCN
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Target 17.8 Fully operationalize the technology bank and science, technology and innovation capacity-building mechanism for least developed
countries by 2017 and enhance the use of enabling technology, in particular information and communications technology

Indicator 17.8.1 Proportion of individuals using the Internet

Three quarters of the global population is online, but large differences remain between the regions

In 2025, 74% of the world's population were online, compared with 71% a year earlier. Year-on-year growth increased slightly to 3.3%, up from 2.9% previously.
Although Internet penetration has grown from 40% in 2015, equal to an annual average growth rate of 6.3%, universal usage (defined as an Internet penetration rate
of at least 95% — which takes into account that some people may never want to connect) remains a distant prospect, with more than a quarter of the global
population still offline.

However, the online population is distributed unevenly over the regions and is strongly linked to the level of development. In Australia, New Zealand, Europe and
North America, universal usage has been reached or almost reached. Between 85 and 90% of the population in Eastern and South-Eastern Asia and Latin America
and the Caribbean were using the Internet, while this was true for three out of four people in Northern Africa and Western Asia and for two out of three in Central
and Southern Asia. Sub-Saharan Africa and Oceania (excluding Australia and New Zealand) were lagging far behind at 36% and 26% respectively.

Universal connectivity also remains a distant prospect in least developed countries (LDCs) and landlocked developing countries (LLDCs), where only 34% and 38% of
the population were onling, respectively. In the Small Island developing states (SIDS), finally, almost two thirds of the population was online.

Globally, 77% of men used the Internet, compared with 71% of women. Although the number of female and male Internet users has increased by nearly 45% since
2019, about 280 million more men than women used the Internet worldwide in 2025.

Gender parity is deemed to be achieved when the gender parity score, defined as the female percentage divided by the male percentage, is between 0.98 and 1.02.
As is the case for overall Internet use, gender parity is closely correlated with the level of development.

The global gender parity score of 0.92 in 2025 was the same as in 2019, indicating that in recent years, there has been no progress towards global gender parity.
There was a small improvement in the gender parity score in LDCs and LLDCs, although men were still significantly more likely to use the Internet than women. In the
SIDS group, the gender parity score remained at or even above 1 between 2019 and 2025, indicating gender parity. The SIDS are also a notable, positive exception to
the strong correlation between gender parity and overall Internet use as they have achieved gender parity even though less than two-thirds of the population use the
Internet.

Proportion of individuals using the Internet (%)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e |TU (2025): Measuring digital development: Facts and Figures 2025, https://www.itu.int/itu-d/reports/statistics/facts-figures-2025/

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Martin Schaaper, ITU
Custodian agency(ies): ITU
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Target 17.9 Enhance international support for implementing effective and targeted capacity-building in developing countries to support
national plans to implement all the Sustainable Development Goals, including through North-South, South-South and triangular cooperation

Indicator 17.9.1 Dollar value of official development assistance committed to developing countries

Development Finance for National Planning Surges, Led by Energy and Health

Total Official Development Finance for capacity building and national planning reached USD 65.5 billion in 2024, representing a 13% increase compared to 2023 and
a 68% increase since 2015, when it stood at USD 39.0 billion (in constant 2024 prices).

The main sectors assisted were public administration, energy, health, environmental, transport and financial policy, which together received USD 44.4 hillion,
representing 68% of the total. Although public sector policy and administrative management remained the largest sector in volume (USD 16.5 billion), it was broadly
stable, increasing by 1%. The overall increase between 2023 and 2024 was mostly driven by energy policy and administrative management, which grew by 38%,
reaching USD 8.0 billion. After a significant decline in 2023, health policy and administrative management rebounded strongly in 2024 (+29%), reaching USD 6.1
billion. Transport policy and administrative management also recorded a sharp increase (+42%), reaching USD 4.5 billion. Environmental policy continued to grow
(+29%), reaching USD 5.4 billion. In contrast, financial policy and administrative management declined significantly (—31%), falling to USD 3.9 hillion, although it
remained among the top recipient sectors in 2024.

The largest recipients were Ukraine (USD 14.3 hillion) mainly on public sector policy, India (USD 3.7 hillion) on energy policy and Philippines (USD 1.9 hillion) on
financial policy.

The United States remained the largest donor in 2024, ranking first with USD 12.3 billion, despite an overall decline of 16% compared to 2023. Its funding was
primarily allocated to public sector policy. The International Bank for Reconstruction and Development ranked second, providing USD 11.9 billion, a 48% increase
compared to 2023, with a strong focus on energy policy. The International Development Association ranked third, contributing USD 11.2 hillion (+66%), mainly
supporting public sector and health policy.

Total official flows for technical co-operation
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Custodian agency(ies): OECD

Target 17.10 Promote a universal, rules-based, open, non-discriminatory and equitable multilateral trading system under the World Trade
Organization, including through the conclusion of negotiations under its Doha Development Agenda

Indicator 17.10.1 Worldwide weighted tariff-average

Custodian agency(ies): WTO, ITC, UNCTAD

Target 17.11 Significantly increase the exports of developing countries, in particular with a view to doubling the least deve loped countries’
share of global exports by 2020

Indicator 17.11.1 Developing countries” and least developed countries’ share of global exports

Custodian agency(ies): WTO, ITC, UNCTAD

Target 17.12 Realize timely implementation of duty-free and quota-free market access on a lasting basis for all least developed countries,
consistent with World Trade Organization decisions, including by ensuring that preferential rules of origin applicable to imports from least
developed countries are transparent and simple, and contribute to facilitating market access

Indicator 17.12.1 Weighted average tariffs faced by developing countries, least developed countries and small island developing States

Custodian agencylies): WTO, ITC, UNCTAD

Target 17.13 Enhance global macroeconomic stability, including through policy coordination and policy coherence

Indicator 17.13.1 Macroeconomic Dashboard

Custodian agency(ies): World Bank
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Target 17.14 Enhance policy coherence for sustainable development

Indicator 17.14.1 Number of countries with mechanisms in place to enhance policy coherence of sustainable development

Strengthening institutional mechanisms to support policy coherence for sustainable development is required to equip governments with the
institutional foundations needed to accelerate coordinated action toward the 2030 Agenda

Fragmented policymaking creates additional structural barriers to sustainable development. Policy coherence for sustainable development (PCSD) offers the
governance capability needed to overcome these silos and to systematically integrate the economic, social and environmental dimensions of sustainable
development throughout domestic, international and systemic policymaking. SDG indicator 17.14.1 tracks the number of countries that have mechanisms in place to
enhance policy coherence of sustainable development.

In 2025, 39 countries in Latin America and the Caribbean, Northern America and Europe, Western Asia and Northern Africa, and Eastern Asia and South-eastern Asia
reported on mechanisms in place to enhance policy coherence of sustainable development. National data show an average implementation rate of 74%,
demonstrating that while institutional mechanisms to support policy coherence for sustainable development are broadly in place, many remain only partially
developed.

The analysis of mechanisms in place to enhance policy coherence of sustainable development covers eight themes: Political Commitment, Long-term Vision,
Integration of Sustainable Development into Policy and Finance, Whole-of-government Coordination, Sub-national Engagement, Stakeholder-engagement, Impact
Assessment, as well as Monitoring, Evaluation and Reporting. Country responses indicate that the themes of “Political Commitment” and “Long-term Vision” are the
most advanced at the national level, reaching an average implementation rate of 79% and 80%, respectively (see figure 1). These themes relate to a clear political
statement demonstrating a commitment to PCSD, national priority areas for its advancement, defined institutional roles for its implementation, and a developed
strategic long-term vision. Impact Assessment is the most challenging theme, with an average implementation rate of 64%. It addresses issues related to
mechanisms in place to conduct regular policy assessments, including those that consider transboundary impact, and mechanisms to build relevant capacity in the
public service.

Overall, the evidence indicates that reporting countries have largely completed the first stage of establishing institutional and governance structures for policy
coherence across the eight assessed areas. However, these mechanisms need to be strengthened to provide governments with the institutional foundations
necessary to accelerate coordinated action toward the 2030 Agenda.

Figure 1: Average implementation rate of mechanisms in place to enhance policy coherence of sustainable development in 2025, by theme (%).
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Note: Based on national reports from 39 countries.

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

e The UNEP/OECD Questionnaire on the mechanism in place to enhance policy coherence of sustainable development:
https://wedocs.unep.org/handle/20.500.11822/39616

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Ekaterina Poleshchuk, UNEP; Dany Ghafari, UNEP; Elise Desplanques, OECD; Ernesto Soria Morales, OECD
Custodian agency(ies): UNEP, OECD
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Target 17.15 Respect each country’s policy space and leadership to establish and implement policies for poverty eradication and sustainable
development

Indicator 17.15.1 Extent of use of country-owned results frameworks and planning tools by providers of development cooperation

Marginal gains in aligning development partners’ interventions with country priorities highlight the need to strengthen use of country-owned
results frameworks and planning tools

Based on 2026 data, on average, bilateral development partners use country-owned results frameworks and planning tools to a medium extent (60%), up from 56% in
2018 but still below the 2016 average (62%). When setting national development priorities and expected outcomes, it is important that developing countries chart a
country-owned path towards sustainable development. By aligning development co-operation projects with national frameworks, development partners actively
uphold the principle of country ownership. The most recent evidence from the Global Partnership monitoring (2026) comes at a pivotal moment for the global
community, as it prepares to act on commitments made at the 4th International Conference on Financing for Development (FFD4) to ensure the effective use of limited
resources for sustainable development.

Most (89%) of the outcome objectives of new development co-operation projects align with those defined in national strategies and/or plans, reflecting
improvements from 2018 (79%) [see chart 1]. However, overall progress remains limited, highlighting the need for increased use of country results frameworks and
national statistical systems in monitoring development partner interventions. Around half (51%) of results indicators for new projects and programmes are still drawn
from country-owned frameworks, unchanged since 2018. Similarly, less than half (40%) of results indicators are monitored using data from government monitoring
and statistical systems, a figure that mirrors 2018 (39%) [see chart 1].

Achieving the 2030 Agenda requires whole-of-society and inclusive approaches that foster collective action for transformative and lasting development solutions.
Based on 2026 data, when preparing country strategies, development partners engage the national government and a diverse range of other country level actors to a
medium extent (61%). These country level actors include civil society organisations, trade unions, domestic private sector and philanthropic organisations.

Stakeholder commitments for more effective development co-operation are grounded in the pledge to leave no one behind, ensuring the representation of diverse
needs in defining development priorities. When designing projects, 84% of development partner interventions use distributional analysis to define targets and results
indicators for beneficiaries, which includes poverty and vulnerability indices, as well as disaggregated incidence analysis among other approaches. Such evidence-
based efforts are key to addressing the needs of diverse populations. Based on 2026 data, 88% of development partner country strategies included priorities for
groups like women and girls, youth and children, and other vulnerable and marginalised populations, but only 37% development partners consulted these groups
during strategy preparation.

Chart 1: How extensively do development parnters use country-owned results frameworks? (Share of bilateral development partners’ interventions for which objectives,
results indicators and monitoring frameworks are drawn from partner country governments)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e (OECD/UNDP 2026, Making Development Co-operation More Effective, 2026 Progress Report
Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Anjali Karnavar, UNDP; Axel Nystroem, UNDP; Margaux Verhaeghe, OECD; Valentina Orru, OECD.
Custodian agency(ies): OECD, UNDP
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Target 17.16 Enhance the Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, complemented by multi-stakeholder partnerships that mobilize and
share knowledge, expertise, technology and financial resources, to support the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals in all
countries, in particular developing countries

Indicator 17.16.1 Number of countries reporting progress in multi-stakeholder development effectiveness monitoring frameworks that support the
achievement of the sustainable development goals

Over two thirds of countries report no progress in multi-stakeholder development effectiveness monitoring, underscoring the need to
strengthen partnerships for 2030 Agenda implementation

As development actors worldwide prepare to follow up on commitments made at the 4th International Conference on Financing for Development (FFD4) - the latest
findings from the 4th Global Partnership monitoring round (2023-26) provide critical insights into the progress of multi-stakeholder partnerships in implementing the
2030 Agenda.

Based on 2026 data, 52 countries participated in the two most recent consecutive Global Partnership monitoring rounds (2018 and 2023-26), generating results on
SDG Indicator 17.16.1: the number of countries reporting progress in multi-stakeholder development effectiveness monitoring frameworks that support SDG
achievement. Since 2018, 15 countries, comprising eight development partners and seven partner countries, have reported overall progress on the elements that
comprise these monitoring frameworks, while 32 countries reported a decline in performance, with more areas deteriorating than improving, and five countries
reported no change [see chart 1].

Progress remains uneven across countries and effectiveness areas. Countries receiving development cooperation have shown notable advances in establishing
systems to track and publicly disclose budget allocations for gender equality and women'’s empowerment, as well as improvements in the quality of national
development strategies and results framewaorks. However, mixed trends are observed in the quality of public financial management (PFM) systems, with declines in
some countries matching improvements in others. Substantial efforts are still needed to expand the space for civil society’s contribution to development and to
establish effective mutual accountability mechanisms for development cooperation at country-level.

Among countries providing development co-operation, marginal progress is observed in annual predictability (ensuring disbursements to the public sector are made as
scheduled within the same fiscal year) although overall levels remain high; with sustained progress in aligning the objectives of new development co-operation
projects with those defined in developing country strategies and/or plans. Additional concerted efforts are needed to improve medium-term predictability
(development partners providing forward-looking expenditure plans) as only a third of development partners are providing forward spending plans up to three years
ahead, to untie aid, and to enhance the reporting of information on development partners’ co-operation activities and financial flows to global systems and standards.

Urgent action is required from both countries receiving and providing development co-operation to reverse the negative trend concerning the share of development
co-operation recorded in national budgets and subject to parliamentary oversight.

Chart 1: Countries making progress in multi-stakeholder development effectiveness monitoring frameworks (GPEDC monitoring round 2023-2026; % of
total assessed by type of country)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:

e (OECD/UNDP 2026, Making Development Co-operation More Effective, 2026 Progress Report
Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Anjali Karnavar, UNDP; Axel Nystroem, UNDP; Margaux Verhaeghe, OECD; Valentina Orru, OECD
Custodian agency(ies): OECD, UNDP

Target 17.17 Encourage and promote effective public, public-private and civil society partnerships, building on the experience and resourcing
strategies of partnerships

Indicator 17.17.1 Amount in United States dollars committed to public-private partnerships for infrastructure

Custodian agency(ies): World Bank
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Target 17.18 By 2020, enhance capacity-building support to developing countries, including for least developed countries and small island
developing States, to increase significantly the availability of high-quality, timely and reliable data disaggregated by income, gender, age,
race, ethnicity, migratory status, disability, geographic location and other characteristics relevant in national contexts

Indicator 17.18.1 Statistical capacity indicators

Data availability increases but health data systems face growing threats

The average ODIN coverage score crossed 50 out of 100 for the first time in 2024, marking a milestone in the availability of official statistics worldwide. All data
categories have increased but this progress is not guaranteed to continue, especially for health data systems. These systems, so crucial during the COVID-19
pandemic response, have come under increasing strain from funding cuts to global health and humanitarian data systems.

A look at historical scores for health data systems shows what is at risk. Coverage scores for the ODIN Health Index, which tracks countries' capacity to produce and
publish statistics on health facilities, health outcomes, reproductive health, and population and vital statistics, rose from 42 to 51 over the 2016—-2024 period. But
global progress does not tell the whole story: deep inequalities in data capacity remain, making transformative, equitable, and coordinated action toward the 2030
Agenda harder to achieve.

Regional patterns in health data capacity show a mix of progress and inequality: gains have been widespread, with all five regions improving between 2016 and
2024. Yet for most of the decade, there has been little convergence between regions: Europe, already the highest-scoring region in 2016, extended its lead, while
Africa and Oceania remained at the bottom despite recent gains. Only during the 2022—2024 period did regions narrow the gap, as lower-scoring regions grew faster.
This is encouraging, but the regions where resilient health data systems are needed most remain well below the global average, and two years is too short to confirm
a lasting trend.

One reason these regional gaps remain is weak subnational reporting. Scores for second-level subnational data availability rose by only 3 points from a very low base
over the entire period. This means that even where more health indicators are available, data remain too aggregated for targeted action. In practice, that limits the
equity-focused interventions needed to leave no one behind.
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Note: Temporally consistent sample of 162 UN members participating in six rounds of ODIN grouped by M49 regions.

Abrupt cuts to official development assistance in early 2025 exposed how quickly these underlying weaknesses can disrupt statistical production. Countries that had
built their data systems on unpredictable external financing were the first to see production slow and releases stall, weakening early-warning functions and
accountability for national and global health targets.

These findings carry a clear message for the 2030 Agenda: rising scores alone do not guarantee resilient statistical systems. Achieving transformative and equitable
outcomes requires sustained, coordinated investment in the foundations of health data. This includes multi-year funding for core programs, stronger national
governance, interoperable systems, and skilled staff. Without these commitments, the progress of the past decade risks reversal, and the data needed to track
whether the SDGs are being met for all populations will be increasingly incomplete.

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

e Rebuilding Global Health Data: Scale, Risks, and Paths to Recovery https://opendatawatch.com/publications/rebuilding-global-health-data-scale-risks-and-
paths-to-recovery/;

e (Open Data Insights: Examining the Capacity and Resilience of Health Data Systems https://opendatawatch.com/odin-news/the-capacity-and-resilience-of-
health-data-systems/

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Open Data Watch
Custodian agency(ies): 0ODW, World Bank

Indicator 17.18.2 Number of countries that have national statistical legislation that complies with the Fundamental Principles of Official Statistics

Custodian agencylies): PARIS21

Indicator 17.18.3 Number of countries with a national statistical plan that is fully funded and under implementation, by source of funding

Custodian agencylies): PARIS21
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Target 17.19 By 2030, build on existing initiatives to develop measurements of progress on sustainable development that complement gross
domestic product, and support statistical capacity-building in developing countries

Indicator 17.19.1 Dollar value of all resources made available to strengthen statistical capacity in developing countries

Global funding for statistics reached an all-time high in 2023

In 2023, global disbursements for data and statistics to developing countries reached USD 1.14 hillion, according to the PARIS21 Partner Report on Support to
Statistics (PRESS). This reflects an 8 per cent increase compared to 2022 and a 57 per cent increase from 2015, continuing an overall upward trend in statistical
financing over the SDG period. Despite this growth, the funding environment remains uncertain, with several donors signalling possible constraints in future years
due to fiscal pressures and competing priorities.

The 2023 figures show that funding for statistics continues to be concentrated among DAC donors and multilateral organisations. Their support has enabled many
countries to carry out essential statistical operations and strengthen foundational data systems. However, this concentration underscores ongoing vulnerability to
shifts in donor priorities and emphasises the importance of broadening the financing base to ensure more predictable and sustainable support.

Regional patterns remain uneven. Sub-Saharan Africa received the largest share of statistical funding in 2023, reflecting both strong demand and persistent capacity
needs across the region. Small Island Developing States saw increased attention, although their overall levels of support remain inadequate when measured against
the scale of their exposure to climate-related and economic risks.

While the 2023 increase in funding is a positive development, many providers noted concerns about sustaining this momentum in the face of global uncertainties.
Without continued and coordinated support, developing countries may face challenges in maintaining recent gains, particularly in producing timely and disaggregated
data needed for evidence-based policymaking.

Overall, the 2023 results indicate steady progress but also highlight the fragility of financing for statistics. Enhanced coordination among partners, greater
diversification of funding sources, and more strategic long-term investments will be essential to support resilient and modern national statistical systems capable of
meeting evolving development needs.

Global disbursements for statistics peaked in 2023 (USD)
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Additional resources, press releases, data blog/stories, etc. with links:
e PRESS 2025- PARIS21 Partner Report on Support to Statistics 2025: Maintaining Momentum to Protect Hard-Won Gains | Paris21

Storyline author(s)/contributor(s): Mercedes Fogarassy, PARIS21
Custodian agency(ies): PARIS21



https://www.paris21.org/knowledge-base/press-2025-paris21-partner-report-support-statistics-2025-maintaining-momentum
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/

Indicator 17.19.2 Proportion of countries that (a) have conducted at least one population and housing census in the last 10 years; and (b) have achieved
100 per cent birth registration and 80 per cent death registration

Strengthening Development Planning Through Population and Housing Censuses

Population and housing censuses are one of the primary sources of disaggregated data needed for formulating, implementing and monitoring development policies
and programmes. During the ten-year period spanning 2015 to 2024, 87 per cent of countries or areas of the world have conducted at least one population and
housing census. This also includes countries or areas which base their detailed population statistics on population registers, administrative records, sample surveys
or a combination of these sources. Census-taking occurred at a higher proportion among countries or areas in Europe and Northern America (96 per cent), Eastern and
South-Eastern Asia (94 per cent) and Oceania (100 per cent) than among those belonging to Central and Southern Asia (79 per cent), Sub-Saharan Africa (73 per cent)
and Northern Africa and Western Asia and (76 per cent).

Globally, 31 countries or areas did not conduct a population and housing census in the last 10 years (the period covering 2015-2024) owing to various factors, such as
the COVID-19 pandemic, financial constraints, technical difficulties encountered in the preparations, natural disasters, and political and social instability. Among
these countries or areas, 14 were in Sub-Saharan Africa, 6 in Northern Africa and Western Asia, 3 in Central and Southern Asia, 5 in Latin America and the
Caribbean, and 2 in Europe and Northern America. In several instances during the past 10 years, censuses did not take place as scheduled and had to be postponed
for some of the reasons mentioned above. The peak census-taking in the past 10 years (2015-2024) occurred in the years 2021 and 2022 when 50 and 39 countries or
areas, respectively, conducted a population and housing census.

Detailed, country-specific information on census implementation is available from the website of the 2030 World Population and Housing Census Programme
(https://unstats.un.org/unsd/demographic-social/census/censusdates/).

Figure 1: Proportion of countries or areas that conducted at least one population and housing census in the last 10 years (2015-2024) by SDG regional
group (percentage)
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Figure 2: Distribution of population and housing censuses conducted in the last 10 years (2015-2024) by census year (number)
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Note: For those countries or areas that conducted more than one census during the ten-year period 2015-2024, only the latter census is counted.

Custodian agency(ies): UNSD



https://unstats.un.org/unsd/demographic-social/census/censusdates/
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/dataContacts/
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