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Asia-Pacific in 2018

Progress assessment methodology

Challenges



Two questions

Where does the region stand for each of 

the goals?

How far will be from targets by 2030?



Where does the region stand for each of 

the goals?

• Current status index:
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Asia-Pacific in 2018: progress so far



North and Central Asia



How far will be from targets by 2030?

• Expected achievement: Dashboard
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Asia-Pacific in 2018: Anticipated progress



Asia-Pacific in 2018: Anticipated progress



Progress Gap at indicator level
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Progress Gap at indicator level



Measurement challenges



Measurement challenges

Lack of methodologies for progress 

assessment

• Target setting

• Predictions

• Indexing

•Lack of data/indicators
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Setting regional targets: Champion area

Data efficient Objective Aspirational, 

but feasible



Setting regional targets: Champion area



Setting regional targets: Champion area

Example: Intentional homicide/Per 100,000 

population

Macao, china

Singapore

French Polynesia

Samoa

Tonga

Champion area

Average annual rate 

of change (r)

Regional target 

value=

(1+r)15 × Ibase



Predictions

Weighted regression

o Applied a time-related weighting system

o More recent data, greater weights



SDGs Data Availability in the 

region





Availability of SDG data by Goal 



• Sufficient data on half of indicators sourced from 

administrative

• Large share of "insufficient" sourced from surveys

Availability of SDG data by type of national data source
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