
SCORING  METHODOLOGIES TO EVALUATE SUSTAINABLE ACHIEVEMENTS

From regional benchmark...

The purpose of this methodology is to provide a snapshot of the
current status of regional snapshot as an example of how the
country profile look like.. The scoring has been obtained by
averaging the values of indicators corresponding to each Goal.”

For that purpose, the values of each indicator have to be normalized
to be between 0 and 100, where 100 is the 90th percentile and 0 is
the 10th percentile of attainment across countries.

Snapshot of Mongolia SDGs’ attainment1 2 Nominalization of Indexes

...to unified national progresses

Fig. 1: ESCAP report, 2016 (cf.ref)

1. The Anticipate 
progress method 

2. Baseline Status 
Index Approach 

𝑃= |𝑇𝑉−𝐼𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡|
|𝑇𝑉−𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒|    ×100 

With progress gap, P, as a 
percentage of progress

• 𝑃≤10 𝑊𝑖𝑙𝑙 𝑚𝑒𝑒𝑡 𝑡ℎ𝑒 𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡
𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑜𝑟 𝑚𝑖𝑛𝑜𝑟
𝑒𝑥𝑡𝑟𝑎 𝑒𝑓𝑓𝑜𝑟𝑡

• 10< 𝑃<100 𝑁𝑒𝑒𝑑 𝑡𝑜 𝑒𝑛ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒
𝑡ℎ𝑒 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑜𝑓 𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠 𝑡𝑜
𝑎𝑐ℎ𝑖𝑒𝑣𝑒 𝑡ℎ𝑒 𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡

• 𝑃≥100 𝑅𝑒𝑔𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑜𝑟 𝑛𝑜
𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑔𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠 𝑒𝑥𝑝𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑

𝐼𝑐𝑟𝑁=|𝐼𝑐𝑟−𝐼𝑠𝑡|
|𝑇𝑉−𝐼𝑠𝑡|×10 

With the normalized 
values of indicator 𝐼 at 
start (𝐼𝑠𝑡) and target (TV) 
at 0 and 10, respectively. 
So, the normalized value 
for the indicator at 
current year 𝐼𝑐𝑟𝑁 is on 
the scale of 0 to 10.

With 𝐼𝑐𝑟𝑁 as the 
indicator at current year

I   ndex: 0   to 1  0      0
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Interactions between SDG targets and national assessments3

Reference: Mapping Methodology, ToT workshop, May2017.

…Mapping the interaction between goals...

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is used
to ensure that environmental and possibly other
sustainability considerations are taken into account
and inform higher level decision-making.

Rapid SEA  perceptions are based on
On-line Questionnaire, shared with wide group of 
policy makers  (52)  of Mongolia, who scored
the relative status and policy impacts on:

Economic issues (Q.1 to Q.10)
Social issues (Q.11 to Q. 20)
Environmental issues (Q.21 to Q.30)
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RSEA Survey Summary

Social Impacts (Q. 11-20)

...based on perceptions

+2 Very positive
+1 Slightly positive

0  No negative
-1  Slightly negative
-2  Very negative
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According to each specific interaction, goals’ achievement can be
self-nurturing (+ 3), congruous (+ 2), enabling (+1) or have no impacts
on each other (0). They could also be constraining (-1), counteracting
(-1) or cancelling (-2) i.e. the increase of air passengers can cancel
the impact of carbon reduction policies

Leverage points

+ for all levels

+ for loops

+ for trends

Does the Leverage Point element affect many other system
elements, yet is only affected by a few?

Yes = 1point or No=0

Is the factor part of a reinforcing loop that if properly
primed, and is there enough political support for initiating
action in the reinforcing loop? (i.e. self-sustaining reinforcing
feedback)?

Yes (both ?) = 1point No=0

Is the leverage point element trending favorably towards
your chosen goal (i.e. is it a bright spot)?

Yes = 1point or No=0

1point 2 point

TOTAL = X               out   of 6

I   ndex: - 3 to +3

I  ndex: 1to 12

High impact leverage entry points5Interactions between SDG targets4

Fig. 4.   International Council for Science (ICSU), may2017.

3 point

Fig 5. Donella Meadows, 1997

Understand the interaction between goals... ...to deduce high impact entry points for policy


