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A core ambition of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)—the economic, social, and environmen-
tal objectives affirmed by all U.N. member states in September 2015—is to end extreme poverty in all
forms by 2030. Now that a year has passed since the establishment of the Goals, it is timely to assess
how close each country stands to achieving the objective, defined as universal access to basic human
needs. To that end, this policy brief presents current trajectories for 193 countries across a variety of key
SDG targets. We focus on indicators with available data that were also previously addressed under the
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) from 2000 through 2015.

Overall, the analysis tackles three questions:

What is each country’s current 2030 trajectory for each target?
What are each country’s current prospects across targets?
For the most off-track countries and targets, is there a recent precedent for SDG success?

The results build on previous forward-looking assessments of individual targets (FAO, 2015; UNESCO,
2016; You et al., 2015; Alkema et al., 2016) and aggregate global trends (Nicolai et al., 2015). To our
knowledge, this is the first systematic attempt to present country-level 2030 trajectories across several
extreme poverty-relevant SDG targets. Importantly, it considers countries at all income levels, consis-
tent with the SDGs’ emphasis on the universal challenges of sustainable development.

We focus the analysis on six targets, and seven related indicators, with ample country-level, time-series data:

SDG 2.1 0% undernourishment
SDG 3.1 <70 maternal deaths per 100,000 live births
SDG 3.2 <25 deaths in children under-5 per 1,000 live births
& <12 neonatal deaths (first 28 days of life) per 1,000 live births
SDG 4.1 100% primary school completion rate
SDG 6.1 100% access to safe drinking water
SDG 6.2 100% access to sanitation facilities

Data for SDG 3.2 are drawn from the U.N. Inter-agency Group for Child Mortality Estimation (2015) and
all other data are drawn from the World Bank’s online World Development Indicator database. Country
income groups follow the World Bank’s classifications as of July 2016.

These indicators represent only a subset of relevant SDG targets and clearly do not permit a compre-
hensive analysis of all issues relevant to the end of extreme poverty. However, even this subset provides



a surprisingly rich amount of information regarding trajectories linked to extreme poverty. Ideally we
would have been able to include more indicators in the analysis, but country-level data gaps do not al-
low rigorous trend assessment on issues like extreme income poverty or malnutrition (see Serajuddin
et al. 2015). Income poverty extrapolations also require assumptions about changes in within-country
consumption distributions, which lie beyond the scope of our simple extrapolation methodology (World
Bank Group, 2016).!

To assess 2030 trajectories, we first calculate each country’s average annual rate of progress between
2005 and 2015. We then extrapolate the same trend out to 2030. For maternal mortality, child mortal-
ity, and neonatal mortality, we use proportional rate of progress calculations (Equation 1) to account for
the ladder of technology countries must climb as mortality rates approach zero. For the other indicators
we use percentage point (absolute) rate of change calculations (Equation 2), on the premise that these
indicators rely more on expanding access to a relatively consistent technology set, such as water wells,
toilets, or staple foods. The distinction aligns with previous literature examining rates of progress dur-

ing the MDG period (e.g., Kenny and Sumner, 2011; Fukuda-Parr et al., 2013; You et al. 2015).
1
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For access to water, access to sanitation, and primary school completion rate, minor adjustments are
needed to calculate the annualized rate of progress when countries are missing indicator values between
2005 and 2015. If a value is missing for 2005 then we set 2004 as the initial year for rate calculations. If
a value is missing for 2015 then the most recent available year from 2010 onward is set as the end point.
For undernourishment, the World Bank reports all values below five percent as “<5.” In those cases,
since we are not able to calculate annual rates of progress, we make a simplifying assumption that coun-
tries are on track to eliminate hunger by 2030 (indicated by “ ~o0 ” in Table 2 below).

To tabulate how countries are performing across targets, we consider maternal mortality, under-5 mor-
tality, neonatal mortality, access to water, and access to sanitation. We do not include undernourish-
ment and primary completion rates in those tabulations because of data gaps. For maternal mortality,
we apply the SDG 3.1 benchmark of 70 deaths per 100,000 live births at the country level, even though
the formal target is defined at the global level. For target 3.2, we only count countries as being on track
if they are on course to reach both the under-5 mortality target and the neonatal mortality target, since
the latter is a subset of the former.

1 Readers interested in more detailed considerations of policy issues linked to the “last mile” of extreme poverty might

wish to read the volume edited by Chandy et al (2015), including McArthur (2015).



What is each country’s current 2030 trajectory for each target?

Table 1 shows the number of countries whose current trajectories place them on track to meet each
target by 2030. This summarizes the data presented in Table 2, which lists, for each indicator, every
country’s most recent available data point and current trajectory for 2030. Values at or better than the
SDG target are colored green. Values are colored red if a country has shown recent evidence of moving
backwards, away from the target. For primary completion rates, some of these backward-trending data
might be a result of either short-term negative shocks or challenges of measurement, so in those cases
we make an approximating assumption that the 2030 trajectory value is the same as the value for 2015
(or most recent year).

The table indicates that health-related indicators have the largest number of countries on track to reach
the 2030 targets: 143 countries are currently on course for child mortality and 130 countries are on
course for neonatal mortality. However, 63 countries are not on track to meet both SDG 3.2 benchmarks.
Nineteen countries are on course to reach an under-5 mortality rate between 50 and 106 deaths per
1,000 live births, at least twice the target level of 25 deaths per 1,000 births. Somewhat fewer countries,
only 111, are on track to achieve a maternal mortality ratio of 70 or lower. Sanitation is the issue with
the greatest overall shortcomings, including only 36 countries that are on a path to universal access by
2030. This compares to 89 countries, less than half of U.N. member states, that are on course for uni-
versal access to drinking water.

Trajectories for undernourishment and primary completion rates are more ambiguous, but also not
nearly positive enough for universal achievement of the relevant SDGs. Twenty-five countries are explic-
itly on track to end undernourishment by 2030 and another 36 countries are assumed to be on track,
for a total of 61 countries listed in the corresponding “Yes” row in Table 1. Meanwhile 79 countries are
on course to achieve universal primary completion. But fully 78 countries do not have adequate data to
assess undernourishment and 57 lack data for primary completion. Many of the data gaps are in devel-
oping countries, where missing values are probably highly correlated with being off track. For the high-
income countries that do not report, in the best case this could be because an issue is already deemed
to be solved. In the worst case it could be that poverty-related problems of marginalized groups simply
receive inadequate attention.



Table 1: Number of countries currently on track, by SDG target

Yes 61 111 143 130 79 89 36
No 54 70 49 62 57 96 147
No datla, developing 31 4 0 0 37 4 4
countries

N, gl 47 8 1 1 20 4 6
income countries

Total 193 193 193 193 193 193 193

What are each countries’ current prospects across targets?

The map in Figure 1 indicates how many of four key SDG targets each country is on track to meet by
2030: maternal mortality; under-5 and neonatal mortality; access to water; and access to sanitation. As
mentioned above, we do not include undernourishment or primary school completion here due to data
gaps, and we only count countries as meeting target 3.2 if they achieve 2030 thresholds for both under-5
and neonatal mortality.

Figure 1: How many of four key SDG targets are countries on track to meet by 2030?

Under-5 child & neonatal mortality; maternal mortality; access to water; and access to sanitation

On track to achieve # targets:
[ | [
01 2 3 4

Missing data




Table 2: Country-level 2030 trajectories

2.2 Undernourishment* 3.1 Maternal Mortality 3.2a Un(?er-S 3.20 Neo.natal gnrary Cgmpleuon 6.1 Access to Water 6.2 Access to Sanitation

Green values = country meets target mortality mortality Rate
= i i deaths per 100,000 live deaths per 1,000 deaths per 1,000
Red values = country is regressing ) ( ’:Jirths) ( o bFi)rThs) ( o b?rths) ) (%) (%)
Income Last year Last year Last year
Groupf 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030

East Asia and Pacific
Australia H . . 6 5 4 2 2 1 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Brunei H <5 ~0 23 15 10 12 4 4 100.0 100.0 . . . .
Japan H . . 5 3 3 2 1 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Korea Rep H <5 ~0 11 8 3 2 2 1 100.0 100.0 97.6 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nauru H . 35 31 23 20 . .
New Zealand H 11 8 6 5 3 3 100.0 100.0 . .
Singapore H . . 10 5 3 2 1 1 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Cambodia M 14.2 43 161 59 29 8 15 6 96.3 100.0 755 100.0 424 68.7
China M 9.3 0.0 27 11 11 3 6 1 955 100.0 76.5 93.9
Federated States of Micronesia M . . 100 64 35 22 19 13 . . 89.0 88.0 57.1 77.6
Fiji M <5 ~0 30 20 22 21 10 6 100.0 100.0 95.7 99.9 91.1 100.0
Indonesia M 7.6 0.0 126 58 27 14 14 8 100.0 100.0 87.4 96.5 60.8 73.8
Kiribati M <5 ~0 90 49 56 45 24 20 100.0 100.0 66.9 74.0 39.7 44.5
Lao PDR M 18.5 2.0 197 64 67 38 30 21 100.0 100.0 75.7 100.0 70.9 100.0
Malaysia M <5 ~0 40 27 7 6 4 3 100.0 100.0 98.2 100.0 96.0 99.9
Marshall Islands M . . . . 36 31 17 15 99.8 **99.8 94.6 95.9 76.9 83.2
Mongolia M 20.5 0.0 44 14 22 8 11 5 100.0 100.0 64.4 70.7 59.7 70.2
Myanmar M 14.2 0.0 178 108 50 30 26 18 85.1 92.0 80.6 93.0 79.6 94.9
Palau M . . 16 10 9 5 95.5 88.3 95.3 98.5 100.0 100.0
Papua New Guinea M . . 215 147 57 39 25 19 78.6 . 40.0 44.4 18.9 18.6
Philippines M 13.5 7.3 114 97 28 19 13 9 100.0 100.0 91.8 96.6 73.9 84.1
Samoa M <5 ~0 51 27 18 15 10 8 100.0 100.0 99.0 100.0 91.5 90.8
Solomon Islands M 11.3 9.7 114 66 28 22 12 10 87.3 . 80.8 82.0 29.8 343
Thailand M 74 0.0 20 1) 12 7 7 4 . . 97.8 100.0 93.0 92.7
Timor Leste M 26.9 16.5 215 60 53 26 22 14 98.4 . 71.9 88.4 40.6 44.8
Tonga M 124 141 17 17 7 7 100.0 100.0 99.6 100.0 91.0 89.1
Tuvalu M . . . . 27 17 18 11 93.2 **93.2 97.7 100.0 83.3 88.0
Vanuatu M 6.4 4.9 78 43 28 27 12 11 93.8 99.3 94.5 100.0 57.9 711
Vietnam M 11.0 0.0 54 45 22 14 11 10 100.0 100.0 97.6 100.0 78.0 100.0
Korea DPR L 41.6 52.7 82 57 25 17 14 9 . . 99.7 99.5 81.9 99.2
Europe and Central Asia
Andorra H . . 3 2 1 1 . . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Austria H 4 8 4 2 2 1 99.2 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Belgium H 7 6 4 3 2 2 89.5 . 100.0 100.0 99.5 99.5
Croatia H 8 5 4 2 3 1 92.3 **92.3 99.6 100.0 97.0 96.7
Cyprus H 7 3 3 1 2 1 99.8 **99.8 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Czech Republic H 4 2 3 2 2 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.1 99.1
Denmark H 6 4 4 2 3 2 99.4 **99.4 100.0 100.0 99.6 99.6
Estonia H 9 4 3 1 2 0 100.0 100.0 99.6 100.0 97.2 97.3
Finland H 3 2 2 1 1 1 99.4 **99.4 100.0 100.0 97.6 97.7
France H 8 6 4 4 2 2 . . 100.0 100.0 98.7 98.7
Germany H 6 5 4 3 2 2 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.2 99.2
Greece H 8 3 5 4 3 2 97.1 98.9 100.0 100.0 99.0 100.0
Hungary H 17 23 6 4 4 2 98.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.0 98.0
Iceland H 8 2 2 1 1 0 97.3 **97.3 100.0 100.0 98.8 98.8
Ireland H 8 8 4 2 2 2 . . 97.9 99.4 90.5 91.7
Italy H 4 4 4 2 2 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.5 99.5
Latvia H 18 13 8 4 5 3 100.0 100.0 99.3 100.0 87.8 94.3



3.2a Under-5 3.2b Neonatal 4.1 Primary Completion

2.2 Undernourishment* 3.1 Maternal Mortality . . - 6.1 Access to Water 6.2 Access to Sanitation

Green values = country meets target mortality mortality Rate
= i i deaths per 100,000 live deaths per 1,000 deaths per 1,000
Red values = country is regressing (%) ( F:nirths) ( e b‘?rths) ( o b?rths) ) ) (%)
Income Last year Last year Last year
Group' 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030

Liechtenstein H . . . . . . . . 100.0 100.0 . . . .
Lithuania H . . 10 8 5 2 3 1 97.2 100.0 96.6 100.0 92.4 98.3
Luxembourg H 10 7 2 1 1 0 82.0 . 100.0 100.0 97.6 97.5
Monaco H . . 4 2 2 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Netherlands H 7 4 4 2 2 1 . . 100.0 100.0 97.7 97.4
Norway H 5 5 3 1 2 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.1 98.1
Poland H 8 1 5 3 3 2 98.1 100.0 98.3 100.0 97.2 100.0
Portugal H 10 8 4 2 2 2 . 100.0 100.0 99.7 100.0
San Marino H . 3 2 1 0 95.3 . . . . .
Slovakia H 6 5) 7 5 4 3 95.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.8 98.7
Slovenia H 9 7 3 1 1 1 98.3 95.0 99.5 99.4 99.1 99.1
Spain H 5 5) 4 3 3 2 99.6 98.8 100.0 100.0 99.9 99.9
Sweden H 4 &) 3 2 2 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.3 99.3
Switzerland H 5 3 4 3 3 2 97.2 98.3 100.0 100.0 99.9 99.9
United Kingdom H 9 6 4 2 2 1 . . 100.0 100.0 99.2 99.2
Albania M . . 29 28 14 8 6 3 100.0 100.0 95.1 93.8 93.2 100.0
Armenia M 5.8 0.0 25 12 14 7 7 3 . . 100.0 100.0 89.5 89.6
Azerbaijan M <5 ~0 25 16 32 15 18 10 98.1 100.0 87.0 99.7 89.3 100.0
Belarus M 4 1 5 2 2 1 97.6 97.7 99.7 100.0 94.3 GRS
Bosnia & Herzegovina M 11 8 5 3 4 3 . . 99.9 100.0 94.8 94.7
Bulgaria M . . 11 7 10 6 6 3 98.7 **98.7 99.4 99.1 86.0 86.1
Georgia M 7.4 9.0 36 85 12 4 7 2 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 86.3 77.0
Kazakhstan M <5 ~0 12 2 14 4 7 2 100.0 100.0 92.9 92.0 97.5 98.1
Kyrgyzstan M 6.0 0.0 76 64 21 8 12 5 100.0 100.0 90.0 100.0 93.3 94.8
Macedonia M 8 6 6 1 4 1 . . 99.4 99.5 90.9 92.3
Moldova M 23 10 16 11 12 10 93.0 **93.0 88.4 91.7 76.4 80.1
Montenegro M 7 5 5 1 3 1 92.6 . 99.7 100.0 95.9 100.0
Romania M 31 28 11 4 6 2 943 **94.3 100.0 100.0 79.1 84.4
Russian Federation M 25 11 10 4 5 2 100.0 . 96.9 98.9 72.2 71.9
Serbia M . . 17 21 7 4 4 3 100.0 . 99.2 99.0 96.4 96.0
Tajikistan M 33.2 19.6 &2 19 45 26 21 15 99.6 **99.6 73.8 87.6 95.0 99.3
Turkey M <5 ~0 16 2 14 5 7 2 99.8 **99.8 100.0 100.0 94.9 100.0
Turkmenistan M <5 ~0 42 30 51 32 23 16 . . . . . .
Ukraine M . . 24 17 9 4 6 3 100.0 100.0 96.2 94.7 95.9 97.1
Uzbekistan M <5 ~0 36 29 39 24 20 14 95.7 **95.7 87.3 86.0 100.0 100.0
Latin America and Caribbean
Antigua & Barbuda H . . 8 4 5 3 100.0 . 97.9 98.0 91.4 97.4
Bahamas H . . 80 90 12 9 7 5 93.1 **93.1 98.4 100.0 92.0 95.0
Barbados H <5 ~0 27 15 13 9 8 6 95.5 100.0 99.7 100.0 96.2 100.0
Chile H <5 ~0 22 16 8 7 5 4 96.6 . 99.0 100.0 99.1 100.0
Saint Kitts & Nevis H . . . . 11 6 7 4 82.1 **82.1 98.3 98.3 . .
Trinidad & Tobago H 74 0.5 63 65 20 13 13 9 94.9 100.0 95.1 96.6 91.5 92.1
Uruguay H <5 ~0 15 7 10 6 5 3 100.0 100.0 99.7 100.0 96.4 99.2
Argentina M <5 ~0 52 44 13 8 6 4 100.0 100.0 99.1 100.0 96.4 100.0
Belize M 6.2 8.0 28 11 17 11 8 5 100.0 100.0 99.5 100.0 90.5 97.2
Bolivia M 15.9 0.0 206 114 38 19 20 12 96.0 . 90.0 100.0 50.3 62.5
Brazil M <5 ~0 44 23 16 11 9 6 98.1 100.0 82.8 90.5
Colombia M 8.8 7.7 64 46 16 10 9 5 . . 91.4 92.8 81.1 87.1
Costa Rica M <5 ~0 25 18 10 9 6 5 98.7 100.0 97.8 100.0 94.5 97.0
Cuba M <5 ~0 39 36 6 4 2 1 97.7 100.0 94.9 99.1 93.2 99.2
Dominica M . . . . 21 34 16 25 100.0 100.0 . . . .
Dominican Republic M 12.3 0.0 92 159 31 24 22 19 90.9 98.3 84.7 82.0 84.0 90.1



3.2a Under-5 3.2b Neonatal 4.1 Primary Completion

2.2 Undernourishment* 3.1 Maternal Mortality . . - 6.1 Access to Water 6.2 Access to Sanitation
Green values = country meets target mortality mortality Rate
Red values = country is regressing ) (deaths pgr 100,000 live (degths per 1,000 (degths per 1,000 ) ) (%)

births) live births) live births)
Income Last year Last year Last year
Group' 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030

Ecuador M 10.9 86.9 93.8 84.7 98.8
El Salvador M 12.4 15.7 93.8 75.0 87.3
Grenada M . . 27 30 94.5 **94.5 96.6 96.6 98.0 98.0
Guatemala M 15.6 14.7 88 29 13 86.6 92.8 63.9 72.6
Guyana M 10.6 11.3 229 225 39 35 23 21 84.1 **84.1 98.3 83.7 87.4
Honduras M 12.2 54 129 103 90.7 91.2 82.6
Jamaica M 8.1 10.0 89 85 . . 93.8 94.1 81.8 82.9
Mexico M 96.1 85.2 95.1
Nicaragua M 16.6 5.1 150 105 85.4 87.0 94.7 67.9 80.4
Panama M 9.5 94 106 94.7 99.6 75.0 83.1
Paraguay M 10.4 9.9 132 100 89.1 **89.1 98.0 88.6
Peru M 7.5 95.9 **95.9 86.7 93.3 76.2 89.1
Saint Lucia M . . . . 96.3 98.4 90.5 97.7
St Vincent & the Grenadines M 6.2 0.5 95.1 95.1 . .
Suriname M 8.0 1.7 155 90 93.7 94.8 99.5 79.2 775
Venezuela M 95 98 96.2 93.1 94.9 94.4 100.0
Haiti L 53.4 47.1 359 248 69 46 25 20 .. 57.7 53.4 27.6 33.4
Middle East and North Africa
Bahrain H 99.2 99.2
Israel H
Kuwait H 99.0 99.0
Malta H 91.8 **91.8
Oman H . 93.4 96.7
Qatar H 94.1 **94 1 98.0 96.8
Saudi Arabia H 97.0 97.5
United Arab Emirates H 99.6 99.5 97.6 97.7
Algeria M 140 129 26 16 83.6 77.4 87.6 91.0
Djibouti M 15.9 229 126 65 41 33 24 63.7 90.0 96.4 47.4 37.6
Egypt M 13 99.4 94.7
Iran M 96.2 97.8 90.0 99.3
Iraq M 22.8 19.3 32 18 14 . - 86.6 92.3 85.6 95.0
Jordan M 86.0 **86.0 96.9 97.0 98.6 99.2
Lebanon M 781 67.9 99.0 80.7 78.7
Libya M . . . . 96.6 96.7
Morocco M 121 28 18 85.4 92.3 76.7 88.4
Syria M 68 86 68.9 **68.9 90.1 92.2 95.7
Tunisia M 96.9 **96.9 97.7 91.6
Yemen M 26.1 19.4 385 328 42 22 13 69.2 91.1 54.9 50.8 53.3 68.7
North America
Canada H . . 99.8 99.8 99.8 99.8
United States of America H 14 16 .. . 99.2 99.5
South Asia
Bangladesh M 16.4 15.3 176 72 38 23 12 73.5 86.9 97.5 60.6 75.4
Bhutan M . . 148 33 18 97.0 50.4 67.5
India M 15.2 6.2 174 85 48 28 17 96.2 . 94.1 39.6 53.1
Maldives M 5.2 . . 98.6 97.9
Pakistan M 22.0 18.0 178 108 81 58 46 36 73.7 90.1 91.4 94.3 63.5 89.9
Sri Lanka M 22.0 10.8 98.0 **98.0 95.6 95.1
Afghanistan L 26.8 14.2 396 133 91 61 36 28 . . 55.3 79.6 31.9 40.3
Nepal L 7.8 258 114 36 22 13 91.6 45.8 69.7



2.2 Undernourishment*

3.1 Maternal Mortality

3.2a Under-5

3.2b Neonatal

4.1 Primary Completion

6.1 Access to Water

6.2 Access to Sanitation

Green values = country meets target mortality mortality Rate™
Red values = country is regressing ) (deaths pgr 100,000 live (degths per 1,000 (degths per 1,000 ) %) (%)
births) live births) live births)

Income Last year Last year Last year

Group' 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 2015 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030 (~2015) 2030
Sub-Saharan Africa
Seychelles H . . . 14 13 9 8 100.0 100.0 95.7 95.7 98.4 98.4
Angola M 14.2 0.0 477 265 157 106 49 39 49.7 . 49.0 53.5 51.6 70.5
Botswana M 241 1.1 129 41 44 22 22 17 99.7 100.0 96.2 97.5 63.4 741
Cameroon M 9.9 0.0 596 441 88 52 26 20 72.2 96.2 75.6 88.6 45.8 49.4
Cape Verde M 9.4 0.0 42 29 25 20 12 10 99.8 100.0 91.7 100.0 72.2 99.5
Congo M 30.5 30.9 442 282 45 15 18 9 74.3 78.8 76.5 83.7 15.0 17.4
Cote d Ivoire M 13.3 111 645 523 93 56 38 28 56.9 . 81.9 86.0 225 274
Equatorial Guinea M . . 342 204 94 57 33 24 51.2 66.3 47.9 48.8 74.5 69.3
Gabon M <5 ~0 291 203 51 27 23 17 . . 93.2 100.0 41.9 451
Ghana M <5 ~0 319 249 62 37 28 22 100.0 100.0 88.7 100.0 14.9 19.2
Kenya M 21.2 5.3 510 299 49 22 22 15 100.0 100.0 63.2 74.0 30.1 33.2
Lesotho M 11.2 11.5 487 257 90 56 33 29 75.7 96.2 81.8 84.6 30.3 36.5
Mauritania M 5.6 0.0 602 433 85 57 36 28 67.5 100.0 57.9 72.3 40.0 556.8
Mauritius M <5 ~0 68 84 14 1" 8 7 97.5 **97.5 99.9 100.0 93.1 94.7
Namibia M 42.3 67.6 265 148 45 23 16 14 86.5 89.1 91.0 100.0 34.4 413
Nigeria M 7.0 6.7 814 650 109 62 34 25 76.0 **76.0 68.5 84.5 29.0 242
Sao Tome & Principe M 6.6 15 156 125 47 26 17 12 92.4 100.0 971 100.0 34.7 46.4
South Africa M <5 ~0 138 189 41 16 11 8 . 93.2 99.6 66.4 75.4
Sudan M . . 311 185 70 47 30 25 56.2 . 55.5 50.2 23.6 229
Swaziland M 26.8 433 389 206 61 19 14 10 79.0 100.0 741 93.6 57.5 62.6
Zambia M 47.8 45.4 224 105 64 28 21 14 81.0 84.4 65.4 776 43.9 47.2
Benin L 7.5 0.0 405 293 100 70 32 27 76.3 100.0 77.9 89.3 19.7 27.5
Burkina Faso L 20.7 12.9 371 262 89 37 27 17 60.5 100.0 82.3 100.0 19.7 27.7
Burundi L . . 712 534 82 42 29 20 66.6 100.0 75.9 79.8 48.0 51.6
Central African Republic L 47.7 56.6 882 669 130 90 43 36 444 90.7 68.5 74.0 21.8 26.2
Chad L 34.4 26.4 856 536 139 96 39 32 38.1 54.8 50.8 56.2 121 14.2
Comoros L 335 226 74 48 34 26 73.6 96.4 90.1 90.1 35.8 46.1
Congo DR L 693 573 98 59 30 23 66.8 . 52.4 57.5 28.7 345
Eritrea L . . 501 365 47 25 18 13 36.8 **36.8 57.8 64.0 15.7 19.8
Ethiopia L 32.0 11.2 353 116 59 24 28 15 53.7 72.0 57.3 85.8 28.0 47.2
Gambia The L 53 0.0 706 578 69 41 30 21 67.3 **67.3 90.2 96.6 58.9 58.4
Guinea L 16.4 6.3 679 502 94 53 31 21 49.5 **49.5 76.8 90.3 20.1 27.3
Guinea-Bissau L 20.7 13.7 549 370 93 47 40 27 62.2 79.3 100.0 20.8 28.6
Liberia L 31.9 20.2 725 434 70 29 24 14 58.8 . 75.6 88.8 16.9 20.8
Madagascar L 33.0 26.4 353 204 50 24 20 13 68.8 88.4 51.5 65.6 12.0 13.8
Malawi L 20.7 10.2 634 614 64 26 22 15 79.3 100.0 90.2 100.0 41.0 47.7
Mali L <5 ~0 587 438 115 63 38 27 535 731 77.0 100.0 247 SilES5!
Mozambique L 253 7.3 489 251 79 35 27 18 47.6 60.6 51.1 60.5 20.5 26.5
Niger L 9.5 0.7 553 370 96 39 27 17 58.6 100.0 58.2 725 10.9 15.4
Rwanda L 31.6 8.9 290 106 42 10 19 9 66.6 100.0 76.1 85.5 61.6 75.7
Senegal L 10.0 0.0 3il5 200 47 16 21 11 59.0 72.6 78.5 89.6 47.6 55.1
Sierra Leone L 223 0.0 1,360 768 120 55 35 23 69.5 62.6 78.0 13.3 15.4
Somalia L 732 504 137 95 40 33 . 31.7 421 235 27.0
South Sudan L . . 789 486 93 50 39 27 36.7 . 58.7 . 6.7 .
Tanzania L 321 252 398 175 49 19 19 11 73.7 100.0 55.6 56.9 15.6 225
Togo L 11.4 0.0 368 294 78 51 27 20 85.1 100.0 63.1 72.7 11.6 11.9
Uganda L 255 30.9 343 193 55 20 19 11 55.6 **55.6 79.0 100.0 19.1 226
Zimbabwe L 33.4 211 443 262 71 41 24 24 89.2 76.9 74.0 36.8 341

t Income Groups: H = high-income, M = middle-income, L = low-income
* The World Bank reports all undernourishment values below 5% as “<5”. The table assumes countries with this reported value in 2015 reach the SDG target by 2030, as indicated by “~0”.
** For countries registering recent backward movement on primary completion rate, 2030 values are assumed to be the same as 2015 values.



Of the 175 countries with adequate data, only 22 are currently on track to meet all four targets. At the
other end of the spectrum, the greatest global concern should be the 37 countries that are currently
on a path to meet none of the goals. These countries are listed in Box 1. They are roughly evenly split
between low-income countries and middle-income countries; the majority (28 countries) are located in
sub-Saharan Africa. Not only are these countries off track, they are also some of the furthest in absolute
distance from reaching the targets. Meanwhile, another 31 countries are on track for only one of the four
targets; 15 of these are also located in sub-Saharan Africa.

Box 1: 37 top priority countries

The following 37 countries are currently not on track to achieve any of the SDG target thresholds for
maternal mortality, child mortality, access to water and access to sanitation:

Afghanistan Comoros The Gambia Mozambique Sudan
Angola Congo, DR Guinea Myanmar Togo
Bangladesh Cote d’lvoire Haiti Niger Yemen
Benin Djibouti Kenya Nigeria Zambia
Burundi Dominican Republic Lesotho Pakistan Zimbabwe
Cameroon Equatorial Guinea Liberia Papua New Guinea

Central African Republic Eritrea Madagascar Sierra Leone

Chad Ethiopia Mauritania Somalia

Remarkably, 27 high-income countries are off track for one target and another six (Bahamas, Canada,
Ireland, Slovenia, Trinidad and Tobago, and United Arab Emirates) are off track for two targets—the
same number of targets, for example, as a low-income country like Uganda. Of course, advanced econo-
mies are typically off track for different reasons than lower-income countries. Canada and Ireland, for
example, are both close in absolute terms to achieving 100 percent access to drinking water—at 99.8 and
97.9 percent, respectively, in 2015—but they have made slow if any progress in increasing access over the
past decade. Meanwhile Uganda reports 79 percent access to drinking water in 2015, but that figure has
been improving at an average rate of 1.5 percentage points per year, which puts them on track to reach
100 percent access by 2030. Thus “off-track” status is not intended to suggest equivalent needs across
all countries. Instead, it simply highlights the importance of a universal policy framework that aspires
to ensure all societies “leave no one behind.”

The commonality of off-track status on access to sanitation underscores the need for careful country-
by-country analysis. Twenty-two high-income countries have made zero progress or slightly regressed
on this issue over the last 10 years. In comparison, only two of 30 low-income countries and 16 of 85
middle-income countries have made zero progress or are regressing, but many of these countries need
to cover a much larger absolute distance to the goal. Uganda, for instance, registered 19.1 percent with
access in 2015, on course to 22.6 percent in 2030. Meanwhile Canada has been stagnant at 99.8 percent
access for many years, while Ireland has improved only slightly to reach 90.5 percent access as of 2015.



Figure 2 highlights how far off track different countries currently are for both water and sanitation. At
one end of the spectrum, 60 countries are on a course to miss the water target by more than 5 percent-
age points. Meanwhile 99 countries are currently on a path to miss the sanitation target by at least the
same increment. Somalia is furthest off course for water, achieving only 42 percent of its population
with access by 2030. Togo is furthest behind on sanitation, currently reaching only 12 percent coverage
by 2030.

Figure 2: Comparing 2030 trajectories for water and sanitation
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For the most off-track countries and targets, is there a recent
precedent for SDG success?

The countries furthest off track from SDG success clearly require major accelerations in progress. Table
3 shows recent rates of progress among off-track countries on the five indicators with available data—
showing both the average and the range of rates—and then compares this to the rates the same countries
require to achieve the target by 2030. It further lists the country with the fastest rate of progress on each
indicator from 2005 to 2015, to assess whether that precedent would be adequate for the countries cur-
rently furthest off track.

Table 3: Average speed needed for off-track countries to meet the targets by 2030
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(-O%?oﬂ?;.ngi::;ts) (~0?6z:op;g g:t).i::;ts) Mo LemFRR B pEs, pelns)

Note: all averages are simple, unweighted averages across off-track countries
*excludes countries that meet target as of 2015 but are on (negative) trajectory to miss target by 2030

Among the five indicators, neonatal mortality is the only one for which there is a reasonable recent prec-
edent for the country furthest behind to achieve the 2030 target. Specifically, Angola had the highest
neonatal mortality rate in 2015, at 49 deaths per 1,000 live births. To meet the SDG threshold by 2030,
it needs to accelerate from its recent average declines of 1.4 percent per year to declines of 8.9 percent
per year. Pakistan follows close behind, needing an annual rate of 8.5 percent, while the Central African
Republic requires a rate of 8.1 percent. Reassuringly, from 2005-2015, China, Estonia, Macedonia, and
the Maldives all reached comparable rates of progress.

For the other four indicators, there is no recent precedent for rates of progress that would allow the fur-
thest behind countries to achieve the SDG target. However, each indicator does have an example of at
least one country recently progressing at the speed required for the “average” currently off-track coun-
try. In other words, all indicators have a precedent for the typical off-track country still to succeed.



Another way to consider required SDG progress is to group off-track countries by how much each one
needs to accelerate above their current rate of progress.

To meet the maternal mortality target, 46 off-track countries need to increase their rate of prog-
ress by more than 4 percentage points per year. This includes 26 low-income countries and 20
middle-income countries. Twenty-four countries need to accelerate by 0 to 4 percentage points
per year.

For under-5 child mortality, 20 countries need at least a 4 percentage point annual acceleration,
as do 21 countries for neonatal mortality. Twenty-nine countries need to accelerate progress on
under-5 mortality by o to 4 percentage points per year, while 41 countries require the same range
of acceleration for neonatal mortality.

For water, 13 countries need to accelerate by at least 2 percentage point per year and 83 need to
accelerate by 0 to 2 percentage points per year.

For sanitation, 52 countries need to accelerate by at least 2 percentage point per year, including
29 requiring more than 4 percentage points. Ninety-five countries need to accelerate by between
0 and 2 percentage points per year.

For undernourishment, data limitations prevent the same type of country tabulations. However,
available data indicate that at least four regions will still have undernourishment by 2030: Latin
America and the Caribbean, the Middle East and North Africa, South Asia, and sub-Saharan
Africa. On current trajectories, sub-Saharan Africa is the furthest from the target by 2030. The
region will need to double its current rate of progress from 0.6 to 1.2 percentage points per year.
South Asia similarly needs to accelerate its annual rate of progress from 0.5 to 1.1 percentage
points annually.

For primary education, three regions require acceleration. Europe and Central Asia, the Middle
East and North Africa require only slightly faster rates of progress. Sub-Saharan Africa’s comple-
tion rates need to accelerate by 1 percentage point per year.

This policy brief presents a simple extrapolation methodology to help focus attention on the nature of
cross-country progress that still needs to be instigated if the world is to have a chance at achieving its
stated ambition of eliminating, by 2030, the many forms of extreme poverty. Some of the results un-
surprisingly draw attention to low-income countries that still have substantial ground to cover. Other
results offer a form of wake-up call for high-income countries that have a smaller relative problem to ad-



dress in meeting basic needs but have been too stagnant in promoting universal access for their citizens.
Access to basic sanitation lags behind in more countries than any other issue, but it is far from the only
challenge across indicators for health, education, undernutrition, and access to drinking water.

Our results suggest that the world’s frontline in the fight to end extreme poverty can be found in 37
countries. These are the places not on track to achieve any of the four key poverty targets with adequate
time-series data for assessment. They merit thoughtful prioritization among international cooperation
efforts.

Importantly, countries beginning the SDG period from furthest behind will often need to outpace even
the best recent cases of progress. The challenge will likely require new forms of policy coordination
and delivery in those circumstances. The MDG period provided many forms of previously unexpected
breakthroughs, most notably in the realm of global health, so the world needs to “double down” in ex-
trapolating the organizational lessons from those successes.

Current 2030 trajectories also underscore the need for all countries to tackle their extreme poverty
challenge. Out of 193 U.N. member states, fully 154 are off track from achieving at least one of the four
benchmarks for maternal survival, child survival, access to water, and access to sanitation. This includes
30 low-income countries, 90 middle-income countries, and 33 high-income countries. There can be
little question: the SDG challenge is universal.
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