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Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

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

Severely materially deprived people (%)

1 NO 1 NO
POVERTY POVERTY

il il

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

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
CzechRepublic 96 @ 4 Malta 16.8 3 Luxembourg 12 e 4 Ireland 52 +*
Finland 20 © 4 European Union 16.8 L Sweden 6 e 4 Spain 54 *
SlovakRepublic 124 @ 4 United Kingdom 17.0 4 Netherlands 24 o 4 EuropeanUnion 6.0 4
Denmark 28 © 4 Portugal 17.3 L Austria 28 e 4 Portugal 6.0 *
Hungary 128 © 4 Greece 185 L CzechRepublic 28 o 4 Slovak Republic 7.0 +
France 133 ® 4 Luxembourg 187 @ Finland 28 @ 4 Croatia 86 *
Slovenia 133 ( ] L Croatia 194 (] Malta 3.0 ° L Latvia 9.5 *
Netherlands 134 o 4 Italy 203 o ¢ Denmark 34 e 4 Hungary 10.1 *
Austria 143 ® 4 Spain 215 @ = Germany 34 e 4 Italy 10.1 +
Poland 148 ® 4 Estonia 219 o $b Slovenia 37 e 4 Cyprus 15 *
Ireland 15.6 L Bulgaria 220 o S Estonia 3.8 e 4 Lithuania 124 *
Cyprus 15.7 L Lithuania 29 o ¢ France 41 e 4 Greece 167 ® 4
Germany 16.1 L Latvia 283 o ¢ UnitedKingdom 41 @ 4 Romania 168 © 4
Belgium 16.4 $ Romania 235 @ Poland 47 e 4 Bulgaria 209 e 4
Sweden 16.4 J Belgium 49 e 4
. Poverty headcount ratio at $5.50/day (%) {m In work at-risk-of-poverty rate (%)
Al vl
Estimated percentage of each country's population that in 2019 is living The share of persons who are employed and have an equivalised disposable
under the poverty threshold of US$5.50 a day in purchasing power parity income below the risk-of-poverty threshold, which is set at 60 % of the national
(PPP) at constant 2011 prices. median equivalised disposable income (after social transfers). For the purpose
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available of this indicator, an individual is considered as being employed if he/she was
Source: World Data Lab employed for more than half of the reference year.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 02 e 4 Sweden 08 e 4 Finland 31 e 4 Hungary 84 *
Cyprus 02 e 4 Poland 09 e 4 CzechRepublic 34 @ 4 Lithuania 8.5 *
Luxembourg 02 e 4 European Union 1.6 1+ Ireland 51 e 4 UnitedKingdom 89 4
Malta 03 e 4 Hungary 18 L Belgium 5 @ 4 Germany 9.1 +
Ireland 04 o 4 Slovak Republic 2.0 L Croatia 53 ® 4 Estonia 93 *
Netherlands 04 o 4 Portugal 22 Denmark 60 @ 4 EuropeanUnion 93 *
Denmark 04 o 4 Latvia 23 L Slovenia 60 © 4 Poland 9.7 +*
Germany 04 o 4 Spain 24 Netherlands 61 o 4 Portugal 9.7 4
Slovenia 04 o 4 Italy 2.7 -> SlovakRepublic 63 ® 4 Bulgaria 9.9 4
UnitedKingdom 04 ® 4 Lithuania 28 4 Malta 64 ® 4 Greece 11.0 4
Belgium 04 o 4 Croatia 35 o 4 Sweden 70 e 4 Italy 22 o
France 04 e 4 Bulgaria 50 e 4 France 74 e 4 Spain 29 o
CzechRepublic 07 @ 4 Greece 58 © Cyprus 79 e 4 Luxembourg 137 @
Austria 07 e 4 Romania 11.1 e 4 Austria 80 o 4 Romania 153 o 4
Estonia 08 o 4 Latvia 8.1 4

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

2 Wiaw

(((
w

The percentage of the adult population that has a body mass index (BMI)
of 30kg/m?2 or higher, based on measured height and weight.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Human Trophic Level
(best 2-3 worst)

2 Wiaer

(((
w

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

Source: WHO
Reference year: 2013 or closest year available
Source: Bonhommeau et al (2013)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Denmark 197 o ¢ Luxembourg 226 ® & Romania 23 e 4 Belgium 24 @
Italy 99 o EuropeanUnion 230 @ Bulgaria 23 o ¢ Slovenia 24 @
Austria 201 o Poland 231 o $ SlovakRepublic 24 ® $ Croatia 24 o ¢
Slovenia 202 o Latvia 286 o Poland 24 o ¢ EuropeanUnion 24 @ ¢
Netherlands 204 @ & Spain 238 o ¢ CzechRepublic 24 ® <= Italy 24 o
SlovakRepublic 205 ® Croatia 214 o Greece 24 © S Germany 24 @
Sweden 206 o Greece 249 o ¥ Malta 24 o ¢ Spain 24 @
Portugal 208 o Bulgaria 250 o Hungary 24 o Portugal 24 o >
Estonia 212 o Ireland 253 o ¢ Latvia 24 @ Denmark 24 o
France 216 o ¢ CzechRepublic 260 @ & Luxembourg 24 o ¢ Lithuania 25 @ o
Cyprus 218 o Lithuania 263 o ¢ Cyprus 24 o France 25 o
Belgium 21 e I Hungary 264 © Estonia 24 © S Netherlands 25 @
Finland 22 o ¢ UnitedKingdom 278 @ UnitedKingdom 24 ® = Sweden 25 o o
Germany 23 o I Malta 29 o Ireland 24 © Finland 25 o ¢
Romania 25 o ¥ Austria 24 o ¢
9 m Yield gap closure (%) 9 m Gross nitrogen balance on agricultural

(((
w

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

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: Global Yield Gap Atlas

land by nutrient (kg/hectare)

(((
w

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

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

France 773 [} oo Slovenia 57.6 [ ] oo Romania 40 @ L France 52.0 Jo
Germany 773 @  ee Bulgaria 540 @ oo SlovakRepublic 160 ® 4 Greece 59.0 4
Belgium 772 [ oo Finland 51.6 ° oo Estonia 20 @ L Croatia 65.0 3
Denmark 767 @ oo Greece 50.6 (] oo Lithuania 250 © 4 EuropeanUnion  65.8 ->
Netherlands 76.2 (] oo Slovak Republic 489 [ oo Bulgaria 280 @ L Italy 66.0 L
Ireland 745 (] Spain 457 @ e Hungary 280 o 4 Denmark 80 e 4
Austria 69.7 oo Lithuania 456 @ e Latvia 20 o 4 Germany 80 o
Sweden 68.6 oo Latvia 446 [ oo Austria 320 © L UnitedKingdom 870 ® =»
United Kingdom 67.8 oo Poland 445 [ oo Sweden 370 @ L CzechRepublic 1010 @ 3
Croatia 653 oo Estonia 40.7 [ J oo Spain 390 @ 1 Luxembourg 1200 @ A
Luxembourg 65.0 oo Romania 403 [ oo Ireland 420 © L Belgium 1320 ©
Hungary 64.4 oo Cyprus 380 @ oo Portugal 920 o 4 Malta 1470 ® =
European Union 63.7 oo Malta NA (] oo Slovenia 20 o 4 Cyprus 1940 ®
Italy 589 @ ee Portugal NA @ oo Poland 40 e 4 Netherlands 1990 ®
CzechRepublic 578 ® e Finland 470 o 4

® SDG achieved

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

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

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

The amount of ammonia (NH3) emissions as a result of the agricultural
production. Ammonia emissions per hectare are calculated using the total
utilised agricultural area (UAA) of the relevant year as denominator.
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: EEA

Country Value Rating Trend

Latvia 73 e 4 Poland 99 e 4
Bulgaria g3 o 4 Croatia 213 *
Lithuania 8.8 (] 1+ European Union 24.2 ->
Estonia 920 e 4 Austria 243 >
Greece 97 e 4 Ireland 26.1 >
Romania 08 o 4 Denmark 274 ->
Finland 122 e 4 Italy 288 >
SlovakRepublic 126 ® 4 Slovenia 351 @
Portugal 131 o 4 Germany 383 © S
UnitedKingdom 140 ® 4 Luxembourg 415 ®
Hungary 149 e 4 Belgium 469 ©
Sweden 56 © 4 Cyprus 515 @
CzechRepublic 172 @ 4 Netherlands 636 ®
France 95 o 4 Malta N0 O =
Spain 97 e 4

GOOD HEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Gap in life expectancy at birth among
regions (years)

i

Differences in life expectancy among regions. Calculated by taking the largest
gapin life expectancy among NUTS2 regions within each country.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Ireland 06 @ oo EuropeanUnion 33 @ 4
Denmark 14 e 4 Latvia 34 @ oo
Lithuania 14 e 4 France 35 ®© 4
Croatia 14 e 4 Greece 35 e 4
SlovakRepublic 1.5 @ 4 Portugal 35 e 4
Sweden 17 e 4 Belgium 37 e 4
Netherlands 17 e 4 Estonia 37 @ oo
Slovenia 20 o 4 CzechRepublic 37 @ 4
Bulgaria 22 o 4 Hungary 38 o 4
Romania 22 e 4 United Kingdom 4.6 L
Austria 24 o 4 Spain 48 A
Finland 20 e 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
Poland 30 o 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
Germany 37 e 4 Malta NA @ oo
Italy 3.1 e 4

® SDGachieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Life expectancy at birth (years)

o

Life expectancy at birth is defined as the mean number of years that a new-
born child can expect to live if subjected throughout his life to the current
mortality conditions (age specific probabilities of dying).

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Spain 834 o 4 Slovenia 812 e 4
Italy 831 e 4 Denmark 811 e 4
France 87 e %4 Germany 811 e 4
Sweden 85 e 4 EuropeanUnion 81.1 @ 4
Malta 824 © 4 CzechRepublic 79.1

Cyprus 822 o 4 Estonia 784 4
Ireland 82 e 4 Croatia 780 >
Luxembourg 821 @ 4 Poland 77.8 >
Netherlands 318 o 4 Slovak Republic 77.3

Austria 817 e 4 Hungary 76.0 >
Finland 817 e 4 Lithuania 758 4
Belgium g8l o 4 Romania 753 >
Portugal g8l o 4 Latvia 749 ®
Greece 814 o 4 Bulgaria 748 ©
UnitedKingdom 813 @ 4

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

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

e

The indicator is a subjective measure on how people judge their health in
general on a scale from "very good" to "very bad". It is expressed as the share
of the population aged 16 or over perceiving itself to be in "good" or "very
good" health. The data stem from the EU Statistics on Income and Living
Conditions (EU SILC).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

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

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

Country Value Rating Trend
Ireland 833 e 4 Finland 690 o 4
Cyprus 781 e 4 France 674 ® 4
Italy 770 e 4 SlovakRepublic 67.1 @ 4
Greece 764 ® 4 Bulgaria 665 ® 4
Sweden 761 e 4 Germany 655 © 4
Netherlands 756 @ 4 Slovenia 654 ® 4
Malta 750 e 4 Czech Republic 62.1 L
Belgium 748 ® 4 Croatia 60.7 4
UnitedKingdom 748 @ 4 Hungary 60.7 +
Spain 737 e 4 Poland 59.2
Austria 717 e 4 Estonia 518 ©
Denmark 712 e 4 Portugal 493 ®
Luxembourg 711 @ 4 Latvia 470 ©
Romania 706 e 4 Lithuania 439 o <
EuropeanUnion 69.5 @ 4
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Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

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

AND WELL-BEING

AND WELL-BEING

. examination and care (%
_M/' (Pp) —’Mf' %)

The share of the population aged 16 and over reporting unmet

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

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Greece 76 © 4 Netherlands ~ 22.7 $ Austria 01 e 4 EuropeanUnion 20 @ 4
Italy 76 o 4 Poland 248 ¥ Malta 02 e 4 Portugal 21 4
France 9% e 4 Portugal 255 3 Netherlands 02 o 4 Lithuania 22 1+
Luxembourg 106 @ 4 Finland 263 3 Spain 02 e 4 Italy 24 L
Spain 29 e 4 Bulgaria 279 $ CzechRepublic 03 @ 4 Slovak Republic 2.4 3
Romania 150 ® 4 Slovenia 283 J Germany 03 e 4 Ireland 28 >
SlovakRepublic 169 ® 4 Belgium 29.1 -> Luxembourg 03 o 4 Slovenia 33 4
Denmark 170 ® 4 Malta 29.7 > Hungary 08 o 4 United Kingdom 3.3 3
EuropeanUnion 198 @ 4 Germany 298 $ France 0 e 4 Poland 42 L
Ireland 200 e 4 Croatia 336 J Denmark 13 e 4 Finland 47 A
Austria 206 L Lithuania 4200 o Croatia 14 e 4 Romania 49 L
Sweden 212 3 CzechRepublic 418 @ Cyprus 15 e 4 Latvia 6.2 4
Cyprus 212 J Estonia 28 o ¢ Sweden 15 e 4 Greece 838 L
Hungary 216 J Latvia 457 o ¢ Belgium 8 e 4 Estonia 164 o ¢
United Kingdom 22.0 Bulgaria 9 e 4
e Gap in self-reported unmet need for e Gap in self-reported unmet need for
—’V\/ medical examination and care, —’\’\f medical examination and care,
\ by income (p.p.) Ml Urban vs rural areas (p.p)
Gap in percentage of people reporting unmet needs for medical care The difference in the percentage of the population reporting unmet needs for
between the poorest 20% and the richest 20% of the population. A positive medical care in urban areas as opposed to rural areas because the medical
value means that people with low income report more unmet needs than careis too expensive, too far to travel or there's a waiting list. A positive value
people with high income. means that people living in rural areas report more unmet needs than people
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available living in urban areas.
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC) Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Slovenia o~ e 4 EuropeanUnion 26 @ 4 Austria 0~ e 4 Poland 0 e 4
Spain 01 e 4 SlovakRepublic 28 @ 4 Belgium o e 4 SlovakRepublic 0** @ 4
Austria 02 e % Poland 33 L Cyprus 0 e 4 Slovenia 0 e 4
Netherlands 04 o 4 Cyprus 3.7 ¥ CzechRepublic 0** @ 4 Spain 0 e 4
Malta 04 e 4 Finland 3.7 J Denmark 0~ e 4 Sweden 0 e 4
CzechRepublic 06 @ 4 Ireland 39 $ Estonia 0 e 4 UnitedKingdom 0% @ 4
Germany 07 e 4 Portugal 39 + EuropeanUnion 0** @ 4 Italy 01 e 4
Denmark 08 e 4 Italy 40 L Finland 0 e A France 0.2 4
Lithuania 1 e 4 Croatia 44 -> Germany 0~ e 4 Greece 0.5 L
Luxembourg 1 e 4 Bulgaria 48 L Hungary 0 e 4 Latvia 06 o ¢
Estonia 6 © 4 Romania 57 L Ireland 0 e 4 Romania 08 o 4
France 18 @ L Belgium 6.4 Lithuania o e 4 Portugal 1.0 o J
Hungary 8 e 4 Latvia 11 e 4 Luxembourg 0 e 4 Croatia 13 @
Sweden 21 e 4 Greece 98 ® Malta 0** @ e Bulgaria 24 o ¢
UnitedKingdom 23 @ 4 Netherlands 0 e 4

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

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

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

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

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

eyl New reported cases of HIV el New reported cases of tuberculosis
(per 100,000 population) (per 100,000 population) >
—/\/\f v —Mf v =
]
X
New cases of HIV infection per 100,000 population. New cases of tuberculosis infection per 100,000 population. w
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available Reference year: 2017 or closest year available 5
Source: ECDC/WHO (2018) Source: ECDC/WHO (2018) %
Q
o
=
)
o
=
o
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend &
SlovakRepublic 13 @ 4 Italy 57 @ 4 Finland 43 e 4 France 77 e 4
Slovenia 9 e 4 Greece 58 ® 4 Greece 43 e 4 UnitedKingdom 85 @ 4
Hungary 23 o 4 UnitedKingdom 67 @ 4 Netherlands 46 o 4 Belgium 86 © 4
CzechRepublic 24 @ 4 Spain 70 e 4 SlovakRepublic 46 ® 4 Croatia 89 e 4
Croatia 25 e 4 France 78 e 4 CzechRepublic 48 o 4 Malta 91 e 4
Finland 29 e 4 Belgium 79 e 4 Denmark 48 o 4 Spain 98 e 4
Austria 31 e 4 Lithuania 91 e 4 Sweden 50 @ 4 European Union 10.7 4
Romania 33 e 4 Cyprus 00 o 4 Luxembourg 54 e 4 Estonia 133 +
Bulgaria 34 o 4 Ireland 102 © 4 Slovenia 54 e 4 Poland 15.2 +*
Poland 35 o 4 Luxembourg 102 @ 4 Cyprus 62 ® 4 Portugal 17.5 +*
Denmark 42 e % Portugal 03 e 4 Austria 65 ® 4 Bulgaria 206 4
Germany 42 e 4 Malta 04 o 4 Italy 65 @ 4 Latvia 283 *
Netherlands 42 e 4 Estonia 66 © 4 Germany 66 ® 4 Lithuania 487 @
Sweden 44 e 4 Latvia 88 ® 4 Ireland 66 ® 4 Romania 62 © 4
EuropeanUnion 56 ® 4 Hungary 70 e 4
el A\Ze-standardised death rate due to [l Suicide rate (per 100,000 population)
cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes, _/\/\/
_Mf' and chronic respiratory disease v
(per 100,000 population aged 3010 70) Rate of mortality due to self-harm per 100,000 population.
The probability of dying between the ages of 30 and 70 years from Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
cardiovascular diseases, cancer, diabetes or chronic respiratory diseases, Source: Eurostat
defined as the percent of 30-year-old-people who would die before their
70th birthday from these diseases, assuming current mortality rates
at every age and that individuals would not die from any other cause of
death (e.g. injuries or HIV/AIDS).
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available  Source: WHO
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 91 e 4 Germany 121 e 4 Cyprus 39 e 4 Germany 13 e 4
Italy 95 e 4 Greece 04 o 4 Greece 43 e 4 Sweden 17 e 4
Spain 99 e 4 EuropeanUnion 125 @ 4 Malta 53 ® 4 Poland 12.3 *
Luxembourg 100 @ 4 Slovenia 127 e 4 Italy 59 e 4 Czech Republic 12,6 4
Finland 02 © 4 CzechRepublic 150 o 4 UnitedKingdom 72 @ 4 France 132 +
Ireland 03 © 4 Croatia 16.7 L Spain 74 e 4 Austria 13.7 *
France 06 © 4 Estonia 17.0 L SlovakRepublic 7.5 ® 4 Finland 143 *
Malta 08 e 4 Slovak Republic 17.2 1+ Portugal 90 e 4 Estonia 143 4
UnitedKingdom 109 @ 4 Poland 18.7 L Bulgaria 92 e 4 Croatia 16.0 ->
Portugal 117 e 4 Lithuania 207 o 4 Ireland 924 e 4 Belgium 71 e =
Netherlands 112 @ 4 Romania 214 ® Luxembourg 94 e 4 Hungary 180 o 4
Cyprus 13 e 4 Latvia 219 o 4 Romania 01 e 4 Slovenia 181 o 4
Denmark 13 o 4 Hungary 230 © S Denmark 02 o 4 Latvia 186 © <>
Austria M4 o 4 Bulgaria 26 © S EuropeanUnion 103 @ 4 Lithuania 23 © 4
Belgium 14 e 4 Netherlands 113 @ 4

® SDGachieved @ Challengesremain @ Significant challenges remain ~ ® Major challenges remain ~ ® Data unavailable
4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable
Trends over time are calculated over the past four years, when possible between 2015 (year of the adoption of the SDGs) and 2018/19. The arrows are obtained by extrapolating the

annual growth rate into the future to 2030. See the methods summary for details and exceptions.
Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org

£t 2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report 127

o



128

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

el Age-standardised death rate attributable

AND WELL-BEING

l\ to household air pollution and ambient

air pollution (per 100,000 population)

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

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

el People killed in road accidents

AND WELL-BEING

_/\/\/' (per 100,000 population)

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

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

Persons dying on road accidents up to 30 days after the occurrence of
the accident are counted as road accident fatalities. After these 30 days,
a different cause of death might be declared by reporting institutions. For
Member States not using this definition, corrective factors are applied.
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: DGMOVE

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 25 e 4 France 52 ®
UnitedKingdom 28 ® 4 Belgium 54 @
Denmark 30 © 4 CzechRepublic 54 @
Netherlands 31 e 4 Italy 56 @
Ireland 33 e 4 Portugal 58 @
Estonia 36 o 4 Cyprus 62 ®
Germany 38 o 4 Hungary 64 @
Spain 39 o 4 Greece 68 ®
Malta 41 e 4 Lithuania 68 ®
Luxembourg 42 e 4 Latvia 70 @
Finland 43 e 4 Poland 75 @
Austria 47 e 4 Croatia 80 ©
EuropeanUnion 49 @ 4 Bulgaria 96
Slovenia 50 e 4 Romania 10.0
SlovakRepublic 51 ® 4

CEIIIIIIIIIIID

CODHEALTH Mortality rate, under-5

AND WELL-BEING

—’\/\/' (per 1,000 live births)

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

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

Country Value Rating Trend

Slovenia 2.1 (] L EuropeanUnion 4.1 [ ] L
Finland 23 e 4 France 42 e 4
Luxembourg 26 © 4 Latvia 42 e 4
Cyprus 27 e 4 Denmark 43 e 4
Estonia 27 e 4 Lithuania 43 e 4
Sweden 28 © 4 UnitedKingdom 43 @ 4
Spain 31 e 4 Hungary 45 o 4
CzechRepublic 33 o 4 Croatia 46 o 4
Italy 34 o 4 Poland 47 e %
Ireland 3 e 4 Greece 53 e 4
Austria 36 © 4 SlovakRepublic 56 ® 4
Germany 37 e 4 Malta 64 o 4
Portugal 37 e 4 Bulgaria 75 e 4
Belgium 38 o 4 Romania 78 e 4
Netherlands 39 e 4

e Surviving infants who received 2 WHO-

AND WELL-BEING

—’V\/ recommended vaccines (%)
L 4

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

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: WHO/UNICEF

Country Value Rating Trend

Hungary 9 e 4 Estonia 23 e 4
Luxembourg 9 e 4 Netherlands 3 e 4
Portugal 9% e % Slovenia 3 e %
Denmark 97 e 4 Bulgaria 2 e 4
Greece 97 e 4 Ireland 2?2 e 4
Sweden 97 e 4 Italy 2”2 e 4
Belgium % e 4 UnitedKingdom 92 @ 4
CzechRepublic 96 @ 4 Malta 99 e 4
Latvia % e 4 Austria % e 4
Poland % e 4 Cyprus e 4
SlovakRepublic 96 @ 4 France 9 e %
Spain % e 4 Croatia 89 J
Germany % e 4 Finland 89 3
Lithuania % e 4 Romania 82 e ¢
EuropeanUnion 932 @ 4

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

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

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

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

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

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Alcohol consumption
(litre/capita/year)

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Smoking prevalence (%)

nfe e

Alcohol consumption measured in liters per person per year.

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

The share of the population aged 15 years and over who report that they
currently smoke boxed cigarettes, cigars, cigarillos or a pipe. The data does
notinclude use of other tobacco products such as electronic cigarettes and
snuff. The data are collected through a Eurobarometer survey and are based
on self-reports during face-to-face interviews in people’s homes.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: DG SANTE
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Greece 65 @ 4 Belgium 104 4 Sweden 7 e 4 Hungary 27 +
Sweden 71 e 4 Poland 106 L UnitedKingdom 17 @ 4 Spain 27 *
Italy 76 e 4 Portugal 10.7 4 Belgium 9 e 4 Austria 28 ¥
Malta 80 @ e Germany 109 4 Denmark 9 e 4 Cyprus 28 4+
Netherlands 83 o 4 Ireland 11.0 3 Ireland 9 e 4 Romania 28 3
Finland 84 o 4 Hungary 1.1 3 Netherlands 9 e 4 Slovenia 28 *
Spain 86 © 4 Latvia 112 4 Finland 20 e 4 CzechRepublic 29 $
Denmark 91 e 4 Luxembourg 113 Ly Luxembourg 21 o 4 Lithuania 29 $
Cyprus 96 ® oo Bulgaria 15 oo Estonia 23 e 4 Poland 30 J
SlovakRepublic 97 @ 4 CzechRepublic 116 A Malta 2% e 4 Latvia 32 A
UnitedKingdom 97 @ 4 France 117 3 Germany 235 e 4 Croatia 35 $
EuropeanUnion 99 @ 4 Austria 11.8 Italy %5 e 4 Bulgaria % o J
Slovenia 10.1 + Lithuania 123 ar EuropeanUnion  25.9 3 France % o J
Croatia 10.3 oo Romania NA [ ] oo Portugal 26 -> Greece 37 [ ] ->
Estonia 103 + Slovak Republic 26 4

GOOD HEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

i

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

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

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: OECD

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

e

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

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

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Croatia 1000 @ oo France 999 @ oo France 94 e 4 Poland 206 © 4
CzechRepublic 1000 ®  ee Netherlands 99 @ e Netherlands 08 e 4 Romania 208 @ oo
Denmark 1000 ® oo Spain 999 ® e Luxembourg 108 @ 4 Italy 21 e 4
Finland 1000 ® oo Belgium 90 @ o Slovenia 20 e 4 Estonia 232 e 4
Germany 1000 @ oo EuropeanUnion 985 @ oo Ireland 123 ([ ] L Spain 236 [ ] +*
Greece 1000 @ oo Hungary 95.0 oo Germany 123 [ ] 1 Austria 253 A
Ireland 1000 ® e Slovak Republic ~ 94.5 oo Denmark 137 e 4 Hungary 260 4
Italy 1000 ® oo Estonia 94.0 oo CzechRepublic 148 @ 4 Portugal 274

Latvia 1000 @ oo Lithuania 92.5 oo Sweden 14.8 ([ ] L Lithuania 323 3
Malta 1000 ® e Poland 91.5 oo Croatia 148 @ oo Greece 348

Portugal 1000 ® oo Romania 89.0 oo UnitedKingdom 160 ® 4 Malta 349 oo
Slovenia 1000 @ oo Bulgaria 88.2 oo Belgium 176 ([ ] L Latvia 418 [ ) 3
Sweden 1000 @ L] Cyprus 830 © oo European Union 18.1 e 4 Cyprus 449 ® oo
UnitedKingdom 1000 ®  ee Luxembourg NA @ oo SlovakRepublic 187 @ 4 Bulgaria 480 @ oo
Austria 99 ® e Finland 202 o 4

® SDGachieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

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

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

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

nfe

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Gallup

Country Value Rating Trend

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

v Early leavers from education and training

EDUCATION

|!!|l (% of population aged 18 to 24)

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country Value Rating Trend

Croatia 33 o 4 France 89 e 4
Slovenia 42 e 4 Sweden 93 e 4
Lithuania 46 o 4 Denmark 102 ¥
Greece 47 e 4 Germany 103 ->
Poland 48 e 4 European Union 10.6 L
Ireland 50 e 4 United Kingdom 10.7
CzechRepublic 62 @ 4 Estonia 113 L
Luxembourg 63 ® 4 Portugal 1.8 1
Austria 73 e %4 Hungary 125 ¥
Netherlands 73 e 4 Bulgaria 127 e 4
Cyprus 78 e 4 Italy 145 © S
Finland 83 o 4 Romania 164 ® 4
Latvia 83 e 4 Malta 75 e 4
Belgium 86 o 4 Spain 179 e 4
SlovakRepublic 86 @ 4

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

quany Participation in early childhood

EDUCATION

m| education (% of population aged 4 to 6)

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

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

France 1000 o 4 Italy %1 e 4
Ireland 1000 ® 4 Portugal %) e 4
UnitedKingdom 1000 ® 4 Estonia 2”9 e ¢
Belgium 987 o 4 Slovenia 21 e 4
Denmark %0 © 4 Cyprus 20 © 4
Netherlands 976 ® 4 CzechRepublic 920 e 4
Spain 974 e 4 Lithuania 919 e 4
Luxembourg %6 © 4 Poland 919 e 4
Malta %5 ® 4 Romania 86 o 4
Germany %4 © 4 Finland 878 e 4
Latvia %3 © % Bulgaria 83.9 ¥
Sweden %3 ® 4 Croatia 8238 Ly
EuropeanUnion 957 @ 4 Greece 815 3
Austria %6 © 4 Slovak Republic ~ 78.2

Hungary %6 © 4

QuALTY PISA score

EDUCATION

|!ﬂ| (worst 0-600 best)

National scores in the Programme for International Student Assessment
(PISA), aninternationally standardised assessment that is administered
to15-year-olds in schools. It assesses how far students near the end of
compulsory education have acquired some of the knowledge and skills that
are essential for full participation in society. Country PISA scores for reading,
mathematics and science were averaged to obtain an overall PISA score.
Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 5243 e 4 Spain 4914 4r
Finland 527 e 4 CzechRepublic 490.8 3
Slovenia 5093 ® 4 Latvia 486.8 ¥
Ireland 5090 e 4 Italy 4850 A
Germany 5081 e 4 Luxembourg 4833 3
Netherlands 5079 @ 4 Croatia 4754 3
Denmark 5043 e 4 Lithuania 4754 ¥
Poland 5039 e 4 Hungary 4744 3
Belgium 5025 © 4 Malta 4634 oo
UnitedKingdom 4999 e 4 Slovak Republic 462.8 3
Portugal 4970 o 4 Greece 4585 3
Sweden 4958 ® 4 Bulgaria 4396 ®
France 4957 ® 4 Cyprus 4375 o ¢
EuropeanUnion 4933 @ 4 Romania 4375 o ¢
Austria 4922 ¥

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

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating « Decreasing e Data unavailable

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

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

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

|

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

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia g8 o 4 Austria 20.8 4
Finland 15 e 4 Sweden 216 4
Slovenia 50 ® 4 France 22.1 ¥
Ireland 153 e 4 Italy 232 A
Denmark 159 ® 4 Croatia 24.6 4
Poland 63 ® 4 Lithuania 247 3
Germany 170 ® 4 Luxembourg 259 3
Latvia 172 e 4 Hungary 26.0 A
Portugal 174 © 4 SlovakRepublic 307 @ &
UnitedKingdom 174 @ 4 Malta 325 @ ee
Spain 183 © 4 Greece 327 o
Netherlands 185 @ 4 Bulgaria 379 e
Belgium 98 e 4 Romania 385 o ¥
European Union 20.7 $ Cyprus 421 e
CzechRepublic 20.7 ¥

iy Resilient students (%)

EDUCATION

|

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

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

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 483 (] oo [taly 26.6 oo
Finland 4238 (] oo Austria 259 oo
Spain 392 @ e Czech Republic 249 oo
Portugal 381 @ ee Sweden 24.7 oo
United Kingdom 35.4 oo Croatia 244 oo
Latvia 352 oo Lithuania 23.1 ® oo
Slovenia 34.6 oo Malta 218 @ oo
Poland 34.6 oo Luxembourg ~ 20.7 @  ee
Germany 335 oo Hungary 193 @ oo
Netherlands 30.7 oo Greece 18.1 ® oo
European Union 30.0 oo SlovakRepublic 175 @  ee
Ireland 296 oo Bulgaria 136 ® e
Denmark 27.5 oo Romania 1.3 @ oo
Belgium 27.2 oo Cyprus 9.5 ® oo
France 26.6 oo

® SDGachieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

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

L

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

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 78 © e Slovenia 13.5 (3]
Latvia 8.7 L] oo Romania 13.8 oo
Cyprus 95 @ ee European Union 14.2 oo
Italy 96 @ e Malta 14.5 L]
Finland 100 @ e Portugal 149 (3]
Denmark 104 [ ] oo Germany 15.8 [ ] oo
United Kingdom 10.5 oo Austria 159 @ oo
Lithuania 11.6 oo SlovakRepublic 160  ®  ee
Croatia 12.1 oo Bulgaria 164 @ oo
Sweden 122 oo CzechRepublic 188 @ oo
Netherlands 12.5 oo Belgium 193 @ oo
Greece 12.5 oo France 203 @ oo
Ireland 12.7 oo Luxembourg 208 @ oo
Poland 134 oo Hungary 214 @ oo
Spain 134 oo

quaury Tertiary educational attainment

EDUCATION

(% of population aged 30 to 34)

|

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

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country Value Rating Trend

Lithuania 576 © 4 Slovenia 27 e 4
Cyprus 571 e 4 Spain 24 o 4
Ireland 563 © 4 Austria 407 © 4
Luxembourg 562 ® 4 EuropeanUnion 406 @ 4
Sweden 50 e 4 Slovak Republic  37.7 4
Netherlands 494 @ 4 Germany 349 *
Denmark 491 e 4 Malta 34.2 4
UnitedKingdom 488 @ 4 Croatia 34.1 4
Belgium 476 o 4 Bulgaria 33.7 4+
Estonia 472 o 4 Czech Republic 33.7 *
France %62 o 4 Hungary 337 3
Poland 457 o 4 Portugal 335

Greece 43 o 4 Italy 278 @
Finland 42 o 4 Romania 246 o ¢
Latvia 27 o 4

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

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

Y Adult participation in learning (%) quuy Numeracy score in the Survey of Adult

EDUCATION EDUCATION .

. ' Skills (PIAAC) (worst 0-500 best)

U | Mean numeracy score in the Survey of Adults Skills
(PIAAC) (or proficiency in problem solving in technology-

i

Share of people aged 25 to 64 who stated that they
received formal or non-formal education and training in the

four weeks preceding the survey (numerator). The denominator consists rich environments). The Programme for the International Assessment of
of the total population of the same age group, excluding those who did Adult Competencies (PIAAC) is a programme of assessment and analysis
not answer to the question 'participation in education and training'. Adult of adult skills. The Survey of Adult Skills component measures adults’
learning covers formal and non-formal learning activities — both general proficiency in key information-processing skills - literacy, numeracy and
and vocational — undertaken by adults after leaving initial education and problem solving - and gathers information and data on how adults use
training. Data stem from the EU Labour Force Survey (EU-LFS). their skills at home, at work and in the wider community.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS) Source: OECD
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 292 e 4 Belgium 8.5 L Finland 2822 @ oo Slovenia 257.6 oo
Finland 285 o 4 CzechRepublic 85 -> Belgium 2804 @ e Ireland 255.6 oo
Denmark 23.5 [ ] 1t Germany 8.2 -> Netherlands 2803 © oo France 254.2 oo
Estonia 197 @ L Italy 8.1 L Sweden 2791 @ oo Greece 251.9 oo
Netherlands 19.1 [ J * Cyprus 6.7 J Denmark 2783 @ oo [taly 2471 @ oo
France 186 @ * Latvia 6.7 Slovak Republic 2758 @ oo Spain 2458 ® oo
Luxembourg 180 © 4 Lithuania 6.6 CzechRepublic 2757 @  ee Bulgaria NA @ oo
Austria 15.1 o 4 Hungary 60 ® Austria 2750 @ oo Croatia NA @ oo
UnitedKingdom 146 ® 4 Poland 57 e 4 Estonia 2731 @ e Hungary NA @ oo
Ireland 125 e 4 Greece 45 ® Germany 2717 @ ee Latvia NA @ oo
Slovenia 14 e 4 SlovakRepublic 40 ® Lithuania 267.2 oo Luxembourg NA @ oo
European Union 11.2 [ ] L Croatia 29 L] J Cyprus 264.6 oo Malta NA ® oo
Malta 10.8 4 Bulgaria 25 & o United Kingdom 261.8 oo Portugal NA @ oo
Spain 10.5 4 Romania 0.9 o J European Union 261.3 oo Romania NA  ® oo
Portugal 103 4 Poland 2598 oo
ey Unadjusted gender pay gap ot Gender employment gap (p.p.)
gl (% of gross male earnings) gl
The difference between average gross hourly earnings of
male paid employees and of female paid employees as a percentage of Difference between the employment rates of men and women aged 20 to 64.
average gross hourly earnings of male paid employees. The indicator has The employmentrate is calculated by dividing the number of persons aged
been defined as unadjusted, because it gives an overall picture of gender 20to 64 in employment by the total population of the same age group. The
inequalities in terms of pay and measures a concept which is broader than the indicator is based on the EU Labour Force Survey.
concept of equal pay for equal work. All employees working in firms with ten or Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
more employees, without restrictions for age and hours worked, are included. Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (SES)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Romania 3, ® 4 Denmark 14.7 L Lithuania 23 o 4 Netherlands 10.1 L
Italy 50 e 4 Spain 15.1 -> Finland 37 e 4 Croatia 10.2 4
Luxembourg 50 ® 4 Lithuania 15.2 J Latvia 4 e 4 Cyprus 104 A
Belgium 60 o 4 Netherlands 152 Ly Sweden 43 e 4 European Union 114 ->
Poland 72 e 4 France 154 -> Denmark 67 @ 4 Spain 12.1 4
Slovenia 80 e 4 Latvia 15.7 L Portugal 68 @ 4 Ireland 122 ->
Croatia 16 © 4 Portugal 16.3 J Slovenia 73 e 4 Slovak Republic 13.7 L
Malta 22 © 4 Finland 16.7 L France 76 e 4 Poland 144 4
Greece 125 @ oo Slovak Republic  19.8 J Estonia 73 e 4 Czech Republic 152 L
Sweden 26 © 4 Austria 199 L Luxembourg 80 e 4 Hungary 153 4
Bulgaria 136 © 4 United Kingdom 20.8 -> Germany g1 e 4 Romania 183 o ¢
Cyprus 137 ® 4 Germany 210 Bulgaria 82 e 4 Italy 198 © =
Ireland 139 ([ ] oo Czech Republic 21.1 Belgium 84 ( ] L Greece 210 ([ ] $
Hungary 14.2 L Estonia 2556 @ Austria 90 e 4 Malta 23 e 4
European Union 14.5 4 UnitedKingdom 99 @ 4

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

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

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

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

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

EQUALITY

responsibilities
g (% of population aged 20 to 64)

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

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

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

Country Value Rating Trend
Denmark 53 [ ] L European Union 214 4
Sweden 62 ® 4 Hungary 230 4
Netherlands 117 e 4 Romania 236 3
France 13 e 4 Italy 253 4
Finland 122 e 4 Slovak Republic 26.8 3
Slovenia 23 e 4 CzechRepublic 27.1 3
Portugal 149 e 4 United Kingdom 27.2 4
Luxembourg 150 @ 4 Bulgaria 278 3
Belgium 173 ® 4 Spain 285
Lithuania 80 © 4 Estonia 294 3
Latvia 84 © 4 Poland 29.8 ¥
Greece 187 o 4 Ireland 378 @
Austria 188 e 4 Malta 82 e ¢
Germany 88 ® 4 Cyprus 416 o
Croatia 99 e 4

o Positions held by women in senior

EQUALITY

gl management positions (%)

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

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: European Institute for Gender Equality

Country Value Rating Trend

France 440 ® Portugal 216
Italy 364 Poland 210
Sweden 36.1 Ireland 18.7
Finland 345 Croatia 17.2
Germany 338 Hungary 14.9
Belgium 320 Bulgaria 14.5

Netherlands 30.7
United Kingdom 29.9

Czech Republic 13.8
Luxembourg 133

PIIUIEIUDIIIII IS
cervecellvecen

European Union 29.3 Cyprus 1.2
Latvia 29.0 Romania 11.0
Slovenia 27.9 Lithuania 10.8
Denmark 277 Malta 9.5
Austria 26.1 Greece 9.1
Slovak Republic  24.1 L] Estonia 8.0
Spain 237 @

® SDGachieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

e Seats held by women in national

EQUALITY

parliaments (%)

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

Source: European Institute for Gender Equality

Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 464 © 4 Poland 264 @ >
Finland 415 e 4 Bulgaria 258 o 4
Belgium 39.5 4 Luxembourg 250 @
Spain 393 -> Ireland 24.2 [ ]
Austria 37.7 L Slovenia 21 o $
Denmark 374 > Lithuania 20 o ¢
France 37.0 L CzechRepublic 211 ® =
Portugal 36.5 4 SlovakRepublic 207 ® =
Italy 354 a5 Croatia 205 o
Netherlands ~ 33.5 3 Romania 9 e 4
Germany 319 ¥ Greece 183 ®
European Union 31.8 Cyprus 182 [}
Latvia 30.0 L Malta 149 [ ] ->
UnitedKingdom 290 @ Hungary 26 © =
Estonia 277 ®

EMER Women who feel safe walking alone at

EQUALITY

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

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

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Gallup

Country Value Rating Trend

Slovenia 8% e 4 Portugal 67 4+
Luxembourg 82 e 4 Sweden 67 >
Spain 8 e % CzechRepublic 65 *
Austria g e 4 Malta 65 ¥
Denmark 79 L Cyprus 64 @ 4
Finland 78 A Lithuania 63 o 4
United Kingdom 77 L SlovakRepublic 62 @ 4
Netherlands 76 4+ Hungary 56 o 4
Ireland 74 L Italy 56 ®
Estonia 70 L Romania 54 @
France 70 L Belgium 53 o ¢
Germany 69 L Bulgaria 52 o ¢
EuropeanUnion 683 4r Latvia 52 o
Croatia 68 L Greece 47 e $
Poland 68 4

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

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

el Population having neither a bath, nor a

AND SANITATION

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

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

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

Country Value Rating Trend

Germany 00 e % France 04 o 4
Malta 00 ® oo Cyprus 05 e 4
Netherlands 00 e % Portugal 06 © 4
Belgium o1 e 4 SlovakRepublic 09 @ 4
Ireland 01 e 4 Croatia 1.1 L
Luxembourg 0.1 [ ] * EuropeanUnion 1.7 L
Slovenia 01 e 4 Poland 20 4
Finland 02 e 4 Hungary 34 >
Greece 02 e 4 Estonia 40 4r
Spain 02 e 4 Bulgaria 89 e 4
Austria 03 e % Latvia 90 e 4
CzechRepublc 03 @ 4 Lithuania 08 o
Italy 03 e 4 Romania 2556 @
UnitedKingdom 03 @  ee Sweden NA @ oo
Denmark 04 e 4

Tl Freshwater abstraction (% long term

AND SANITATION

average available water)

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

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

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

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

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

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Latvia 06 © 4 EuropeanUnion 126 @ 4
SlovakRepublic 07 ® 4 Germany 130 ® 4
Sweden 12 @ oo France 139 ® 4
Lithuania 3 e 4 Estonia 145 e 4
Ireland 14 @ oo Belgium 152 © 4
Luxembourg 27 e 4 Greece 156 © 4
Slovenia 29 e 4 Romania 171 e 4
Hungary 34 o 4 Poland 177 o 4
United Kingdom 4.2 [ J oo Spain 281

Denmark 45 @ 4 Malta 512 @ =)
Bulgaria 56 © 4 Cyprus 674 ®
Finland 60 ® oo Austria NA @ oo
Portugal 66 ©® oo Croatia NA @ oo
Netherlands 87 e 4 Italy NA @ oo
CzechRepublic 102 @ 4

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

el Population connected to at least

AND SANITATION

E secondary wastewater treatment (%)

The percentage of population connected to wastewater treatment systems
with at least secondary treatment. Thereby, wastewater from urban sources
or elsewhere is treated by a process generally involving biological treatment
with a secondary settlement or other process, resulting in a removal of
organic material that reduces the biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) by at
least 70 % and the chemical oxygen demand (COD) by at least 75 %.
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

UnitedKingdom 1000 ®  ee CzechRepublic 823 @ 4
Austria 98 o 4 France 800 o 4
Netherlands 95 e 4 Hungary 79.2 4
Luxembourg 970 e 4 Lithuania 738 4
Germany %0 © 4 Poland 735 L
Sweden %0 e 4 Slovenia 674 4+
Latvia %50 e 4 Slovak Republic  65.0 oo
Greece B4 © 4 Bulgaria 63.2 4
Spain 929 @ oo Ireland 612 ->
Denmark 918 ® 4 Italy 59.6 oo
Estonia 879 e 4 Romania 465 o 4
Finland 850 @ e Croatia 369 ©
Portugal 846 @ oo Cyprus 298 @ oo
EuropeanUnion 831 @ 4 Malta 149 o
Belgium 830 o 4

el Imported groundwater depletion

AND SANITATION

E (m?/capita/year)

Imports of groundwater depletion embedded in international crop trade.
Estimates are based on a combination of global, crop-specific estimates of
non-renewable groundwater abstraction and international food trade data.
This indicator was calculated by aggregating bilateral import data into an
overall country score, and expressed per capita.

Reference year: 2010 or closest year available

Source: Dalin etal. (2017)

Country Value Rating Trend

Poland 23 @ e Bulgaria 7.2 oo
Hungary 32 @ e Austria 7.5 oo
Estonia 47 @ oo Italy 7.8 oo
Finland 53 @ e Sweden 8.0 oo
Romania 55 @ e Greece 8.0 oo
SlovakRepublic 56 @  ee Slovenia 9.1 oo
Croatia 56 @ e United Kingdom 9.4 oo
France 59 @ e Denmark 99 oo
CzechRepublic 59 @ oo Netherlands 10.1 oo
Spain 6.2 oo Ireland 10.3 oo
Lithuania 6.4 oo Malta 134 @ oo
Portugal 6.7 oo Cyprus 149 @ e
Germany 6.7 oo Belgium 157 @ oo
Latvia 6.9 oo Luxembourg 192 @ e

EuropeanUnion 7.1 oo

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

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating « Decreasing e Data unavailable

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

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

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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CLEANWATER

Population using safely managed water
AND SANITATION

E services (%)

Percentage of the population using a safely managed drinking water service. A
safely managed drinking water service is one where people use an "improved"
source meeting three criteria: it is accessible on premises, water is available
when needed, and the water supplied is free from contamination. Improved
sources are those that have the potential to deliver safe water by nature of
their design and construction.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: WHO/UNICEF JMP

Country Value Rating Trend

Netherlands 1000 @ 4 Bulgaria %6 © 4
Malta 999 e 4 UnitedKingdom 957 @ 4
Cyprus 296 © 4 EuropeanUnion 956 @ 4
Germany 92 e % Portugal %1 e 4
Greece 989 o 4 Poland 93.9 >
Ireland 989 e 4 Italy 93.7 4
Austria %7 e % Slovak Republic  93.4 >
Belgium 984 @ 4 France 933 >
Luxembourg %2 e 4 Lithuania 91.7 a4y
Spain %2 e % Croatia 90.5 ¥
Slovenia %0 © 4 Romania 87.8 ¥
Sweden %0 © 4 Latvia 819 ® <
CzechRepublic 976 ® 4 Estonia 817 o
Finland %9 ® 4 Hungary 815 o 4
Denmark %7 e %

Population unable to keep home
adequately warm (%)

Share of population who are in the state of enforced inability to keep home
adequately warm.

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

Country Value Rating Trend

Austria %6 e 4 United Kingdom 5.5 4+
Finland 17 e 4 Hungary 6.1 1
Luxembourg 19 e 4 EuropeanUnion 7.3 L
Netherlands 2 e 4 Latvia 75 4+
Estonia 23 o 4 Malta 76 a4y
Sweden 23 e 4 Croatia 7.7 L
CzechRepublic 27 @ 4 Spain 9.1 L
Germany 29 e 4 Romania 96 o 4
Denmark 30 o 4 Italy 140 o 4
Slovenia 33 e 4 Portugal 194 e 4
Slovak Republic 4.3 L Cyprus 219 e 4
Ireland 44 L) Greece 27 e 4
France 5.0 L Lithuania 279 @
Poland 5.1 1 Bulgaria 337 @
Belgium 52 ->

® SDGachieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3: Indicator Profiles

CLEANWATER

Population using safely managed
AND SANITATION X . X
E sanitation services (%)

Percentage of the population using safely managed
sanitation services. Safely managed sanitation services
are "improved" sanitation facilities that are not shared with other
households, and where the excreta produced should either be treated
and disposed of in situ, stored temporarily and then emptied, transported
and treated off-site, or transported through a sewer with wastewater and
then treated off-site. Improved sanitation facilities are those designed to
hygienically separate excreta from human contact.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: WHO/UNICEF JMP

Country Value Rating Trend

UnitedKingdom 976 @ 4 CzechRepublic 81.9 $
Netherlands 97.5 o 4 Slovak Republic 81.7 3
Spain 975 e 4 Latvia 784

Belgium 971 e 4 Poland 771 @
Austria %8 e 4 Slovenia 757 ©
Germany 955 e 4 Hungary 756 ® 4
Italy %4 © 4 Cyprus 756 ©
Luxembourg 937 @ 4 Greece 752 & <
Denmark k32 e 4 Ireland 703 e 4
Malta 9530 e 4 Portugal 617 @ S
Estonia 929 e 4 Lithuania 612 @ S
Sweden 2”3 e 4 Croatia 601 ® =
France 21 e 4 Romania 571 @
Finland 916 e 4 Bulgaria 89 o ¢
European Union 89.2 4

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

The indicator measures the share of renewable energy consumption in gross
final energy consumption according to the Renewable Energy Directive. The
gross final energy consumption is the energy used by end-consumers (final

energy consumption) plus grid losses and self-consumption of power plants.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 545 @ 4 Greece 163 © =
Finland 410 o 4 France 163 ®
Latvia 390 o 4 Germany 155 ©® <>
Denmark 358 © 4 CzechRepublic 148 @ &
Austria 326 © 4 Hungary 133 o ¢
Estonia 292 L SlovakRepublic 115 ® &
Portugal 28.1 L Poland 09 o
Croatia 273 3 Ireland 07 © =S
Lithuania 258 4 UnitedKingdom 102 @
Romania 245 3 Cyprus 99 e
Slovenia 215 > Belgium 9.1 o o
Bulgaria 18.7 o Malta 7.2 [ ]

Italy 183 o Netherlands 6.6 o
Spain 175 ® Luxembourg 64 © <
EuropeanUnion 170 ® =3

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

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

CO2 emissions from fuel combustion per e Protection of fundamental labour rights

ECONOMICGROWTH

electricity output (MtCO2/TWh) (worst O-1best)

o

A measure of the carbon intensity of energy production, calculated by Measures the effective enforcement of fundamental labor rights, including
dividing CO2 emissions from the combustion of fuel by electricity output. freedom of association and the right to collective bargaining, the absence of
This indicator was calculated by dividing national data on Total CO2 discrimination with respect to employment, and freedom from forced labor
emissions from fuel combustion for electricity and heat (MtCO3 ) over and child labor.

Electricity output (TWh). Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: World Justice Project
Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
Source: SE4ALL

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 02 e 4 CzechRepublic 13 @ 4 Denmark 095 @ oo Croatia 0.70 oo
France 05 e 4 Latvia 13 & = Finland 087 @ oo United Kingdom 0.69 oo
Finland 06 e 4 Greece 3 e 4 Germany 085 @ oo Hungary 0.69 oo
Slovenia 09 e 4 Ireland 13 e 4 Austria 081 @ oo Bulgaria 0.67 oo
Spain 09 e 4 Malta 13 & Netherlands 0.81 @ oo Poland 0.67 oo
Bulgaria 09 e 4 Cyprus 14 e Belgium 079 @ e Italy 057 ® oo
Portugal 1.0 [ ] 1t Croatia 14 o France 0.79 ( ] oo Greece 0.55 (] oo
Austria 1.1 -> Belgium 4 © < Spain 0.76 L] oo Cyprus NA ® oo
Romania 1.1 L Hungary 15 o Sweden 0.75 ( ] oo Ireland NA ([ ] oo
Denmark 1.1 L Netherlands 15 o European Union 0.74 ([ ] oo Latvia NA [ ] oo
EuropeanUnion 1.2 1 Estonia 15 o Czech Republic 0.73 ([ ] oo Lithuania NA ( ] oo
SlovakRepublic 1.2 4 Poland 18 @ Romania 073 @ oo Luxembourg NA @ oo
Germany 1.2 * Lithuania 29 o Slovenia 0.73 (] oo Malta NA ® oo
Italy 12 4 Luxembourg 116 @ & Portugal 071 @ e SlovakRepublic NA @  ee
United Kingdom 1.2 1t Estonia 071 @ oo
e Gross disposable income e Youth not in employment, education or
/*/ (€/capita) /*/ training (NEET)
"' The indicator reflects the purchasing power of households "' (% of population aged 15to 29)
and their ability to invest in goods and services or save for
the future, by accounting for taxes and social contributions and monetary The share of the population aged 15 to 29 who is not employed and not
in-kind social benefits. It is calculated as the adjusted gross disposable involved in education or training.
income of households and Non-Profit Institutions Serving Households Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
(NPISH) divided by the purchasing power parities (PPP) of the actual Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)

individual consumption of households and by the total resident population.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Luxembourg 32,681 ® 4 Portugal 18,050 L Netherlands 57 e 4 UnitedKingdom 117 @
Germany 28473 @ 4 Czech Republic 17,971 1+ Sweden 70 e 4 Belgium 20 ©
Austria 26730 © 4 Lithuania 17,561 4 Malta 74 e 4 Poland 121
Netherlands 25648 ® 4 Slovenia 17,502 Ly Luxembourg 75 e 4 Hungary 129
Sweden 25123 @ 4 Slovak Republic 16,652 L Germany 79 e 4 European Union 13.1
Finland 25029 o 4 Estonia 15,963 4 Austria 84 o 4 France 136 ©
France 25022 ® 4 Poland 15,687 L Denmark 85 e 4 SlovakRepublic 146 @
Belgium 2491 ® 4 Greece 14768 ® Slovenia 8s o 4 Cyprus 149 @
Denmark 24957 ® 4 Hungary 14409 ® Lithuania 93 e 4 Spain 153 ©
UnitedKingdom 23,597 ® 4 Latvia 14036 ® 4 CzechRepublic 95 @ 4 Croatia 156 ®
Italy 2373 & 4 Romania 12786 ® 4 Portugal 9% © 4 Romania 170 @
EuropeanUnion 22,170 @ 1t Croatia 12,109 @ oo Finland 10.1 o 4 Bulgaria 18.1 °
Ireland 20760 ® 4 Bulgaria 10875 ® Ireland 16 © 4 Greece 195 @
Spain 19,336 * Malta NA @ oo Latvia 1.6 e 4 Italy 234 @
Cyprus 18,458 1 Estonia 117 e 4

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

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

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

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

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

e Employment rate (%) e Long term unemployment rate (%)

ECONOMIC GROWTH ECONOMIC GROWTH

Share of the economically active population aged 15 to
74 who has been unemployed for 12 months or more.
Unemployed persons are defined as persons aged 15-74

o o

Share of the population aged 20 to 64 which is employed. Employed persons who were without work during the reference week, were currently available
are defined as persons who, during a reference week, worked at least one to start working within the next two weeks and were either actively seeking
hour for pay or profit or were not working but had jobs from which they were work in the last four weeks or had already found a job to start within the
temporarily absent. next three months. The unemployment period is defined as the duration
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available of ajob search, or as the length of time since the last job was held (if
Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS) shorter than the time spent on a job search).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat (EU-LFS)
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 86 e 4 Ireland 74.1 L CzechRepublic 07 o 4 Ireland 2.1 +*
CzechRepublic 799 @ 4 Cyprus 73.9 4+ Poland 0 e 4 Slovenia 22 4
Germany 799 e 4 European Union 732 L Denmark 11 e 4 Cyprus 27 *
Estonia 795 o 4 Bulgaria 724 L Malta 1 e 4 Belgium 29 *
Netherlands 792 e 4 Slovak Republic 72.4 L UnitedKingdom 1.1 @ 4 Bulgaria 30 +*
UnitedKingdom 787 @ 4 Poland 722 L Sweden 12 e 4 European Union 3.1 *
Denmark 782 e 4 Luxembourg ~ 72.1 4+ Estonia 13 o 4 Latvia 3.1 4
Lithuania 778 e 4 France 718 Ly Austria 14 e 4 Portugal 3.1 *
Latvia 768 @ 4 Romania 69.9 L Germany 14 e 4 Croatia 34 +
Finland 763 e 4 Belgium 69.7 L Hungary 14 e 4 France 38 o 4
Austria 762 e 4 Spain 670 © 4 Luxembourg 14 e 4 SlovakRepublic 40 ® 4
Portugal 754 e 4 Croatia 652 ® 4 Netherlands 14 e 4 Italy 62 ©
Slovenia 754 @ 4 Italy 630 @ Finland 6 ®© 4 Spain 64 @ 4
Malta 750 e 4 Greece 595 e 4 Romania 8 e 4 Greece 136 © 4
Hungary 744 L Lithuania 20 © 4
e People killed in accidents at work e Victims of modern slavery
/*/ (per100,000 population) /J (per 1,000 population)
| M|
Number of fatal accidents that occur during the course of work and lead to Estimation of the number of people in modern slavery. Modern slavery is
the death of the victim within one year of the accident. The incidence rate defined as people in forced labour or forced marriage. It is calculated based
refers to the number of fatal accidents per 100,000 persons in employment. on standardised surveys and Multiple Systems Estimation (MSE).
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat Source: Walk Free Foundation (2018)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Malta 05 e 4 Spain 20 © 4 Luxembourg 15 @ e EuropeanUnion 26 @  ee
Cyprus 05 e 4 Poland 20 o 4 Sweden 16 @ e CzechRepublic 29 @ oo
Netherlands 06 © 4 SlovakRepublic 20 @ 4 Denmark 16 @ oo SlovakRepublic 29 @  ee
UnitedKingdom 09 @ 4 Hungary 20 o 4 Finland 17 @ e Poland 34 @ oo
Germany 09 e 4 Italy 20 e 4 Ireland 17 @ e Estonia 36 @ oo
Sweden 09 e 4 Latvia 23 e 4 Austria 17 @ e Hungary 37 @ oo
Denmark 09 e 4 Austria 25 L Netherlands 18 @ oo Latvia 39 @ oo
Finland 09 e 4 Croatia 26 3 France 20 @ e Cyprus 4.2 L]
Estonia 12 (] L France 2.7 -> Belgium 20 [ ] oo Romania 43 oo
Greece 2 e 4 Luxembourg 2.7 ¥ Germany 20 @ e Bulgaria 4.5 oo
Belgium 17 e 4 Lithuania 2.8 L United Kingdom 2.1 o oo Lithuania 58 oo
EuropeanUnion 18 @ 4 Portugal 29 + Slovenia 22 @ e Croatia 6.0 oo
CzechRepublic 18 @ 4 Bulgaria 34 4r Spain 23 @ e Greece 79 @ oo
Slovenia 9 e 4 Romania 45 o 4 Italy 24 @ oo Malta NA  ® oo
Ireland 9 e 4 Portugal 25 @ oo

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

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

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

o

Number of fatal work-related accidents associated with imported goods.
Calculated using extensions to a multiregional input-output table.

Reference year: 2010 or closest year available
Source: Alsamawi et al (2017)

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 0.2 o oo Cyprus 13 (] oo
Hungary 04 @ oo Sweden 13 @ oo
Bulgaria 04 © oo EuropeanUnion 14 @  ee
Poland 05 @ oo Malta 15 @ oo
Croatia 0.5 [ J oo Spain 15 (] oo
Latvia 06 ® oo Denmark 16 @ oo
SlovakRepublic 0.7 @  ee Ireland 16 @ oo
Lithuania 0.7 @ oo Germany 17 @ e
Estonia 0.7 @ oo Belgium 18 @ oo
CzechRepublic 08 @ oo UnitedKingdom 18 @  ee
[taly 09 @ oo France 1.9 oo
Portugal 09 @ oo Austria 1.9 oo
Greece 09 @ oo Netherlands 2.1 oo
Slovenia 10 @ oo Luxembourg 70 @ ee
Finland 10 @ oo

e R&D personnel

& (% of active population)

Share of R&D personnel broken down by the following institutional sectors:
business enterprise (BES), government (GOV), higher education (HES),
private non-profit (PNP). Data are presented in full-time equivalents as a
share of the economically active population (the ‘labour force”).

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 22 o 4 Portugal 11 e 4
Luxembourg 9 e 4 Greece 0 e 4
Finland 9 e 4 Spain 1.0 4
Austria 8 e 4 Estonia 0.9

Sweden 17 e 4 Hungary 09 L
Belgium 17 e 4 Poland 09 4
Germany 6 © 4 Lithuania 0.8 ->
Netherlands 6 o 4 Bulgaria 07 o 4
France 5 e 4 SlovakRepublic 07 @
Slovenia 5 e 4 Malta 07 e
CzechRepublic 13 @ 4 Croatia 07 o 4
Ireland 3 e 4 Latvia 06 o ¢
UnitedKingdom 13 @ 4 Romania 04 © o
EuropeanUnion 1.3 [ J * Cyprus 04 @ =
Italy 2 e 4

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

[ Gross domestic expenditure on R&D
ANDINFRASTRUCTURE

& (% of GDP)

The indicator measures gross domestic expenditure on R&D (GERD) as a
percentage of the gross domestic product (GDP).

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 34 e 4 Estonia 13 3
Austria 32 e 4 Luxembourg 13 ->
Denmark 31 e 4 Spain 12 o $
Germany 30 o 4 Greece 117 e 4
Finland 28 o 4 Ireland 117 e $
Belgium 266 o 4 Poland 0 @
France 22 e 4 Lithuania 09 e ¢
Netherlands 20 e 4 Slovak Republic 0.9 o
Slovenia 9 e 4 Croatia 09 ©
EuropeanUnion 18 @ 4 Bulgaria 08 e ¢
CzechRepublic 18 @ 4 Cyprus 06 © =
UnitedKingdom 17 @ 4 Malta 05 o ¢
Hungary 14 > Latvia 05 o ¢
Italy 14 > Romania 05 ®
Portugal 13 4+

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

Requests for protection of an invention directed either
directly to the European Patent Office (EPO) or filed
under the Patent Cooperation Treaty and designating the EPO (Euro-
PCT), regardless of whether they are granted or not. If one application to
the EPO has more than one inventor, the application is divided equally
among all of them and subsequently among their countries of residence,
thus avoiding double counting. Euro-PCT applications are allocated
according to the nationality of the first listed applicant. The data shows
the total number of applications per country and per million inhabitants.
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available  Source: European Patents Office

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 2835 © 4 CzechRepublic 338 @
Denmark 2466 ©® 4 Estonia 276 ®
Finland 2357 e 4 Hungary 201 o
Austria 2314 ® 4 Poland 181 © <
Germany 288 © 4 Malta 144 ® <
Netherlands 2036 @ 4 Portugal 138 © =
Belgium 1458 ® 4 Latvia 14 ®
France 1419 o 4 Cyprus 106 © =
EuropeanUnion 1068 ® 4 SlovakRepublic  10.1 ® =
Luxembourg 289 e 4 Greece 84 o
UnitedKingdom 826 @ 4 Lithuania 76 ® ¢
Ireland 776 L Romania 51 @ ¢
Italy 68.5 + Croatia 8 © o
Slovenia 553 3 Bulgaria 41 e
Spain 356 @ =>

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

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating « Decreasing e Data unavailable

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

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

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

[ Households with broadband access (%) T Gap in broadband access, urban vs rural
& & areas (p.p.)
Percentage of households with broadband internet service. Data given in this Difference in the percentage of households with broadband internet service
domain are collected annually by the National Statistical Institutes and are between households in urban areas as opposed to those in rural areas.
based on Eurostat's annual model questionnaires on ICT (Information and Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Communication Technologies) usage in households and by individuals. Source: Eurostat

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Netherlands 970 @ 4 Belgium 840 e 4 Malta 0 e 4 Poland 70 e 4
UnitedKingdom 950 @ 4 Malta 840 e 4 Belgium 00 e 4 Sweden 70 e 4
Finland %0 e 4 Hungary 830 o 4 Netherlands 00 © 4 France 80 e 4
Luxembourg 930 @ 4 Italy 830 e 4 Slovenia 00 e 4 Hungary 11.0 *
Denmark 200 e % Croatia 810 e 4 UnitedKingdom 10 @ 4 Croatia 120 *
Germany %0 e 4 France 810 e 4 Austria 20 © 4 Cyprus 120 ->
Sweden 00 e 4 Latvia 79.0 + Denmark 20 © 4 Ireland 120 $
Estonia 80 e 4 Poland 79.0 1 Estonia 20 o 4 Lithuania 120 *
Austria 880 e 4 Romania 79.0 L Luxembourg 20 © 4 Spain 13.0 $
Ireland 880 o 4 Slovak Republic  79.0 4+ Germany 30 @ 4 Slovak Republic  15.0 $
Slovenia 870 e 4 Lithuania 78.0 + Finland 40 e 4 Bulgaria 210 © 4
Cyprus 80 e 4 Portugal 770 4 Italy 40 e 4 Portugal 210 @ =
CzechRepublic 860 @ 4 Greece 76.0 L CzechRepublic 50 @ 4 Romania 20 © 4
Spain 860 o 4 Bulgaria 710 e 4 Latvia 60 o 4 Greece 20 © =
EuropeanUnion 858 ® 4 EuropeanUnion 68 @ 4
e Individuals aged 55 to 74 years old who e - Logistics performance index: Quality
have basic or above basic digital skills (%) of trade and transport-related
& & infrastructure (worst 1-5 best)
Percentage of people aged 55-74 years old who have basic or above Survey-based assessment of the quality of trade and transport related
basic digital skills. Data given in this domain are collected annually by the infrastructure, e.g. ports, roads, railroads and information technology, on a
National Statistical Institutes and are based on Eurostat's annual model scale from 1 (worst) to 5 (best).
questionnaires on ICT (Information and Communication Technologies) usage Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
in households and by individuals. Source: World Bank
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Eurostat
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Luxembourg 700 @ oo Spain 260 © oo Germany 44 [ ] L Hungary 33 [ ] *
Netherlands 640 ® oo Lithuania 230 ® oo Sweden 4 e 4 Slovenia 33 o 4
Sweden 570 ® oo Slovenia 230 @ oo Netherlands 42 e 4 Portugal 32 e 4
UnitedKingdom 530 @ oo Italy 220 © oo Austria 42 [ ] L Poland 32 [ ) *
Denmark 510 @ e Hungary 210 @ oo UnitedKingdom 40 @ 4 Greece 32 e 4
Finland 510 ® e Latvia 210 ® oo Finland 40 e 4 Estonia 3 e 4
Germany 450 @ e Cyprus 200 © oo France 40 e 4 Croatia 30 ®© 4
Austria 400 ® e Malta 190 @ e Belgium 40 o 4 SlovakRepublic 30 @ 4
Belgium 390 @ oo Portugal 190 @ oo Denmark 40 ([ ] L Latvia 3.0 3
France 350 @ oo Croatia 160 @ oo EuropeanUnion 39 e 4 Malta 29 A
EuropeanUnion  34.1 oo Poland 150 @ oo Italy 39 o 4 Cyprus 29
Czech Republic  31.0 oo Greece 140 @ oo Spain 38 e 4 Bulgaria 28 3
Estonia 28.0 oo Bulgaria 100 @ oo Luxembourg 36 ([ ] L Lithuania 2.7 3
Ireland 28.0 oo Romania 90 @ oo CzechRepublic 3.5 [ ] 1 Romania NA [ ] oo
SlovakRepublic 260 ®  ee Ireland 33 o 4

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

[ The Times Higher Education Universities

ANDINFRASTRUCTURE
Ranking: Average score of top 3
universities (worst 0-100 best)

The average score of the top three universities in each
country that are listed in the global top 1,000 universities in the world,
expressed as 0-100. Calculated as the sum of the top three scores, divided by
three. For countries with at least one university on the list, only the score of the
ranked university was taken into account. Whenever a university score was
missing in the Times Higher Education World University Ranking, an indicator
from the Global Innovation Index on the top 3 universities in Quacquarelli
Symonds (QS) University Ranking 2018, was used as a source when available.
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available  Source: Times Higher Education (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

UnitedKingdom 93.7 @  ee Estonia 374 @ e
Germany 75.1 @ oo Portugal 366 @ oo
Netherlands 685 @ e Greece 359 @ oo
Sweden 669 @ e CzechRepublic 329 @ e
France 668 @ e Hungary 329 @ oo
Belgium 630 @ oo Poland 273 @  ee
EuropeanUnion 59.2 @  ee Croatia 26.1 @ oo
Denmark 582 @ e Slovenia 26.1 @ oo
Finland 56.1 ® oo Latvia 225 @ e
Italy 558 @ oo Romania 225 @ oo
Spain 557 @ ee Lithuania 184 oo
Ireland 539 @ oo Slovak Republic 17.1 oo
Austria 534 @ e Bulgaria 144 oo
Luxembourg 513 @  ee Malta NA @ oo
Cyprus 440 @ oo

Gini Coefficient adjusted for top income

10 REDUGED
INEQUALITIES
V'S

=)
v
The Gini coefficient adjusted for top revenues unaccounted for in household
surveys. This indicator takes the average of the unadjusted Giniand the
adjusted Gini.

Reference year: 2014 or closest year available
Source: Chandy, L., Seidel B., (2017)

Country Value Rating Trend

Slovenia 275 o 4 Latvia 359 e 4
Sweden 275 o 4 Hungary 362 o &
Finland 283 o 4 EuropeanUnion 365 ®
Denmark 27 © 4 Estonia 374 o Y
Malta 204 @ oo UnitedKingdom 377 ® =3
Netherlands 294 ® 4 Italy 382 0 o
Belgium 28 o 4 Croatia 382 o
CzechRepublic 302 + Spain 84 o b
Luxembourg 317 3 Bulgaria 411 e ¥
Austria 320 -> Portugal 06 o Y
France 326 1 Poland 439 e
Ireland 329 L Greece 49 e ¢
Slovak Republic 334 3 Lithuania 454 @
Germany 334 3 Romania 524 @
Cyprus 355 ©

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

*Imputed data point

Scientific and technical journal articles
(per 1,000 population)

9 INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
ANDINFRASTRUCTURE

&3

The number of scientific and technical journal articles published, that are
covered by the Science Citation Index (SCI) or the Social Sciences Citation
Index (SSCI). Articles are counted and assigned to a country based on the
institutional address(es) listed in the article.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available

Source: National Science Foundation

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 24 o 4 Spain 11 e 4
Sweden 20 o 4 Estonia 1 e 4
Finland 19 e 4 France 1.1 e 4
Netherlands 8 e 4 Slovak Republic 1.0 4
Slovenia 6 ®© 4 Croatia 1.0 4
CzechRepublic 15 @ 4 Greece 10 4
UnitedKingdom 15 @ 4 Poland 09 4
Ireland 14 e 4 Cyprus 0.8 4
Belgium 4 e 4 Lithuania 08 3
Luxembourg 14 e 4 Malta 0.7 4
Austria 14 e 4 Latvia 0.6 ->
Portugal 13 o 4 Hungary 0.6 A
Germany 3 e 4 Romania 05 o
EuropeanUnion 1.2 o 4 Bulgaria 04 © =
Italy 12 e 4

Palma ratio

1 U REDUGED
INEQUALITIES

V'S

=)

v

Share of allincome received by the 10% of people with highest disposable
income divided by the share of allincome received by the 40% of people with
the lowest disposable income.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

SlovakRepublic 08 ® 4 Ireland 1.1 4
Slovenia 08 o 4 Luxembourg 11 oo
CzechRepublic 09 @ 4 Estonia 1.1 L
Belgium 09 e 4 EuropeanUnion 12 @ =
Denmark 09 e 4 Italy 13 o ¢
Finland 09 e 4 Greece 13 o
Austria 0 e 4 Portugal 13 @
Bulgaria 10 @ oo Spain 13 o o
Romania 100 @ oo Latvia 14 [ ]
Poland 1.0 L Croatia 14 @ e
Hungary 1.0 oo UnitedKingdom 15 @
Sweden 1.0 J Lithuania 17 e
Netherlands 1.0 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
France 1.1 -> Malta NA [ ] oo
Germany 1.1 A

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

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating « Decreasing e Data unavailable

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

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

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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10 Elderly poverty rate (%)

V'S

(=)
v

The percentage of people of 66 years of age or more whose income falls
below the poverty line; taken as half the median household income of the
total population.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: OECD

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 31 e 4 Portugal 9.5 4
Netherlands 31 e 4 Germany 96 ->
France 34 e 4 Italy 103 3
SlovakRepublic 43 @ 4 Sweden 1.0 4
CzechRepublic 45 @ 4 Slovenia 123 L
Finland 50 e 4 United Kingdom 14.2 3
Hungary 50 e 4 Lithuania 251 ® b
Ireland 64 ® 4 Latvia 327 o
Luxembourg 7.7 oo Estonia 357 o ¥
Greece 78 A Bulgaria NA @ oo
Belgium 82 L Croatia NA ® oo
Austria 8.7 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 9.0 3 Malta NA @ oo
Poland 93 $ Romania NA @ oo
Spain 94 J

[ iy

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

ale

Share of people living in overcrowded conditions in the EU. A person is
considered to be living in an overcrowded household if the house does

not have at least one room for the entire household as well as a room for a
couple, for each single person above 18, for a pair of teenagers (12 to 17 years
of age) of the same sex, for each teenager of different sex and for a pair of
children (under 12 years of age).

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 52 e 4 EuropeanUnion 256 ® 4
UnitedKingdom 64 @ 4 Hungary 265 © 4
Malta 70 e 4 CzechRepublic 287 @ 4
Ireland 75 e 4 Denmark 300 o 4
Spain 13 o 4 Austria 323 o 4
Netherlands 118 @ 4 Italy 380 4+
Estonia 129 o 4 Sweden 418 3
Portugal 187 ® 4 Greece 42 o I
Germany 90 e 4 Croatia 44 o
Belgium 92 e 4 Latvia 470 o 4
Slovenia 196 © 4 Poland 477 e 4
Luxembourg 197 @ 4 Bulgaria 487 o
Finland 204 © 4 SlovakRepublic 556 @
Lithuania 238 e 4 Romania 564 @
France 245 o 4

® SDGachieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

11 s Share of green space in urban areas (%)

ANDCOMMUNITIES

Al

The average share of urban green spaces and forests as a percentage of
land area.

Reference year: 2012 or closest year available
Source: DG Regio (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

Finland 697 @ oo Hungary 21.1 (3]
Sweden 584 @ oo France 19.9 oo
Slovenia 426 @ e European Union 19.6 (1]
Lithuania 320 @ oo Romania 185 L]
SlovakRepublic 320 ®  ee Netherlands 184 (3]
Luxembourg 317 @  ee Belgium 154 oo
Latvia 302 @ oo [taly 125 @ e
Croatia 287 @ oo Denmark 108 ® oo
Austria 285 @ e UnitedKingdom 105 ®  ee
Estonia 279 ® oo Spain 9.7 [ J oo
CzechRepublic 274 @ oo Greece 86 @ e
Germany 252 @ oo Ireland 79 @ oo
Poland 252 @ oo Malta 19 @ oo
Portugal 25.2 (] oo Cyprus 13 [ J oo
Bulgaria 223 oo

TP Recycling rate of municipal waste (%)

ANDCOMMUNITIES

alie

Tonnage recycled from municipal waste divided by the
total municipal waste arising. Recycling includes material
recycling, composting and anaerobic digestion. Municipal waste consists
mostly of waste generated by households, but may also include similar
wastes generated by small businesses and public institutions and
collected by the municipality. This latter part of municipal waste may vary
from municipality to municipality and from country to country, depending
on the local waste management system.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat

Country Value Rating Trend

Germany 676 © 4 Hungary 350 4+
Slovenia 578 o 4 Bulgaria 346 *
Austria 577 e 4 Czech Republic 34.1 L
Netherlands 542 @ 4 Poland 338 4
Belgium 537 e 4 Spain 335 4
Luxembourg 483 [ ] 1 Slovak Republic 29.8 [ ] t*
Lithuania 481 e 4 Estonia 284 o ¥
Italy 477 o 4 Portugal 24 o ¢
Sweden 463 © 4 Croatia 26 o 4
Denmark 463 ® 4 Latvia 233 o $
European Union 44.2 (] 1 Greece 189 ([ ]
UnitedKingdom 438 ® 4 Cyprus 161 @
France 429 e 4 Romania 139 ®© =
Ireland 407 o 4 Malta 64 o ¢
Finland 405 o 4

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

Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

IR Population living in a dwelling with a leaking TITEE  Satisfaction with public transport (%)
roof, damp walls, floors or foundation or
A éﬁ rot in window frames or floor (%) A éﬁ
Share of the population experiencing at least one of the following basic Percentage of the surveyed population that responded that they were satisfied
deficits in their housing condition: a leaking roof, damp walls, floors or with the public transportation system in the city or area where they live.
foundation, or rot in window frames or floor. Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available Source: Gallup

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 46 @ 4 EuropeanUnion 140 @ 4 Luxembourg 756 @ 4 Finland 61.0 L
SlovakRepublic 67 ® 4 Lithuania 15.7 1 CzechRepublic 705 @ 4 Romania 60.8 A
Malta 717 e 4 Netherlands ~ 15.7 > Netherlands 705 @ 4 Slovak Republic 59.8 *
CzechRepublc 7.7 @ 4 Spain 159 ¥ Germany 700 e 4 Bulgaria 584 3
Sweden 78 e 4 Italy 16.1 4 Austria 698 o 4 Malta 57.1 4r
Romania 01 o 4 Denmark 16.4 -> UnitedKingdom 688 @ 4 Greece 57.0 L
Austria 04 o 4 United Kingdom 17.0 3 Denmark 673 ©® 4 Ireland 56.2 ¥
France MM e 4 Luxembourg 174 J Latvia 654 @ 4 Lithuania 56.0
Croatia 12 o 4 Belgium 18.0 > Estonia 652 ® 4 Portugal 55.2 L
Poland 16 e 4 Hungary 25 e 4 Spain 650 ® 4 Belgium 55.0 4
Germany 125 ® 4 Slovenia 27 e 4 Sweden 64.7 L Poland 548 oo
Ireland 26 © 4 Latvia 25 © o Slovenia 64.5 Ly Cyprus 498 o ¢
Greece 29 o 4 Portugal 269 © < Hungary 64.2 L Croatia 478 o ¥
Bulgaria 130 © 4 Cyprus 293 e ¢ France 62.9 $ Italy 4024 ®
Estonia 36 © 4 European Union 61.8 ¥
IS Exposure to air pollution: PM2.5 in urban TITIEE  Access to improved water source, piped
areas (Ug/m?) (% of urban population)
Al alde
Air pollution measured as the population weighted annual mean The percentage of the urban population with access to improved drinking
concentration of particulate matter at urban background stationsin water piped on premises. An "improved" drinking-water source is one that, by
agglomerations. the nature of its construction and when properly used, adequately protects
Reference year: 2017 or closest year available the source from outside contamination, particularly fecal matter.
Source: EEA Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: WHOJUNICEF JMP
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 49 e 4 European Union 14.3 -> Belgium 00 e 4 Estonia 97 e 4
Estonia 5 e 4 Cyprus 14.7 1+ Denmark 00 e 4 Lithuania %6 © 4
Sweden 54 o 4 Greece 14.7 L Finland 00 e 4 Croatia % e 4
Ireland 77 e 4 SlovakRepublic 175 ® = France 070 e 4 Cyprus 95 e 4
Denmark 92 e 4 CzechRepublic 184 ® = Germany 00 e 4 Bulgaria 95 e 4
UnitedKingdom 100 @ 4 Croatia 190 @ Greece 00 e 4 Poland 93 o 4
Luxembourg 112 Italy 194 o ¢ Hungary 00 e 4 Slovenia 993 e 4
Netherlands 13 * Slovenia 197 o $ Luxembourg 070 e 4 EuropeanUnion 992 @ 4
France 120 @ Romania 204 o Malta 00 e 4 Italy 97.5 ->
Portugal 120 $ Hungary 209 o ¥ Netherlands 0 e 4 Latvia 97.2 4
Spain 121 3 Bulgaria 238 © Portugal 100 © 4 Slovak Republic  97.2 ->
Germany 12.7 1t Poland 238 @ Sweden 00 e 4 Ireland 97.0 3
Belgium 129 @ Lithuania NA @ oo UnitedKingdom 100 ® 4 Romania 89.8 ->
Latvia 136 * Malta NA @ oo Spain %99 e 4 Austria NA @ oo
Austria 138 CzechRepublic 999 e 4

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

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

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

TE Circular material use rate (%) 7Y Production-based SO, emissions

CONSUMPTION CONSUMPTION

ANDPRODUCTION ANDPRODUCTION (kg/capita)

QO QO

The circular material use rate (CMU) measures the share of material SO, emissions associated with the production of goods and services, which
recovered and fed back into the economy in overall material use. The CMU is are then either exported or consumed domestically. The health impacts of
defined as the ratio of the circular use of materials to the overall material use. outdoor air pollution are felt locally as well as in neighbouring regions, due to
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available transboundary atmospheric transport of the pollutants.

Source: Eurostat Reference year: 2010 or closest year available

Source: Zhanget. al. (2017)
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Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Netherlands 290 @ e Luxembourg 65 @ oo Latvia 23 @ e Lithuania 12.7 oo
France 19.5 ° oo Hungary 64 ® oo Sweden 3.7 L] oo European Union 14.6 oo
Belgium 189 oo Finland 53 @ e Netherlands 38 @ oo Croatia 16.9 oo
United Kingdom 17.2 oo Malta 52 @& e Austria 39 @ ee Finland 17.6 oo
Italy 17.1 oo SlovakRepublic 49 @  ee Denmark 43 @ oo Slovak Republic 17.8 (3]
EuropeanUnion 12.7 @  ee Lithuania 45 @ oo Luxembourg 48 @ oo CzechRepublic 21.1 ® oo
Estonia 118 @ oo Croatia 44 @ oo Italy 59 @ e Spain 251 @ oo
Germany 114 ® e Bulgaria 43 @ oo Germany 70 @ e Cyprus 296 @ oo
Austria 106 ® oo Latvia 39 @ e France 72 ® e Romania 309 @ oo
Poland 102 @ e Cyprus 23 @ e Slovenia 8.1 @ oo Malta 321 ® oo
Slovenia 85 @ e Portugal 2.1 @ oo Hungary 86 @ e Poland 321 @ oo
Denmark 82 @ oo Ireland 17 @ oo UnitedKingdom 9.7 @  ee Greece 453 @ oo
Spain 82 @ e Romania 15 @ oo Ireland 10.9 oo Estonia 683 @ e
CzechRepublic 76 ® oo Greece 13 @ oo Belgium 1.2 oo Bulgaria 982 @ oo
Sweden 7.1 ® oo Portugal 1.4 oo
TE T Imported SO, emissions TITT  Nitrogen production footprint

%‘"‘" (kg/capita) %“"" (kg/capita)
Netimports of SOz emissions associated with the trade in goods and Reactive nitrogen emitted during the production of commaodities, which
services. These have severe health impacts and are a significant cause of are then either exported or consumed domestically. Reactive nitrogen
premature mortality worldwide. Trade in goods mean that health impacts of corresponds to emissions of ammonia, nitrogen oxides and nitrous oxide
air pollution occur far away from the point of consumption. to the atmosphere, and of reactive nitrogen potentially exportable to water
Reference year: 2010 or closest year available bodies, all of which can be harmful to human health and the environment.
Source: Zhanget. al. (2017) Reference year: 2010 or closest year available

Source: Oitaetal. (2016)

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend

Bulgaria 310 @ oo Slovenia 174 @ oo Bulgaria 20.0 oo EuropeanUnion 43.1 ®  ee
Estonia 45 @ oo Germany 175 @ oo Croatia 232 oo Finland 437 @ e
Romania 12 @ ee Italy 179 @ oo Hungary 26.2 oo Lithuania 444 @ oo
Poland 10 @ oo Latvia 187 @ oo CzechRepublic 319 ®  ee Denmark 454 @ e
CzechRepublic 2.6 oo Sweden 190 @ oo Poland 332 @ e Ireland 46,7 ® oo
Slovak Republic 5.2 oo Austria 201 @ e Slovenia 347 @ e Malta 471 @ e
Hungary 74 oo UnitedKingdom 202 @  ee Latvia 370 @ oo Spain 474 ® oo
Portugal 85 ® oo Netherlands 208 @ oo Estonia 380 @ e Netherlands 477 @ oo
Spain 87 ® oo Finland 211 @ oo Italy 383 © oo Cyprus 480 © oo
Lithuania 106 ® oo Ireland 220 @ e Romania 395 @ e France 481 @  ee
Malta 116 ©® oo Cyprus 232 @ oo SlovakRepublic 402 ®  ee Austria 487 @ oo
Croatia 117 ® oo Denmark 248 @ e Belgium 409 ® e UnitedKingdom 509 @ e
EuropeanUnion 136 @  ee Belgium 301 @  ee Sweden 416 ©® oo Greece 569 @  ee
France 138 © oo Luxembourg 609 @ oo Germany 423 © oo Luxembourg 1398 ® oo
Greece 168 @ oo Portugal 428 ® e

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

Net imported emissions of reactive 13 e Contribution to the international 100bn

nitrogen (kg/capita) s USD commitment on climate related
@ expending (per 10,000€ of GDP)

Net imports of reactive nitrogen emitted during the production of The total amount spent from the annual budget of the EU Member States as
commodities. Reactive nitrogen corresponds here to emissions of ammonia, well as of the European Commission and the European Investment Bank, in
nitrogen oxides and nitrous oxide to the atmosphere, and of reactive nitrogen order to contribute to the international 100bn USD commitment for climate
potentially exportable to water bodies, all of which can be harmful to human finance under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
health and the environment. (UNFCCC). The financial contribution was divided by GDP to obtain the share
Reference year: 2010 or closest year available of GDP, then multiplied by 10,000.

Source: Oita etal. (2016) Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: DG Clima

Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Bulgaria -2003 ® oo Slovenia 1250 ® oo Germany 20.5 ( ] L Slovenia 09 o o
Ireland -1998 @ oo Belgium 1483 ® oo France 19.1 e 4 SlovakRepublic 04 @ =
Denmark -1154 @ oo Sweden 1693 @ oo Sweden 10.8 e 4 CzechRepublic 04 @ &
Hungary -1033 ® oo Cyprus 1705 @ oo EuropeanUnion 7.9 4 Lithuania 04 ©® =
Poland 11.6 oo Italy 1726 @® oo Luxembourg 73 -> Estonia 03 o
Romania 185 (] Portugal 2012 @ oo Denmark 6.2 3 Greece 03 & =
CzechRepublic  26.6 oo Austria 2035 @ oo Netherlands 55 -> Malta 0.1 o
Estonia 278 oo Germany 2054 ® oo Finland 53 o Portugal 01 e
Lithuania 329 oo Greece 2150 @ oo Spain 45 ® $ Poland 0.1 o I
Croatia 535 (] Netherlands 2236 @ oo Austria 44 © = Romania 00 & <
Latvia 60.7 oo Malta 2552 @ oo UnitedKingdom 44 ® Bulgaria 00 @ oo
Finland 743 oo Luxembourg 9654 @ oo Italy 3.7 ® L Croatia 0.0 e J
Spain 812 ® oo SlovakRepublic ~ NA ® e Belgium 24 o Latvia 00 ®
EuropeanUnion 1176 ® oo United Kingdom NA @ oo Ireland 2.2 o Cyprus 0.0 ® oo
France 1224 © oo Hungary 1.1 ([ ] ->
13 oo Energy-related CO, emissions 13 oo Imported CO, emissions, technology-
@ (tCO,/capita) @ adjusted (tCO,/capita)
Emissions of carbon dioxide per capita that arise from the consumption Imports of CO2 emissions embodied in goods, measured as technology-
of energy. This includes emissions due to the consumption of petroleum, adjusted consumption-based emissions minus production-based emissions.
natural gas, coal, and also from natural gas flaring. Technology-adjusted consumption-based accounting (TCBA) reflects the
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available carbon efficiency of exporting sectors. If a country uses relatively CO2-
Source: Giitschow et al (2016) intensive technologies in its export sector, then it will have higher TCBA
emissions than suggested by a simple carbon footprint.
Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: Kander et al. (2015)
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Romania 33 -> Denmark 58 [ L Luxembourg 99 ( ] oo Portugal 0.5 ([ ] oo
Latvia 35 -> Malta 6.3 ([ ] $ Ireland -34 ([ ] oo Latvia 0.7 oo
Croatia 40 © EuropeanUnion 64 @ =) Estonia -3.1 ® oo Belgium 0.7 oo
Sweden 44 o Slovenia 6.4 o Czech Republic -3.0 ([ ] oo Bulgaria 0.8 [ ] oo
Lithuania 45 (] 3 Austria 6.8 o = Denmark -18 ( ] oo United Kingdom 1.0 ([ ] oo
Portugal 46 o ¥ Poland 77 @ = Slovenia 14 @ oo Sweden 10 @ oo
Hungary 47 o ¢ Ireland 78 o ¢ Netherlands 12 @ ee France 11 @ e
France 50 @ Belgium 86 o ¢ Malta 06 @ e Austria 11 @ e
Spain 51 @ Finland 87 o Germany 05 @ oo Italy 12 @ e
Cyprus 54 @ Germany 88 o Hungary -0.3 ° oo Lithuania 14 @ oo
Greece 54 @ CzechRepublic 9.5 e I Romania 0.2 ° oo Greece 15 ® oo
Italy 55 @& < Netherlands 04 o Spain 02 @ oo Finland 16 @ oo
SlovakRepublic 55 @ Estonia 142 ® Croatia 03 @ oo Cyprus 19 @ oo
UnitedKingdom 57 @ 4 Luxembourg 15.1 ] Poland 03 @ oo SlovakRepublic 2.1 ® oo
Bulgaria 58 o EuropeanUnion 04 @  ee

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

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

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

ACTION

@ exports (kg/capita)

Kilograms of CO2 emissions per capita embodied in the exports of coal, gas
and oil. Calculated using a 3 year average of fossil fuel exports and applying
CO, conversion factors to those fossil fuels. For countries with little to no
production of fossil fuels, we assumed a value of O.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available

Source: UN Comtrade

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 0.0 @ oo Lithuania 160.0 oo
Malta 0.0 @ oo Croatia 1776 oo
Luxembourg 00 @ oo Hungary 197.2 oo
Finland 5.1 @ oo Austria 3382 oo
Bulgaria 158 @ oo Slovenia 4514 oo
Romania 18.6 @ oo Poland 567.7 oo
Portugal 23.1 @ oo EuropeanUnion  753.6 oc
Estonia 299 @ oo Germany 878.7 oo
Greece 396 @ oo Netherlands 1281.7 oo
Italy 580 @ e Czech Republic 15884 oo
Ireland 69.2 @ oo Slovak Republic  1656.5 oo
Latvia 694 @ oo Denmark 22684 oo
Sweden 828 @ oo United Kingdom  2336.5 oo
Spain 1232 oo Belgium 38236 oo
France 157.3 oo

Al Fish stocks overexploited or collapsed
by EEZ (%)

The percentage of a country’s total catch, within its exclusive economic
zone (EEZ), that is comprised of species that are overexploited or collapsed,
weighted by the quality of fish catch data.

Reference year: 2014 or closest year available
Source: Sea Aound Us &EPI (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

Estonia 3 e 4 Poland 599 e 4
Finland 45 ® 4 Cyprus 666 o 4
Croatia 70 e 4 Portugal 705 e ¢
Malta 125 ¥ Italy 751 o ¢
France 196 © 4 Austria NA @ oo
UnitedKingdom 205 @ 4 Belgium NA @ oo
Ireland 216 © 4 Bulgaria NA @ oo
Spain 353 © 4 CzechRepublic NA  ® e
EuropeanUnion 43.7 @ Hungary NA @ oo
Denmark 40 e 4 Lithuania NA ® oo
Sweden 458 o ¢ Luxembourg NA @ oo
Netherlands 484 @ ¢ Romania NA @ oo
Greece 486 o SlovakRepublic NA @  ee
Latvia 545 @ ¢ Slovenia NA ® oo
Germany 573 e 4

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

185 Bathing sites of excellent quality (%)

Assesses quality of surface waters that can be used for bathing except for
swimming pools and spa pools, confined waters subject to treatment or used
for therapeutic purposes and confined waters artificially separated from
surface water and groundwater. Bathing water quality was evaluated upon
two microbiological parameters: Intestinal enterococciand Escherichia coli.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: EEA (2019)

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 91 e 4 CzechRepublic 817 @ 4
Malta %9 e 4 France 7838 1
Austria 973 e 4 European Union 76.9

Greece 970 e 4 Luxembourg 733 J
Croatia %4 e 4 Netherlands ~ 72.7 3
Latvia 29 e 4 Sweden 727 1
Germany 27 e 4 Hungary 723 4
Portugal 911 e 4 Ireland 710 ¥
Italy 200 e 4 Estonia 66.7 ()
Belgium 878 o 4 UnitedKingdom 632 @
Denmark 874 o 4 SlovakRepublic 563 @ 4
Slovenia 872 o 4 Romania 560 © 4
Spain 870 e 4 Bulgaria 526 © ¢
Finland 847 o 4 Poland 20 o
Lithuania 846 o 4

14 5 e Fish caught by trawling (%)

The percentage of a country's total fish catch caught by trawling, a method
of fishing in which industrial fishing vessels drag large nets (trawls) along the
seabed.

Reference year: 2014 or closest year available

Source: Sea Aound Us

Country Value Rating Trend

Lithuania 42 e 4 Sweden 793 @ =
Portugal 113 ¥ Finland 793 o
Croatia 179 o 4 Germany 806 O =5
Bulgaria 206 o 4 Ireland 859 ® =
Greece 218 ® Slovenia 897 @ e
France 278 @ Malta N6 © =
Estonia 26 o Belgium 97.1 o o
Spain 336 © 4 Netherlands 974 @ =
Italy 518 @ Austria NA @ oo
Poland 565 ® Cyprus NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 574 @ = CzechRepublic NA @ oo
Latvia 612 ® 4 Hungary NA @ oo
Romania 703 e 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
Denmark 712 o Slovak Republic  NA [ ] oo
UnitedKingdom 712 @ &

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

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

The mean percentage area of marine Key Biodiversity Areas (sites that are

important for the global persistence of marine biodiversity) that is covered by

protected areas.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Birdlife International et al.

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania %93 e 4 Netherlands ~ 81.5 ->
Bulgaria 93 e 4 France 794 e S
Malta %89 e % Croatia 752 © <
Estonia 978 e 4 Italy 738 & <
Latvia %8 e 4 Lithuania 673 @ =
Belgium 284 o 4 Portugal 657 ® <
Denmark 894 -> Sweden 59.1 o
Slovenia 88.6 -> Finland 543 o
Greece 86.4 * Cyprus 392 @ o
Germany 85.6 -> Austria NA L] .
Spain 85.6 -> CzechRepublic  NA ° oo
Ireland 84.5 -> Hungary NA @ oo
United Kingdom 84.0 Luxembourg NA @ oo
Poland 83.8 -> Slovak Republic  NA ([ ] oo
European Union 82.2 ->

15 Mean area that is protected in freshwater

sites important to biodiversity (%)

The mean percentage area of freshwater Key Biodiversity Areas (sites that
are important for the global persistence of biodiversity) that is covered by
protected areas.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Birdlife International et al.

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 1000 ® 4 Slovak Republic  81.5
Bulgaria %6 © P Germany 81.1
Ireland 977 e 4 EuropeanUnion 800 @
Latvia 975 e 4 France 780 ©
Lithuania %52 e 4 Slovenia 775 ©
Estonia 935 e 4 Finland 740 ®
Netherlands %34 © 9 Austria 712 ©
Belgium 28 o 4 Romania 659 ®
CzechRepublic 921 @ 4 Portugal 640 @
Poland 918 e 4 Sweden 619 @
United Kingdom  88.1 -> Spain 46.1 @
Greece 87.2 -> Luxembourg 371 @
Croatia 86.8 -> Cyprus NA @ .
Hungary 849 -> Malta NA @
Italy 84.7 ->

N 20 28 2 K A 20 2 20 2 2R N 2

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

The mean percentage area of terrestrial Key Biodiversity Areas (sites that
areimportant for the global persistence of biodiversity) that is covered by
protected areas.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Birdlife International et al.

Country Value Rating Trend

Malta %93 e 4 Slovak Republic  82.7 ->
Bulgaria %89 e 4 Belgium 81.0 ->
Latvia 973 e 4 France 80.9 ->
Estonia %8 e 4 European Union 79.1 o
CzechRepublic 923 @ 4 Germany 783 @
Netherlands 906 @ 4 Italy 779 & =
Lithuania 205 e 4 Romania 773 ©
Denmark 89.7 -> Finland 748 © =
Ireland 87.7 -> Croatia 74.1 o
Poland 87.6 > Portugal 74.1 o o
Greece 85.8 -> Austria 66.6 o =
Slovenia 85.1 -> Cyprus 66.1 (]
United Kingdom 84.3 -> Sweden 584 @ <
Luxembourg ~ 83.3 -> Spain 566 ©® =
Hungary 83.1 ->

155 ., Biochemical oxygen demand in rivers

(mg Oy/litre)

Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) is used to measure water quality. It refers
to the amount of oxygen required by aerobic microorganisms to decompose
organic substances in a water sample over a period of five days in the dark
at20°C (BOD5), measured as milligrams per litre (mg O2/L) and weighted by
the number of measuring stations. High values of BOD5 are usually a sign of
organic pollution, which affects the water quality.

Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: EEA
Country Value Rating Trend
Ireland 12 e 4 Bulgaria 26 © 4
Latvia 13 e 4 CzechRepublic 27 @
France 13 e 4 Poland 28 ©
Austria 3 e 4 Belgium 29 o
UnitedKingdom 16 @ 4 Romania 34 © S
Estonia 6 e 4 Germany NA ® oo
Finland 7 e 4 Greece NA @ oo
Denmark 17 e 4 Hungary NA @ oo
Cyprus 9 e 4 Malta NA @ oo
Luxembourg 9 e 4 Netherlands NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 2.0 o 4 Portugal NA ® oo
Croatia 20 o 4 Slovenia NA @ oo
Lithuania 2.0 L Spain NA @ oo
Italy 2.1 -> Sweden NA [ ] oo
SlovakRepublic 2.4 ->

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

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

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

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

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

v,

2019 Europe Sustainable Development Report  £,.2



Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

15 & Nitrate in groundwater 15 i Imported biodiversity threats

ON LAND ON LAND

(mg NOg/litre) (per 1,000,000 population)

Indicator refers to concentrations of nitrate (NO3) in groundwater, measured Number of species threatened as a result of international trade expressed
as milligrams per litre (mg NO3/L). Data are taken from well samples and per 1,000,000 people.

aggregated to annual average values. Nitrate can persist in groundwater for a Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

long time and accumulate at a high level through inputs from anthropogenic Source: Lenzenetal. (2012)

sources (mainly agriculture). The EU drinking water standard is limited to 50
mg NO3/L to avoid threats to human health.
Reference year: 2015 or closest year available
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Source: EEA
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 1.0 e 4 Bulgaria 294 4 Romania 2.1 oo EuropeanUnion 9.3 [ J oo
Lithuania 12 e 4 Spain 395 o < Poland 33 oo Sweden 108 @ oo
UnitedKingdom 50 @ 4 Cyprus 427 o ¢ Hungary 34 oo Cyprus 109 @ oo
Estonia 66 © 4 Croatia NA @ oo Bulgaria 35 oo Germany 1.1 @ oo
Italy 04 o 4 Greece NA @ oo SlovakRepublic 55 ® oo France 113 @ oo
Ireland 22 e 4 Hungary NA @& oo CzechRepublic 58 ® oo Belgium 15 @ ee
SlovakRepublic 159 @ 4 Latvia NA @ oo Italy 70 @ oo Denmark 122 @ oo
Denmark 67 © 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo Greece 76 @  ee UnitedKingdom 128 @ oo
Portugal 167 ® 4 Malta NA ® oo Croatia 79 @ oo Austria 134 @ oo
CzechRepublic 176 ® 4 Netherlands NA @ oo Latvia 8.1 @ oo Netherlands 136 @ oo
France 17.8 ([ ] L Poland NA ( ] oo Lithuania 84 ([ ] oo Slovenia 14.0 ([ ] oo
EuropeanUnion 186 @ 4 Romania NA @ oo Estonia 84 @ e Ireland 143 @ oo
Austria 236 e 4 Slovenia NA ® oo Finland 8.5 ® oo Malta 15.5 [ J oo
Germany 244 © 4 Sweden NA L] oo Spain 8.8 L] oo Luxembourg 61.1 L] oo
Belgium 280 4 Portugal 89 @ e
15 ., Red List Index of species survival Tandl Deathrate dueto homicide
(worst 0-1best) gl (per 100,000 population)
Y,
Change in aggregate extinction risk across groups of species. The index is Standardised death rate of homicide and injuries inflicted by another person
based on genuine changes in the number of species in each category of with the intent to injure or kill by any means, including ‘late effects’ from assault
extinction risk on The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. (International Classification of Diseases (ICD) codes X85 to YO9 and Y87.1).
Reference year: 2019 or closest year available Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: IUCN and Birdlife International Source: Eurostat
Country Value Rating Trend Country Value Rating Trend
Sweden 09 e 4 Netherlands 094 @ UnitedKingdom 01 @ 4
Finland 09 e 4 Slovenia 094 o b Denmark 05 e 4 Greece 08 e 4
Lithuania 0.99 -> Hungary 093 © = Luxembourg 05 e 4 Portugal 08 e 4
Latvia 0.99 -> Ireland 0.92 o I Germany 0.5 e 4 Malta 08 © +
Luxembourg 0.9 > EuropeanUnion 091 @ France 05 e 4 Sweden 09 e 4
Belgium 0.99 -> Italy 090 o Austria 05 e 4 Hungary 0 e 4
Estonia 0.99 -> Croatia 090 o ¢ CzechRepublic 05 @ 4 Bulgaria 11 e 4
Germany 0.98 > Austria 089 @ Italy 05 e 4 Belgium 11 e 4
Cyprus 0.98 -> Malta 088 © = Ireland 05 o 4 Finland 12 e 4
Denmark 097 © France 087 o ¥ Spain 06 o 4 Croatia 2 e 4
Poland 097 @ Portugal 085 o ¢ Netherlands 06 o 4 Cyprus 13 e 4
Czech Republic 0.97 o Greece 0.85 o EuropeanUnion 0.6 [ ] L Romania 16 +*
SlovakRepublic 096 ® = Spain 084 o Slovenia 07 e 4 Estonia 2.7 4
Romania 0.95 o = United Kingdom 0.78 [ ] A Slovak Republic 0.7 [ ] 1 Lithuania 36 ([ ] *
Bulgaria 094 © = Poland 08 e 4 Latvia 46 e 4

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

16 PEACE, JUSTICE

Population reporting crime in their area
ANDSTRONG
INSTIIIJTI..IJ!IS (% )

Y,

Share of the population who reported that they face the problem of crime,
violence or vandalism in their local area. This describes the situation where
the respondent feels crime, violence or vandalism in the area to be a problem
for the household, although this perception is not necessarily based on
personal experience.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Croatia 26 © A Romania 11.5 L
Hungary 48 o 4 Luxembourg 120 4
Poland 48 o 4 Belgium 123 4
SlovakRepublic 62 ® 4 Cyprus 12.5 3
Portugal 65 © 4 Italy 125 4
Finland 70 e 4 Malta 125 ¥
Denmark 74 e 4 European Union 12.8 L
Estonia 74 e 4 Greece 13.5 3
CzechRepublic 79 @ 4 France 139

Slovenia 79 e 4 Germany 142 ¥
Lithuania 82 e 4 Sweden 144 3
Latvia 86 o 4 Netherlands 174 ®
Austria 97 e 4 UnitedKingdom 203 @
Ireland 97 e 4 Bulgaria 218 o 4
Spain 109 3

16 PEACE, JUSTICE

Access to justice
ANDSTRONG
RTTTORS (worst O-1best)

Y,

Composite measure of the affordability and accessibility of the civil justice
system.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: World Justice Project

Country Value Rating Trend

Netherlands 081 @ 4 Finland 067 © 4
Germany 078 ® 4 CzechRepublic 066 ® 4
Sweden 078 ® 4 Poland 0.62 L
Denmark 076 ® 4 Italy 062 ¥
Spain 076 © 4 Hungary 055 @
Belgium 075 e 4 UnitedKingdom 053 @
Estonia 074 © 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
Bulgaria 073 e 4 Ireland NA @ oo
Austria 070 ® 4 Latvia NA @ oo
Slovenia 070 o 4 Lithuania NA ® oo
Portugal 069 © 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
Croatia 069 © 4 Malta NA @ oo
EuropeanUnion 068 @ 4 Romania NA @ oo
France 067 ® 4 SlovakRepublic NA @  ee
Greece 067 © 4

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement

16 PEACE, JUSTICE

Al Gap in populgtion reporting crime in
msmun?!ls thelr area, b\/ income (pp)

>,

Gap in percentage of people reporting crime, violence or vandalism in their
area between those below 60% of median equivalised income and those
above 60% of median equivalised income.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Eurostat (EU-SILC)

Country Value Rating Trend

Austria 0 e 4 Sweden 17 o 4
Croatia 0o e 4 Bulgaria 20 © 4
Cyprus 0 e 4 Ireland 25 4
Latvia 0 e 4 Spain 2.7 4
Poland o e A CzechRepublic 2.9 L
Slovenia 0o e 4 Slovak Republic 3.0 L
Estonia 02 e 4 EuropeanUnion 3.3 ->
Italy 06 o 4 United Kingdom 3.7 4
Romania 0 e 4 Netherlands 41 3
Portugal 1.1 e 4 Denmark 56

Lithuania 13 e 4 France 5.7 4
Luxembourg 13 e 4 Germany 59 L
Greece 15 e 4 Hungary 79 e 4
Malta 15 e 4 Belgium 29 o ¥
Finland 15 e 4

16 PEAGE, JUSTICE

el Timeliness of administrative proceedings
ISTITUTONS (Worgt 0-1 beSt)

y,

Composite measure of the effectiveness and timeliness of the enforcement
of civiljustice decisions and judgments in practice.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: World Justice Project

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 090 © 4 Greece 0.56 3
Netherlands 084 @ 4 Portugal 054 o 4
Sweden 083 e 4 Poland 053 © =
Germany 082 e 4 Croatia 045 ®©
UnitedKingdom 081 @ 4 Italy 044 ©
Estonia 078 e 4 Hungary 042 o
Finland 074 e 4 Cyprus NA @ oo
Austria 072 e 4 Ireland NA @ oo
France 071 e 4 Latvia NA ® oo
Belgium 0.70 4 Lithuania NA @ oo
European Union 0.67 + Luxembourg NA @ oo
Slovenia 0.66 L Malta NA @ oo
Czech Republic 0.62 4 Romania NA @ oo
Spain 0.57 4 SlovakRepublic NA @  ee
Bulgaria 056 4

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

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating « Decreasing e Data unavailable

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

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

Detailed metadata and quantitative thresholds used for each indicator are available online at www.sdgindex.org
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16 o sioe Constraints on government power

AND STRONG

ISTIUTONS (worst O-1best)

>,

Composite measure of the extent to which those who govern are bound by
law. It comprises the means, both constitutional and institutional, by which
the powers of the government and its officials and agents are limited and
held accountable under the law.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: World Justice Project

Country Value Rating Trend

Denmark 095 e 4 Greece 0.69 L
Finland 092 e 4 Slovenia 0.65 +
Sweden 087 © 4 Poland 058 ® ¢
Netherlands 086 @ 4 Croatia 058 o ¢
Germany 085 o 4 Bulgaria 046 o
Austria 084 e 4 Hungary 041 e
Estonia 084 o 4 Cyprus NA ® oo
UnitedKingdom 084 @ 4 Ireland NA @ oo
Belgium 083 e 4 Latvia NA @ oo
Portugal 079 e 4 Lithuania NA ® oo
EuropeanUnion 076 ® 4 Luxembourg NA @ oo
France 074 e 4 Malta NA @ oo
CzechRepublic 073 @ 4 Romania NA @ oo
Spain 072 e 4 SlovakRepublic NA @  ee
Italy 071 e 4

Y dl Unsentenced detainees
(% of prison population)

INSTITUTIONS
")

Y,

Unsentenced prisoners, as a percentage of overall prison population.
Persons held unsentenced or pre-trial refers to persons held in prisons, penal
institutions or correctional institutions who are untried, pre-trial or awaiting
afirstinstance decision on their case from a competent authority regarding
their conviction or acquittal.

Reference year: 2016 or closest year available
Source: UNODC

Country Value Rating Trend

Romania 58 © 4 Cyprus 201 o 4
Poland 75 e 4 Hungary 205 o 4
Bulgaria 80 o 4 Malta 22.1 e 4
CzechRepublic 85 @ 4 Germany 28 o 4
Lithuania 88 o 4 Estonia 248 o 4
Slovenia 03 © 4 Croatia 248 o 4
UnitedKingdom 108 @ 4 Netherlands 252 @ 4
Spain 134 © 4 Denmark 2771 e 4
SlovakRepublic 144 @ 4 Belgium 275 e 4
Portugal 152 e 4 Sweden 284 o 4
Austria 161 ® 4 France 25 © 4
Ireland 172 o 4 Greece 26 o 4
Italy 175 e 4 Latvia 315 $
European Union 18.2 o 4 Luxembourg 474 o ¢
Finland 91 e 4

Annex 3. Indicator Profiles

Y Corruption Perception Index

AND STRONG

iSTUTONS (worst 0-100 best)

>,

Perceived levels of public sector corruption, on a scale from O (highest
level of perceived corruption) to 100 (lowest level of perceived corruption).
The CPI aggregates data from a number of different sources that provide
perceptions of business people and country experts.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Transparency International (2019)

Country Value Rating Trend
Denmark 880 e 4 Slovenia 600 e 4
Finland 80 o 4 Cyprus 59.0 3
Sweden 80 o 4 Czech Republic 59.0 *
Netherlands 820 @ 4 Lithuania 59.0 ->
Luxembourg 810 @ 4 Latvia 58.0 +*
Germany 800 e 4 Spain 58.0 >
UnitedKingdom 800 ® 4 Malta 54.0 ¥
Austria 760 @ 4 Italy 52.0 *
Belgium 750 o 4 Slovak Republic  50.0 $
Estonia 730 e 4 Croatia 480 o ¢
Ireland 730 e 4 Romania 470 © =
France 720 e 4 Hungary 460 o
EuropeanUnion 674 @ 4 Greece 450 o ¢
Portugal 640 ® 4 Bulgaria 20 © =
Poland 600 o 4
16 1o oree Property nghts
gl (worst 1-7 best)
¥,
Survey-based assessment of protection of property rights, on a scale
from 1 (worst) to 7 (best). The indicator reports respondents' qualitative
assessment based on answers to several questions on the protection of
property rights and intellectual property rights protection.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available
Source: Schwab and Sala-i-Martin (2018)
Country Value Rating Trend
Finland 65 @ oo CzechRepublic 48 ® oo
Luxembourg 63 @ oo Spain 46 @ oo
UnitedKingdom 63 @  ee Cyprus 45 @ e
Netherlands 62 @ e Slovenia 4.5 oo
Ireland 59 @ e Romania 4.5 (3]
Sweden 50 @ e Lithuania 43 oo
Austria 59 @ e Slovak Republic 4.2 oo
Belgium 58 @ ee Italy 4.2 oo
Denmark 58 @ e Poland 4.1 L]
Germany 56 L] oo Latvia 4.0 oo
France 55 @ e Greece 4.0 (1]
Estonia 54 @ e Croatia 37 @ e
EuropeanUnion 5.1 @ oo Hungary 35 @ e
Malta 5.1 @ oo Bulgaria 34 @ e
Portugal 48 @ oo

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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

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

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

16 PEACE, JUSTICE

ANDSTRONG Press Freedom Index
msmurgls (best 0-100 worst)

Y,

Degree of freedom available to journalists in 180 countries and regions,
determined by pooling the responses of experts to a questionnaire devised
by RSF.

Reference year: 2018 or closest year available

Source: Reporters sans frontieres (2019)

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 83 e 4 Spain 205 o 4
Netherlands 100 @ 4 Slovenia 217 o 4
Finland 103 e 4 France 219 e 4
Belgium 132 e 4 CzechRepublic 219 @ 4
Denmark 40 o 4 Lithuania 22 e 4
Austria 140 © 4 UnitedKingdom 233 @ 4
Estonia 141 e 4 Romania 237 e 4
Portugal 142 o 4 Italy 241 e 4
Germany 144 e 4 Poland 26.6 J
Ireland 146 o 4 Malta 274 ¥
Luxembourg 147 ® 4 Croatia 289 $
Latvia 96 o 4 Hungary 29.1 3
Cyprus 99 e 4 Greece 292 4r
SlovakRepublic 203 @ 4 Bulgaria 35.2 3
EuropeanUnion 204 @ 4

Official development assistance (% of GNI)

Official development assistance (ODA) consists of grants
@ orloans that are undertaken by the official sector with
the objective of promoting economic development
and welfare in recipient countries. Disbursements record the actual
international transfer of financial resources, or of goods or services
valued at the cost of the donor. ODA is here presented as a share of Gross
National Income (GNI). GNI at market prices equals Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) minus primary income payable by resident units to non-
resident units, plus primary income receivable by resident units from the
rest of the world. The list of countries and territories eligible to receive
ODA is determined by the OECD's Development Assistance Committee.
Reference year: 2018 or closest year available  Source: OECD (DAC)

1 PARTNERSHIPS

FORTHE GOALS

Country Value Rating Trend

Sweden 0 e 4 Estonia 02 © =
Luxembourg 0 e 4 Slovenia 02 ©
Denmark 07 e 4 Portugal 02 o ¢
UnitedKingdom 07 @ 4 CzechRepublic 01 @ =
Germany 06 ap Hungary 01 e =
Netherlands 06 $ Greece 01 e
Belgium 04 © S Poland 0.1 o o
France 04 o 4 SlovakRepublic 01 ® =
EuropeanUnion 04 ©® = Bulgaria 0.1 o
Finland 04 o Lithuania 01 e ¢
Ireland 03 o Romania 0.1 o o
Austria 03 o Croatia 01 e
Italy 02 © = Latvia 0.1 o
Malta 0.2 [ J Cyprus 0.1 ® oo
Spain 02 ©

® SDG achieved

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement
*Imputed data point

Exports of major conventional weapons

16 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG

gl (T1V constant 1990 million USD per
R 00,000 population)

Volume of major conventional weapons exported, expressed in constant 1990
US$ millions per 100 000 people. Itis calculated based on the trend-indicator
value, which is based on the known unit production cost of a core set of
weapons, and does not reflect the financial value of the exports. Small arms,
light weapons, ammunition and other support material are not included.

Reference year: 2017 or closest year available
Source: Stockholm Peace Research Institute

Country Value Rating Trend

Cyprus 00* @ oo Romania 05 @ oo
Estonia 0.0 ° oo Bulgaria 0.6 L] oo
Latvia 00* @ oo Portugal 06 @ oo
Lithuania 00* @ oo CzechRepublic 0.8 L] oo
Luxembourg 00* @ oo Finland 1.1 oo
Slovenia 00 @ e Malta 12 oo
Croatia 0.1 ® oo Italy 12 oo
Poland 0.1 @ oo EuropeanUnion 1.6 oo
Belgium 02 @ oo Spain 18 @ oo
SlovakRepublic 02 @  ee Germany 2.1 @ oo
Austria 02 @ oo United Kingdom 2.1 @ oo
Greece 03 ® e Sweden 25 @ e
Denmark 03 @ oo France 30 @ e
Ireland 04 @ oo Netherlands 36 @ e
Hungary 04 © oo

1 PARTNERSHIPS

FORTHEGOALS Shifted prOﬂtS of multinationals

@ (billion USD)

Estimation of how much profitis shifted into tax havens and how much non-
haven countries lose in profits from such shifting. Based on macroeconomic
data known as foreign affiliates statistics. Negative values indicate profit shifting.
Reference year: 2015 or closest year available

Source: Zucman (2018)

Country Value Rating Trend

Germany 549 L] oo Slovenia 02 ® oo
France 321 ° oo Latvia 02 ® oo
Italy 27 @ e EuropeanUnion  -6.1 oo
Spain 144 @ oo Malta -123 oo
Sweden 85 @ e Belgium =34l oo
Poland 37 @  ee UnitedKingdom -18.1 ®  ee
Austria 36 @ e Luxembourg 468 @ oo
Denmark 30 @ ee Netherlands -69.7 @ oo
Finland 27 @ e Ireland -1063 @ ee
Portugal 26 @ e Bulgaria NA @ oo
Hungary 24 @ e Croatia NA @ oo
CzechRepublic 18 @ oo Cyprus NA @ oo
Greece 10 @ oo Lithuania NA @ oo
SlovakRepublic 06 ®  ee Romania NA @ oo
Estonia 02 @ e

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

Moderatelyimproving =) Stagnating « Decreasing e Data unavailable

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

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

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

17 Mensies Corporate Tax Haven Score

FORTHE GOALS

@ (best 0-100 worst)

The Corporate Tax Haven Score measures a jurisdiction’s potential to poach
the tax base of others, as enshrined in its laws, regulations and documented
administrative practices.

Reference year: 2019 or closest year available

Source: Tax Justice Network (2019)
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Country Value Rating Trend

Greece 39.1 L] oo France 557 @ oo
Poland 404 @ oo Sweden 560 @ oo
Portugal 458 @ oo CzechRepublic 589 @  ee
Slovenia 49.6 [ ] oo European Union  60.1 oo
Italy 505 @ @ ee Estonia 665 @ e
Austria 516 ® e Belgium 678 ® oo
Denmark 517 ® oo Latvia 681 @ oo
Germany 523 @ oo Hungary 69.1 ® e
Slovak Republic  53.0 (] oo Cyprus 711 @ oo
Croatia 54.5 ° oo Luxembourg 724 @ oo
Spain 545 @ e Malta 735 @ oo
Lithuania 548 @ oo Ireland 757 @ e
Finland 550 @ oo Netherlands 780 @ e
Bulgaria 556 @ ee UnitedKingdom 1000 ®  ee
Romania 556 @ oo

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

4 Ontrack or maintaining SDG achievement Moderatelyimproving = Stagnating «J Decreasing ¢ Data unavailable

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