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Forord

Ijuni 2012 traffas virldens ledare i Rio de Janeiro for att forsoka nd en ny dverenskommelse kring
det globala arbete som krévs for att sikra var planets framtid och framtida generationers ritt att leva
hilsosamma och meningsfulla liv. Detta dr 2000-talets stora utvecklingsutmaning.

2011 ars Human Development Report innehaller nya och viktiga bidrag till den globala dia-
logen samtidigt som den visar hur en héllbar utveckling ir ofrinkomligt kopplad till grund-
laggande fragor om jamlikhet, social rittvisa samt 6kad tillgang till hogre livskvalitet. Hallbar
utveckling handlar inte bara — eller ens huvudsakligen — om miljén, vilket tydligt kommer att
framgi i den hir rapporten. I grunden handlar det om hur vi véljer att leva vara liv, medvetna om
att alle vi gor far konsekvenser for de sju miljarder minniskor som lever pa jorden idag, samt for
de miljarder som kommer att leva pd var planet under kommande drhundraden.

At forsta kopplingen mellan hallbar utveckling och social rittvisa ir av stor vikt om vi ska
kunna utoka den minskliga friheten for savil nuvarande som kommande generationer. Den
enastdende minskliga utveckling som under de senaste rtiondena dokumenterats i Human
Development Reports, kan inte fortsitta utan kraftfulla insatser for att minska savil de miljore-
laterade riskerna som ojamlikheten i stort. Den hir rapporten identifierar vigar f6r manniskor,
lokalsamhillen och linder, men ocksa for virldssamfundet, som gor det mojlige att verka for bade
en miljomissigt hillbar utveckling och for social rittvisa.

I de 176 linder och omraden dir FN:s Utvecklingsprogram, UNDDP, dagligen arbetar finns
ménga utsatta minniskor som ar dubbelt drabbade av situationen. De dr mer sarbara f6r milj6-
forstoringen eftersom de utsitts fOr storre pafrestningar samtidigt som de inte har tillrickliga
resurser att hantera situationen. Dessutom maste de hantera hoten i sin omedelbara nirhet dir
fororenad inomhusluft, smutsigt vatten och bristfillig sanitet utgdr stora risker. Om vi inte lyckas
komma till ritta med de allvarliga miljoriskerna och de 6kande sociala klyftorna riskerar vi att
dventyra artionden av framsteg for virldens fattiga — i varsta fall kan den manskliga utvecklingen
till och med gi i motsatt riktning.

Ny analys visar hur makeskillnader och bristande jamlikhet mellan kénen pa nationell niva
kan kopplas till minskad tillgang till rent vatten och sanitet, okad miljoforstoring och fler dods-
fall orsakade av luftféroreningar, vilket yteerligare forstarker de effekter som hor samman med
inkomstklyftorna. Det har ocksa visat sig att bristande jamlikhet mellan kénen har en negativ
paverkan pa miljon. De globala systemen tenderar dessutom att forsvaga utvecklingslindernas
mojlighet att gora sig horda, samtidigt som marginaliserade grupper ofta stings ute frin beslut-
fattande fora.

Det finns dock alternativ till bade orittvisor och ohéllbar utveckling. Tillvixt som bygger
pa 6kad anvindningav fossila brinslen dr ju knappast en forutsittning for batere livskvalitet och
hogre minsklig utveckling. Investeringar som forbattrar den allminna tillgingen till fornyelse-
bar energi, vatten och sanitet samt reproduktiv hilsovard kan exempelvis bidra till den manskliga
utvecklingen pa ett hallbart sitt. Starka demokratiska processer med tydligt ansvarsutkrivande,
ett aktivt civilsamhille och fria medier kan dven det forbattra resultaten. Framgingsrika strate-
gier baseras pa god samhillsplanering pa alla nivaer, vilket inkluderar institutioner som fokuserar
pa missgynnade grupper samt tvirsektoriella insatser dar ministerier, myndigheter och utveck-
lingspartners samarbetar kring resurser och kompetens.
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Virlden behover vidare ett ramverk for utveckling dven efter millenniemalen och 2015; ett
ramverk som bygger pa en jimlik och héllbar utveckling. Rio+20-métet kan vara ett tillfille
att nd enighet om hur man ska gi vidare med det arbetet. Den hir rapporten visar vilka enorma
mojligheter som finns i program som integrerar rattvisa och jimlikhet och som gor det majlige
for minniskor att forindra den politiska och juridiska arenan. Erfarenheter fran alle fler lander
runt om i virlden har visat vilken potential dessa tillvigagangssitt har for att generera och ta
tillvara positiva synergier.

Finansieringen som kravs for utveckling — inklusive skyddet av manniskor och miljé — kom-
mer att vara méangfaldigt storre an dagens totala bistindsbudget. Dagens investeringar i ener-
gikillor med laga koldioxidutslipp motsvarar exempelvis bara 1,6 procent av det uppskattade
behovet, medan alla utgifter f6r klimatanpassningar och utslippsminskningar bara motsvarar
runt 11 procent av den uppskattade kostnaden. Hoppet vilar pa en ny klimatfinansiering och nya
klimatpengar. Medan marknadsmekanismer och privat finansieringkommer att vara av stor vike,
méste de fortfarande stddjas av proaktiva statliga investeringar. Att minska finansieringsklyftan
kraver ett innovativt tinkande, vilket den hir rapporten erbjuder.

Utover att lyfta fram nya finansieringskallor for att mota miljchoten féresprikar rapporten
aven reformer som frimjar social rittvisa och som gor minniskors roster horda. Finansieringsflo-
det méste kanaliseras mot de kritiska utmaningar som utgérs av ohillbar utveckling och oritt-
visor — utan att forvérra redan existerande klyftor.

Det centrala méilet med minsklig utveckling ir att ge alla minniskor majligheter och val.
Vi har ett gemensamt ansvar mot dem som har det sdmst stillt, bade i var nirhet och runt om
ivarlden, savil nu som i framtiden. Vi 4r dven moraliskt bundna att inte ligga 6ver konsekven-
serna av dagens handlingar p kommande generationer. Den hir rapporten kan hjilpa oss att

hitta en vig framat.

Helen Clark
Administator,
United Nations Development Programme

Analysen och rekommendationerna som framfors i den hér rapporten aterspeglar inte nodvandigtvis asikterna hos
FN:s Utvecklingsprogram eller dess styrelse. Rapporten ar en sjalvsténdig publikation som har framstallts pa uppdrag av
UNDP. Forskningen och texten i rapporten har tagits fram av Human Development Report Office i samarbete med en grupp
framstdende radgivare, ledda av Jeni Klugman, chef for UNDP:s Human Development Report Office
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Arets rapport fokuserar pa utmaningen att
skapa en hiéllbar och jimlik utveckling. Rap-
porten ger en overskadlig bild av hur en for-
simrad milj6 forstirker orittvisorna genom
negativ paverkan pa redan missgynnade min-
niskor och hur ojimlik minsklig utveckling i
sin tur forvirrar skadorna pa miljén.

Mainsklig utveckling, som handlar om att
forbattra minniskors valméjligheter, bygger
pa hur naturresurserna fordelas. For att frimja
den minskliga utvecklingen krivs att man
fokuserar pa en héllbar utveckling — pé lokal,
nationell och global niva — och detta kan och
bor goras pé ett mer ritevist och jamlike site.

Vért mal ar act sikerstélla att fattiga mén-
niskors hopp om ett bittre liv tas i beaktande
nir vi rér oss mot en mer miljomassigt hall-
bar utveckling. Vi pekar dven pé sitt att méj-
liggora for manniskor, samhaillen, linder och
det internationella samfundet att frimja hall-
barhet och jamlikhet, s att bada kan stirka
varandra.

Varfor hallbar utveckling
och social rattvisa?

Begreppet minsklig utveckling (human deve-
lopment) ir relevant for att forsta virlden och
for att méta dagens och framtidens utma-
ningar. Human Development Reports 20-arsju-
bileum forra dret hyllade minsklig utveckling
som koncept och betonade hur social rittvisa,
sjalvbestimmande och hallbar utveckling kan
oka minniskors valméjligheter. Samtidige lyf-
tes de inneboende utmaningarna fram, vilket
visade att den minskliga utvecklingens nyck-

claspekter inte alltid frimjar varandra.

Hallbarhet och social rattvisa:
En battre framtid for alla

Argument for att ta ett samlat
grepp pa hallbar utveckling och
social rattvisa

Det hir aret utforskar vi hur en miljomassigt
hallbar utveckling och jimlikhet samverkar,
di bida i grunden framhaver en rittvisare for-
delning. Hallbar utveckling dr viktigt efter-
som kommande generationer dtminstone bor
fa samma mojligheter som minniskor idag.
Dessutom ir alla ojamlika processer oritt-
visa; manniskors méjligheter till battre liv ska
inte begriansas av faktorer de sjilva inte kan
paverka. Ojamlikheten ar sdrskilt ordttvis nar
vissa grupper — beroende pa exempelvis kon,
etniskt ursprung eller fodelseplats — blir syste-
matiskt dsidosatta.

For mer édn tio ir sedan argumenterade
Sudhir Anand och Amartya Sen for att hill-
bar utveckling och jimlikhet ska behandlas
gemensamt.”Det vore en grov overtridelse av
universella principer att vara besatta av inser-
generationell jimlikhet utan att samridige
greppa problemet kring intragenerationell
jamlikhet”, hivdade de. Liknande teman fram-
kom i Bruntlandkommissionens rapport fran
1987 och i en serie internationella deklaratio-
ner, frin Stockholm ar 1972 till Johannesburg
ar 2002. Trots detta gloms ofta jimlikheten
bort i dagens debatter om hallbar utveckling
och frigorna behandlas istillet separat och
orelaterat. Detta dr bdde ofullstindigt och
kontraproduketivt.

Nagra viktiga begrepp

Minsklig utveckling handlar om att 6ka min-
niskors frihet och méjlighet att leva sina liv pd
det sdte som de sjilva virdesitter. Det hand-
lar om att 6ka deras valmojligheter. Frihet och
méjligheter innefattar mer dn bara grundlig-
gande behov. Minga saker ir nodvindiga for
att skapa "bra livskvalitet”, saker som kan vara

vardefulla bade genom sina inneboende virden
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och av rent praktiska skil — vi kan till exempel
virdesitta biologisk mangfald eller naturens
skonhet, oberoende av hur detta bidrar till var
levnadsstandard.

Missgynnade ménniskor maste sté i fokus
for den minskliga utvecklingen. Detta inne-
fattar iven minniskor som i framtiden riskerar
att drabbas hardast av dagens handlingar. Vi
kan inte bara fokusera pd det genomsnittliga
cller mest sannolika utfallet, utan dven pa vad
som kan hinda i mindre sannolika, men fort-
farande mojliga scenarion. I synnerhet nir far
tiga och utsatta minniskor drabbas.

Diskussionen om vad en miljomissigt
hallbar utveckling innebir fokuserar ofta
pa huruvida véra naturresurser kan ersit-
tas av ménskliga uppfinningar och tillgingar
och om minniskans péhittighet kommer att
kunna mildra belastningen pa vara naturre-
surser. Om detta kommer att vara mojlige eller
inte i framtiden ir oklart och de katastrofala
riskerna talar darfor for att vi bor skydda och
bevara vara grundliggande naturresurser och
ckosystem. Det hir perspektivet ligger dven
i linje med utvecklingsinsatser som baseras
pa minskliga rittigheter. Hallbar minsklig
utveckling innebir att de visentliga fri- och
rittigheterna for manniskor idag 6kar, sam-
tidigt som rimliga anstringningar gors for
att undvika att allvarligt dventyra friheten

En illustration av synergier och avvagningar mellan social rattvisa
och hallbar utveckling

This framework encourages special attention to identifying positive synergies between the two
goals and to considering trade-offs.

Expand access to

renewable
energy .
&
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for kommande generationer. Genomtinkta
offentliga 6verviganden som definierar de
risker ett samhille 4r villige att godta, ar av
storsta vikt for den hir idén.

Stravandet efter social rattvisa och miljo-
missigt hallbar utveckling gir dock inte alltid
hand i hand och i manga fall kommer man att
vara tvungen att kompromissa. Insatser for
att frimja miljén kan exempelvis ha negativa
effekter pa jimlikheten — till exempel om de
hindrar utvecklingslindernas ekonomiska
tillvixt. Den hir rapporten illustrerar olika
effekter som politiken kan medfora, samtidigt
som det betonas att effekterna inte 4r univer-
sella utan beror pd kontexten. Det ir centralt
att identifiera positiva synergier och méjliga
kompromisser och rapporten undersoker hur
samhillen kan implementera "win-win-win-
16sningar” som frimjar hallbarhet, jimlikhet

och minsklig utveckling (figur 1).

Monster och trender, framsteg
och framtidsutsikter

Allt fler bevis pekar pi en omfattande mil-
joforstoring runt om i varlden. Eftersom
omfattningen pi framtida férindringar ar
okind utgér vi frin en rad olika prognoser
och reflekterar 6ver hur dessa kan komma
att paverka den minskliga utvecklingen. Var
utgingspunkt, som iven var ett huvudtema

i 2010 ars HDR, ir minsklighetens enorma

framsteg under de senaste decennierna — med

forbehall for tre problem:

e Inkomstékningen har kunnat kopp-
las till 6kade koldioxidutslipp, forsim-
rad jord- och vattenkvalitet och okad
skogsavverkning.

e Inkomstklyfrorna pi nationell niva har
okat i stora delar av virlden, trots mins-
kande klyftor inom hilsa och utbildning,

o Aven om mojligheten att paverka site liv
(empowerment) ofta foljer ett stigande
Human Development Index (HDI), finns det
stora variationer nar det giller detta samband.
Simuleringar som gjorts for den hir rap-

porten tyder pi att det globala HDI-virdet

enligt ett “utmanande” scenario skulle vara

8 procent ligre ar 2050 jimfort med bas-

linjen. Detta om man riknar in den globala



uppvarmningens skadliga effekter pa jordbru-
ket, minskad tillging till rent vatten och for-
bittrad sanitet samt 6kade luftfroreningar
(12 procent lagre i sodra Asien och i Afrika
soder om Sahara). I ett innu svirare “kata-
strofscenario” — som forutspar utbredd avskog-
ningoch erosion, dramatisk minskningav den
biologiska mingfalden och accelererad vider-
utveckling — skulle det globala HDI-virdet
kunna hamna runt 15 procent under baslinjen.

Om vi inte gor nigot for att hejda eller
vinda de nuvarande trenderna kommer mil-
jokatastrofscenariot att leda till en vind-
punke for utvecklingslinderna redan innan &r
2050, dé deras HDI-virden kommer att bérja
utvecklas negativt (figur 2).

Projektionerna visar att de mest utsatta
minniskorna i manga fall far bara den storsta
bérdan av miljoforstoringen, trots att de bidra-
git minst till problemets uppkomst. Exempel-
vis har linder med lagt HDI drabbats hardast
av klimatférandringen, bide vad giller tempe-
raturvixlingar och minskad nederbérd (figur
3), nigot som i sin tur paverkat bade jord-
bruksproduktion och forsérjningsméjligheter.

Utsldppen per person dr mycket hogre i
linder med mycket hogt HDI-virde 4n i lin-
der med ldgt, medium eller hogt HDI-virde.
Detta pa grund av att biltrafik, luftkonditione-
ring och uppvirmning av hus och kontor samt
konsumtionen av behandlad och férpackad
mat slukar mycket energi. Den genomsnittliga
invénaren i ett land med ett mycket hogt HDI
star for mer 4n fyra ginger s hoga koldioxidut-
slapp och ungefir dubbelt s hoga metan- och
kvaveoxidutslipp som innevinare i 6vriga lin-
der — och ungefir 30 ganger hogre koldioxid-
utslapp som en person som bor i ett land med
lagt HDI. Den genomsnittliga medborgaren
i Storbritannien star for lika stora utslapp av
vixthusgaser pd tvd minader som en person i
ett land med lagt HDI genererar pa ett helt 4r.
Och den genomsnittliga medborgaren i Qatar
— landet med hogst utslappsnivé — genererar
lika stora utslipp pa bara 10 dagar.

Aven om tre fjirdedelar av Skningen i
utslipp sedan 1970 kommer frin linder med
lagt, medelhogt eller hogt HDI, s& har linder
med ett mycket hogt HDI totalt sett fortfa-
rande mycket hogre utslippsnivaer. Detta trots

[FIGUR2 ]
Scenarier, som visar de konsekvenser som miljorisker kan fa for
den manskliga utvecklingen fram till 2050
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Note: See text for explanation of scenarios.

Source: HDRO calculations based on data from the HDRO database and B. Hughes, M. Irfan, J. Moyer, D. Rothman, and J. Solérzano,
2011, "Forecasting the Impacts of Environmental Constraints on Human Development,” Human Development Research Paper, United

2020 2030 2040 2050

Nations Development Programme, New York, who draw on forecasts from International Futures, Version 6.42.

det faktum att koldioxidintensiv produktion
har flyttats till fattigare linder, vars produkter
till stor del exporteras till de rika linderna.

Runt om i virlden har 6kande HDI-virden
kopplats till miljoforstoring — fraimst vad giller
den ekonomiska tillvixten (jimfor exempelvis
forsta och tredje tabellen i figur 4). Linder med
hégre inkomster har generellt sett hogre koldi-
oxidutslapp per person, det finns dock ingen
koppling mellan utsliapp och hilso- och utbild-
ningskomponenten i HDI. Resultatet talar for
sig sjalve: aktiviteter som leder till koldioxid-
utslapp i atmosfiren ir kopplade till produk-
tionen av varor, inte till tillhandah3illandet av
hilsa och utbildning. Resultaten visar dven ett
icke-linjart samband mellan koldioxidutslipp
och HDI-komponenter: vid lagt HDI finns inget
eller bara litet samband, men nir HDI har nitt
en viss niva intrider ett starkt positivt samband
mellan koldioxidutslipp och inkomster.

SAMMANFATTNING _



lFGUR3 |
Stigande temperatur och minskad nederboérd

Levels and changes in climate variability by HDI group

Temperature
Levels (degrees Celsius)
0.84
Average 0.74
value, 0.66 0.64
2000s T e—
Precipitation
(millimetres per month)
Very high High  Medium Low
HDI HDI HDI HDI
Average
value,  yervhigh High Medium  Low 007
19511380 ""yp;~ WD HDI  HDI
-1.49
-2.89
—-4.16
Change in variability (percentage points) 1.38
Temperature Precipitation
(degrees Celsius) (millimetres per month)
Very high High  Medium Low Very high High  Medium
HDI HDI HDI HDI HDI HDI HDI
Average
value, — Low
1951-1980 017 08 g5 HDI
-0.65
Average
value,
2000s
-1.35 ~1.38

Note: Change in variability is the difference in the coefficients of variation between 1951-1980 and the 2000s, weighted by average
population for 1951-1980.
Source: HDRO calculations based on data from the University of Delaware.

Linder med snabbare HDI-tillvixt har
ocksa haft en snabbare 6kning av koldiox-
idutslapp per capita. De hir langsiktiga for-
andringarna belyser vad man i framtiden kan
forvinta sig av dagens utveckling. Aven hir
ar det inkomstférindringarna som driver pa
trenden.

De hir forhéllandena galler dock inte for
alla miljoindikatorer. Var analys visar exem-
pelvis endast en svag positiv korrelation mel-
lan HDI och avskogning. Varfor skiljer sig d3
koldioxidutslippen frin andra miljohot? En
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orsak kan vara att insatser for att forbittra
miljon ir mer omfattande dir kopplingen
mellan miljé och livskvalitet 4r direkt och
tydlig — som vid fororeningar — dir manga
industrilinder har omfattande handlingspro-
gram. Nir kopplingen ar mer diffus ar dven
insatserna svagare. Vi har natt tre slutsatser
vad giller forhallandet mellan miljorisker och

HDI:

o Miljobrister i hemmet — fororenad inom-
husluft same otillricklig tillgdng till rent
vatten och forbittrad sanitet — ir storre vid
laga HDI-nivier och littar nir HDI 6kar.

o Miljorisker med samhallseffekter — exempel-
vis luftféroreningar i stader — ser ut att forst
oka for att sedan minska i takt med utveck-
lingen, ungefdr som en omvind U-kurva.

o Milj6risker med globala effekter — utslipp av
vaxthusgaser — okar generellt sett med HDL
Det ir inte sjalva HDI som ar drivkraften for

detta. Okade inkomster och ekonomisk tillvixe

ar en viktig forklaring till utslippen — men inte
heller det forhallandet ar regelmassigt. Komplexa
samband som exempelvis den internationella
handeln, dir produktionen av miljofarliga varor
ofta forlaggs i andra lander, komplicerar dven det
riskménstren. Ett storskaligt kommersiellt bruk
av naturresurser ger dessutom en annan paver-
kan dn naturahushallning. Dessutom skiljer sig
utvecklingen for stider och landsbygd at. Som

vi kommer att se har politiken och den politiska

miljon dven den stor inverkan.

Detta innebir att forloppet inte ir ofran-
komligt. Flera linder har uppnatt patagliga
framsteg bade vad giller HDI och inom jim-
likhet och hallbar utveckling. I linje med rap-
portens fokus pd positiva synergier foreslis en
multidimensionell strategi for att identifiera
de linder som presterat bittre 4n sina gran-
nar nir det kommer till att frimja den sociala
rittvisan, héja HDI, forbattra inomhusluften
och oka tillgingen till rent vatten, och som
dirigenom ocksé har uppnitt de bista regio-
nala och globala resultaten inom miljomassigt
hallbar utveckling. Detta mitt i hur vil lin-
derna har hanterat utslipp av vaxthusgaser,
vattenanvindning och avskogning (se tabell
1). P4 grund av bristfillig data och andra jim-
forelseproblem kan man inte dra for stora slut-
satser av resultatet men ett land, Costa Rica,
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CO2-utslapp per capita har ett starkt samband med inkomst, svagt samband med HDI och inget samband

alls med halsa och utbildning
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presterar bittre 4n den regionala medianen
enligt allakriterier. Detta medan ovriga linder
ijamforelsen presterar olika bra inom de olika
omrédena. Sverige utmirker sig exempelvis for
sin hoga aterplantering av skog, jamfért med
regionala och globala genomsnitt.

Vir lista visar att lander i olika regioner,
utvecklingsfaser och med olika strukturella
egenskaper kan genomfora handlingspro-
gram som leder till bide miljomassigt hallbar
utveckling och 6kad jamlikhet, samtidigt som
de huvudsakliga aspekter av utveckling som
avspeglas i HDI frimjas. Aven om rapporten
tittar nirmare pa framgingsrika handlings-
program betonas ocksa vikten av lokala forut-
sittningar och sammanhang.

I allminhet har miljétrenderna dock upp-
visat forsimringar pa flera fronter vilket lett
till ogynnsamma effekter pd den minskliga

utvecklingen, frimst for de miljoner mannis-

kor som ir direkt beroende av naturresurser for

sitt uppehille.

e Globaltir nira 40 procent av all mark utar-
mad pd grund av erosion, minskad bordig-
het och 6verbetning. Produktiviteten dr pa
nedging, med en uppskattad skordeforlust
pa si mycket som 50 procent enligt de mest
ogynnsamma scenarierna.

e Jordbruket star for 70-85 procent av all
vattenanvindning och uppskattningsvis
20 procent av den globala spannmalspro-
duktionen har en ohillbar vattenforbruk-
ning, vilket dventyrar den framtida tillvax-
ten inom jordbruket.

e Avskogningen ir en stor utmaning. Mel-
lan 1990 och 2010 skedde de storsta
skogsforlusterna i Latinamerika, Kari-
bien och Afrika soder om Sahara, foljt av

components of the HDI

TABELL 1

Lander som pa senare ar varit starka inom miljo, jamlikhet och mansklig utveckling

Global threats

Local impacts

Equity and human development

Greenhouse gas

HDI

Overall loss

(percent of regional (percent of regional

Country emissions Deforestation Water use Water access Air pollution median) median)
Costa Rica v v 4 v v 104 77
Germany v 4 4 v 103 91
Philippines v 4 4 4 103 89
Sweden v v v v 102 70

Note: These countries all pass the criteria of absolute thresholds for global threats as defined in the full Report (chapter 2, note 80), perform better than the median of their respective regional peers both in the

human development and inequality dimensions and perform better than the regional median for local impacts.
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FIGUR 5
Vissa regioner skovlar skog, andra nyplanterar

Forest cover shares and rates of change by region, 1990-2010 (millions of square kilometres)
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Arabstaterna. Ovriga regioner uppvisar en
mindre okning i skogtickt mark (se figur
5).

o Okenspridning hotar ungefir en tredjedel
av virldens befolkning. En del omriden ir
sirskilt utsatta — frimst Afrika séder om
Sahara, dir torrmarkerna ir mycket kins-
liga, med lag formaga till anpassning.
Ogynnsamma miljofaktorer vintas hoja

varldspriset pd mat under de kommande arti-

ondena med 30-50 procent, sett till realinkom-
sten. Fler och dramatiska prisférandringar,
vilket kommer att drabba fattiga hushall
hart, forutspas ocksa. Den storsta riskgrup-
pen utgors av de 1,3 miljarder minniskor som
dgnar sigatjordbruk, fiske, skogsbruk och jakt.

Miljoforstoringens och klimatforindringens

bordor kommer sannolike att fordelas ojamnt

mellan olika grupper — detta av flera skil:

e Mainga fattiga minniskor pi landsbygden
ir extremt beroende av naturresurserna for
sitt uppehille. Aven minniskor som inte
vanligtvis ir beroende av naturresurser for
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sitt uppehille hinvisas till dem som ett site

att klara sig under svara tider.

e Hurmiljoforstoringen kommer att paverka
minniskor beror pi om de dr nettoprodu-
center eller nettokonsumenter av naturre-
surser, samt om de producerar it sig sjilva
eller 4t marknaden. Aven hur snabbt de
kan anpassa sina aktiviteter, sin sysselsitt-
ningoch sin forsérjning avgér hur de kom-
mer att drabbas.

e Idag lever runt 350 miljoner mianniskor
— ofta fattiga — i eller nira skogen och ir
direke beroende av den for uppehille och
inkomst. Savil avskogning som begrins-
ningar nir det galler tillgingen till natur-
resurser kan drabba dessa minniskor.
Erfarenheter frin en rad linder pekar pa
att kvinnor generellt sett ir mer beroende
av skogen an min, detta eftersom kvinnor
tenderar att ha firre yrkesval, 4r mindre
mobila och bir det storsta ansvaret for att
samla in brinsle.

¢ Runt45 miljoner minniskor — varav minst
6 miljoner kvinnor — forsérjer sig genom
fiske och hotas dirfor av bade overfisk-
ning och klimatférindringen. Den hir
utsattheten ir dubbel: de linder som ir i
riskzonen ir dven de som 4r mest beroende
av fisket for protein, uppehille och export.
Klimatférindringen forvintas leda cill
stora minskningar av fiskpopulationerna
vid 6arna i Stillahavet, samtidigt som den
tros gynna nordligare breddgrader, vilket
inkluderar omridena runt Alaska, Gron-
land, Norge och Ryssland.

Genom att kvinnor i fattiga linder i
storre utstrickning dr sysselsatta med jord-
bruk och vattenhdmening drabbas de i mot-
svarande utstrickning av miljéforstoringens
negativa foljder. Minga ursprungsbefolk-
ningar ir mycket beroende av naturresur-
serna och lever i ekosystem som ar sirskile
kinsliga for klimatforindringens foljder, till
exempel i sma 6-nationer, arktiska regioner
och regioner pa hog héjd. Det finns bevis
som pekar pa att traditionella metoder kan
skydda naturresurserna, men trots detta tas
denna kunskap inte alltid pa allvar.



Klimatforandringens effekter pa jord-
brukarnas uppehille varierar beroende pi
groda, region och sisong, vilket visar pa vik-
ten av djupgiende lokala analyser. Effekterna
kommer aven att skilja sig beroende pd hus-
hallsproduktion och konsumtionsmonster,
tillgingen till resurser, fattigdomsnivéer och
formagan att klara och anpassa sig. Samman-
taget kommer klimatforandringens biofysiska
effekter pa de konst- och regnbevattnade gro-
dorna runt 2050 troligen att vara negativa
— linder med lagt HDI kommer att drabbas
varst.

Att forsta sambanden

Med utgingspunket i det viktiga sambandet
mellan milj6 och social rittvisa pa global niva
kommer vi nu att utforska sambanden pi sam-
halls- och hushillsnivd. Vi uppmirksammar
aven linder och grupper som har brutit det
gingse monstret vad giller 6kad jaimstilldhet
och méjlighet till 6kat sjilvbestimmande.

Ett huvudtema ir act de mest missgyn-
nade minniskorna bir pa en dubbel borda; De
ar mer srbara for miljéforstoringens bredare
effekter och maste samtidigt hantera hoten i
sin nirmiljo, sisom fororenad inomhusluft,
smutsigt vatten och bristfillig sanitet. Vart
Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI), som
introducerades i 2010 ars HDR och som i
ir bygger pé data fran 109 linder, ger oss en
bittre bild av hur dessa brister ser ut och var
de ir som mest akuta.

MPI miter allvarliga brister inom hilsa,
utbildning och levnadsstandard, och ser bade
till hur manga som har missgynnats samt hur
allvarligt de har missgynnats (se figur 6). I ar
utforskar vi de miljomaissiga bristerna bland de
multidimensionellt fattiga och hur dessa over-
lappar varandra, vilket dr en vidareutveckling
av det multidimensionella fattigdomsindexet.

Med fattigdomen i fokus undersoker vi
miljomissiga brister vad giller tillgang till
moderna brinslen till matlagning, rent vatten
och grundliggande sanitet. Att ménniskor
lider brist pd detta ir ett problem i sig sjilvt,
men det innebir dven grova Svertradelser av
de minskliga rittigheterna. Att rida bot pa
dessa brister skulle avsevirt 6ka minniskors
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Flerdimensionellt fattigdomsindex
(MPI) - fokus pa de minst privilegierade
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valmojligheter och frimja den minskliga
utvecklingen.

Lutvecklingslinderna upplever dtminstone
6 av 10 minniskor nagon av dessa miljorela-
terade brister medan 4 av 10 upplever minst
tva. Bristerna ir sirskilt akuta bland de mul-
tidimensionellt fattiga, av vilka fler n 9 av 10
upplever minst en. De flesta drabbas av over-
lappande brister: 8 av 10 multidimensionellt
fattiga drabbas av minst tva och nistan 1 av
3 (29 procent) drabbas av alla tre. Dessa till-
kortakommanden bidrar oproportionerligt
till den multidimensionella fattigdomen. I de
flesta utvecklingslander 4r bristerna som storst
nir det giller brinsle f6r matlagningen. Vatten
ir dock den storsta bristen i flera arablinder.

For att fa en bittre forstielse for hur bris-
terna i narmiljén paverkar ménniskor har vi
analyserat ménstren vid givna fattigdomsni-
vaer. Linderna grupperades efter deras andel
multidimensionellt fattiga invinare som
drabbas av en miljobrist och den andel som

TABELL 2

Tio lander med lagst andel miljorelaterade brister bland de

multidimensionellt fattiga

Lowest share of multidimensionally
poor with at least one deprivation

Lowest share of multidimensionally
poor with all three deprivations

Brazil Bangladesh
Guyana Pakistan
Djibouti Gambia
Yemen Nepal

Iraq India
Morocco Bhutan
Pakistan Djibouti

Senegal Brazil
Colombia Morocco
Angola Guyana

Note: Countries in bold are on both lists.
Source: HDRO staff estimates based on disaggregated MPI data.
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drabbas av alla tre. Analysen visar att andelen
av befolkningen som upplever brister kopplat
till miljon okar med MPI, men att sambanden
varierar. Tabell 2 identifierar 10 linder i vilka
de minniskor som lider av multidimensionell
fattigdom har minst miljérelaterade problem
och brister bland landets multidimensionellt
fattiga (vinstra kolumnen). De linder med
lagst andel fattiga minniskor som drabbas av
minst en miljorelaterad brist ligger frimst i
arabvirlden, Latinamerika och Karibien (7 av
de 10 topp-linderna).

Bland de linder med ligst antal multidi-
mensionellt fattiga minniskor som samtidigt
lider av alla tre miljobristerna (brinsle, vat-
ten och sanitet) ligger de som presterar bist i
sodra Asien (5 av 10 linder i tabell 2:s hogra
kolumn). Flera sydasiatiska linder har for-
bactrat tillgingen till dricksvatten, medan
andra brister 4r fortsatt allvarliga. Fem linder
iterfinns dessutom pa bada topp-tio-listorna
— deras miljomissiga fattigdom ir inte bara
relative lig, den dr dven lindrigare 4n pi manga
andra stillen.

De hir resultaten identifierar dock inte
nédvindigtvis miljorisker och forsimringar
pa ett bredare plan, exempelvis vad giller okad
utsatthet for 6versvimningar. Fattiga mannis-
kor, som ir mer utsatta for de flesta direkta

Antalet miljorelaterade dodsfall ar hogre i lander med hog MPI-niva

MPI
0.7

06

05

0.4

03

0.2

0.1

o NIGER
ETHIOPIA, VAL
MOZAVBIOUE, * e, SOMALA
LIBERIA® o NGOLA
[ )
COMOROS .  * FwanDa SIERRA LEONE
R . ° [ ] - [ ]
.. ¢ CHAD
% o L] *
% o camerooN
[ ]

[ ] [ )

® o
[ 4 ° °

° [ ]

e %e*  CHana
° 3 o TAJIKISTAN
o o0
CHINA®®  ®
Yl
0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000 5,000

Deaths due to environmental causes (per million people)

Note: Excludes very high HDI countries. Survey years vary by country; see statistical table 5 in the full Report for details.
Source: A. Priiss-Ustiin, R. Bos, F. Gore, and J. Bartram, 2008, Safer Water, Better Health: Costs, Benefits and Sustainability of
Interventions to Protect and Promote Health, Geneva: World Health Organization.

m HUMAN DEVELOPMENT REPORT 2011 SAMMANFATTNING

miljohoten, tenderar dock 4ven att vara mer
utsatta for den storskaliga miljéforstoringen.
Vi undersoker det hir ménstret yteerli-
gare genom att studera forhallandet mellan
MPI och de péfrestningar som orsakas av
klimatforindringen. Vi har jimfort omrades-
specifika MPI £6r 130 nationellt definierade
regioner i 15 linder vad giller nederbord och
temperatur. Totalt sett tycks de fattigaste
regionerna och omradenaide hirlinderna ha
blivit varmare, men inte mycket blotare eller
torrare — forandringar som ligger i linje med
resultaten frin undersékningar av klimatfor-
andringens effekter pa inkomstfattigdomen.
Miljohot mot minsklig utveckling
Miljoforstoringen himmar minniskors moj-
ligheter pi manga sitt. Utéver inkomst och
uppehille paverkas dven hilsa, utbildning och

andra dimensioner av vilbefinnande.

Dalig miljo och halsa

- overlappande brister

Den 6kade sjukdomsbérda som beror pi foro-
renad inom- och utomhusluft, smutsigt vatten
och bristfillig sanitet ar storst bland ménnis-
kor i de fattiga linderna, sirskilt for simre lot-
tade grupper. Elva ginger s& manga minniskor
dor av fororenad inomhusluft i linder med lagt
HDI 4n i 6vriga delar av virlden. Missgynnade
grupper i linder med lagt, medelh6gt och hoge
HDI utsitts ocksa for storre risker fran forore-
nad utomhusluft pa grund av hogre exponering
och storre sarbarhet. I linder med lage HDI
saknar fortfarande 6 av 10 minniskor direkt
tillgang till rent vatten, medan nistan 4 av 10
saknar dragliga toaletter, nigot som bidrar till
savil sjukdomar som underniring. Klimatfor-
andringen hotar att forvirra de hir skillnaderna
genom okad spridning av tropiska sjukdomar,
som malaria och denguefeber samt genom allt
mindre skordar.

Virldshilsoorganisationens databas over
sjukdomar uppvisar sliende fakta vad giller
miljofaktorernas konsekvenser, inklusive det
faktum att orenat vatten och bristfillig sanitet
och hygien 4r bland de 10 vanligaste sjukdoms-
orsakerna i virlden. Varje ar dodar miljorela-
terade sjukdomar, inklusive akuta luftvagsin-
fektioner och diarré, minst 3 miljoner barn



under 5 ars ilder — fler in det totala antalet
barn under 5 ar i Osterrike, Belgien, Neder-
linderna, Portugal och Schweiz tillsammans.

Miljoforstoringen och  klimatforind-
ringen péaverkar bdde den fysiska och sociala
omgivningen. Ogynnsamma faktorer sam-
spelar dessutom vilket kan ge allvarliga foljder
— till exempel 4r halsoriskerna som storst pa
platser dir kvaliteten p vatten och sanitet ar
bristfallig. Av de 10 linder som har den hogsta
frekvensen dodsfall orsakade av miljokatastro-
fer aterfinns 6 iven bland de 10 linderna med
hogst MPI, diribland Niger, Mali och Angola
(se figur 7).

Utbildningsframstegen nar inte
missgynnade barn

Trots att stora delar av virlden mer eller
mindre har uppnitt en allmin inskrivning i
grundskolan, cerstar en hel del luckor. I lin-
der med lagt HDI ir fortfarande nistan 3 av
10 barn i grundskolealdern inte inskrivna i
skolan. Flera hinder — vissa av dem miljore-
laterade — kvarstar dven for de barn som gir
i skolan. Exempelvis medfor bristen pé elek-
tricitet bdde direkta och indirekta effekter.
Tillgang till elekericitet kan mojliggora battre
belysning, vilket i sin tur mojliggor fler stu-
dietimmar. Elekericitet gor det dven mojlige
att anvinda moderna spisar och ugnar for
att pa si sict minska tiden som liggs pa att
himta brinsle och vatten — aktiviteter som
paverkar utbildningen och minskar skolnir-
varon, frimst bland flickor. Tillgangen till
rent vatten och forbittrad sanitet ir sirskile
viktigt for flickors utbildning, eftersom det
leder till hilsoforbattringar, tidsbesparingar
och okade méjligheter till ett privatliv.

Andra konsekvenser

Miljérelaterade brister i hemmet kan sam-
manfalla med bredare pafrestningar pd mil-
jon, vilket himmar manniskors valmajlighe-
ter i en rad olika sammanhang och gér det
svarare att forsorja sig pa tillgingliga naturre-
surser. Man behover arbeta mer for att uppni
samma resultat som tidigare, eller till och med
emigrera for att ddrigenom komma bort frin

miljoforstoringen.

Forsorjning som ar kopplad till naturresur-
ser ir ofta tidskrivande, sirskilt i hushill som
saknar rent vatten och dir matlagningen skots
med omoderna vedspisar. Undersokningar
om tidsforbrukning ger en djupare inblick i
den konsbaserade ojamlikheten; Kvinnor till-
bringar generellt sett mer tid 4n min med att
samla ved och vatten, och pa motsvarande sitt
lagger flickor ofta mer tid an pojkar pé detta.
Det har ocksa visat sig att kvinnornas stora del
idettaarbete hindrar dem fran att engagera sig
iaktiviteter som ger bittre betalt.

Som vi argumenterade for i 2009 ars
HDR ir rérligheten — att lita minniskor
sjilva fd bestimma var de ska leva — viktig for
att oka deras frihet och mojlighet att forverk-
liga sin potential. Juridiska begransningar gor
dock migrationen riskabel. Det dr dessutom
svart att uppskatta hur ménga minniskor
som flyttar bort frin milj6relaterade pafrest-
ningar. Detta eftersom det finns andra fakto-
rer som ocksa péverkar — i synnerhet fattig-
domen. Antalet uppskattas dock vara mycket
hogt.

Vidare har miljérelaterade pafrestningar
aven kopplats till okad konfliktrisk. Den hir
kopplingen ar dock inte direke, samtidigt som
den paverkas av den bredare politiska ckono-
min och andra faktorer som gor individer,
grupper och samhillen sirbara f6r miljofor-
storingens foljder.

Ojamlikhet till foljd

av extremt vader

Forutom de ytterst farliga, kroniska hoten
kan miljoforstoringen ocksa oka risken for att
mer akuta hot intriffar — ofta med 6kad ojim-
likhet som foljd. Var analys pekar pi att en
10-procentig ékning av antalet personer som
drabbas av extrema viderhindelser sinker ett
lands HDI med nistan 2 procent. Effekterna
painkomst, och ilinder med medelhogt HDI,
blir annu storre.

Bordan fordelas heller inte rittvist. Risken
for skada eller dodsfall till foljd av Gversvam-
ningar, stormvindar och jordskred ir hogre
for barn, kvinnor och ildre, sirskilt bland de
factiga. Den péfallande ojimlikheten mellan
koénen som observerats vid naturkatastrofer

pekar pid att skillnaderna i utsatthet — samt
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tillgdngen till resurser, formagor och mojlighe-
ter — systematiskt missgynnar kvinnor genom
att gora dem mer sirbara.

Aven barn drabbas oproportionerligt hart
av viderchocker. Detta eftersom foljderna av
underniring och missad skoltid begrinsar
deras framtidsutsikter 6ver tid. Bevis fran
flera utvecklingslinder visar dessutom att
tillfilliga “inkomstchocker” kan leda till att
familjer tar sina barn ur skolan. Mer generellt
finns det flera faktorer som styr hushillens
utsatthet och formaga att hantera plotsliga
chocker. Dessa faktorer inkluderar typen av
chock, hushillets socioekonomiska status,
sociala kapital och informella stéd, samt hur
jamlike och effektive bistandet och aterupp-
byggnadsarbetet ar.

Okad mdéjlighet att paverka sin
livssituation - familjeplanering och
politisk obalans

Forandrade konsroller och okat sjilvbestam-
mande har gjort det mojligt for en del lin-
der och grupper att stirka den miljémissigt
hallbara utvecklingen och den sociala rittvi-
san, vilket i sin tur har frimjat den ménskliga
utvecklingen i stort.

Jamstalldhet

Virt Gender Inequality Index (GII), som i
ir har uppdaterats for 145 linder, visar hur
begrinsningar i den reproduktiva hilsan
bidrar till stora skillnader mellan kénen.
Det hir ar viktigt eftersom kvinnor som
bor i linder med allmin tillging till famil-
jeplanering och preventivmedel tenderar att
ha firre barn. Detta bidrar i sin tur positivt
till sivil moderns som barnens hilsa som
till minskade utslipp av vixthusgaser. Till
exempel har Kuba, Mauritius, Thailand och
Tunisien — lander dar reproduktiv sjukvird
och preventivmedel ir tillgingliga for all-
minheten — fodelsetal som ligger under tvd
barn per kvinna. Runt om i virlden finns det
dock fortfarande ett stort ouppfyllt behov
pa detta omréde och forskning pekar pé att
bide befolkningstillvixten och utslippen av
vixthusgaser skulle minska avsevirt om alla
virldens kvinnor sjilva kunde fatta beslut
om reproduktion. Om man kunde méta det
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obesvarade behovet av familjeplanering fram
till ar 2050 skulle detta sinka virldens koldi-
oxidutslapp till en nivé som ar uppskatenings-
vis 17 procent lagre in dagens.

GII fokuserar dven pa kvinnors delta-
gande i det politiska beslutsfattandet och
betonar att kvinnor har hamnat pi efterkil-
ken runt om i virlden — i synnerhet i Afrika
soder om Sahara, sodra Asien och arabsta-
terna. Det hir har viktiga konsekvenser for
den hallbara utvecklingen och for jamlik-
heten i stort. Eftersom kvinnor ofta fir bira
de tyngsta bérdorna nir det giller att samla
ved och vatten och iven ir de mest utsatta for
fororenad inomhusluft, paverkas ofta kvin-
nor mer an man av politiska beslut som rér
naturresurser. Nya studier visar att det inte
bara dr ast kvinnor deltar som ar vikeig,
utan iven hur de deltar — och i vilken omfatt-
ning. Eftersom kvinnor ofta visar en stérre
omsorg for miljon, stodjer miljéfrimjande
lagforslag och rostar pa miljévinliga ledare,
skulle deras 6kade engagemang inom politik
och frivilligorganisationer kunna leda till
miljévinster som dessutom skulle ge positiva
effekter pd samtliga millenniemal.

De hir argumenten ir inte nya, men de
bekriftar pd nytt hur virdefullt det 4r att
oka kvinnors frihet. Detta eftersom kvinnors
deltagande i politiske beslutsfattande har ett
inneboende virde i sig, samtidigt som det ar
en bidragande faktor nir man ska adressera
problem kopplade till bide social rittvisa och
miljémissigt hallbar utveckling.

Maktklyftor

Som vi argumenterade for i 2010 ars HDR har
empowerment — Skad majlighet att paverka
sitt liv — ménga sidor, bland annat genom de
formella demokratiska processerna pd natio-
nell niva och de mer deltagande processerna
pa lokal niva. Okad makt att paverka politiskt
pa nationell, regional och lokal nivd har ocksi
visat sig kunna forbattra den hallbara miljout-
vecklingen. Studier har visat att demokratier i
regel 4r mer ansvarstagande infor sina viljare
och att de darfor stédjer medborgerliga rit-
tigheter i storre utstrickning. En viktig utma-
ning, som ir pataglig dven i demokratier, ir
dock att de minniskor som drabbas virst av



miljoforstoring ofta ocksa ar de som har det
simst stillt och minst mojlighet att paverka.
Detta innebir i sin tur att prioriterade policys
och rikdlinjer sillan dterspeglar dessa miannis-
kors intressen och behov.

Det finns alle fler bevis som pekar pi att
ojimlika maktforhallanden, ofta aterspeglade
i de politiska institutionerna, paverkar miljon
negativt i en rad linder och sammanhang. Det
har innebar att fattiga manniskor och andra
missgynnade grupper drabbas oproportioner-
ligt av miljoforstoringen. I arbetet med den
hir rapporten gjordes nya analyser som tacker
omkring 100 linder. Dessa bekriftar att en
mer jimlik maktbalans har positiva effekter
for miljon, inte minst vad giller batcre till-
gang till vatten, minskad markforstéring och
firre dodsfall pa grund av luftfororeningar och
smutsigt vatten.

Positiva synergier - vinnande
strategier for miljo, jamlikhet
och méansklig utveckling

Som ett svar pa de stora utmaningar som rap-
porten beskriver har en rad offentliga och
privata aktérer utvecklat strategier som inte-
grerar héllbar miljoutveckling med social
ratevisa och som dessutom frimjar minsklig
utveckling — win-win-win-strategier. Effek-
tiva losningar maste vara anpassade till sam-
manhanget men det ir ocksa viktigt att man
bygger vidare pd lokala och nationella erfa-
renheter och att man uppmirksammar prin-
ciper som kan tillimpas i flera sammanhang,
Pa lokal nivd poingteras behovet av inklu-
derande institutioner, medan vi pa nationell
niva vill kunna dteranvinda och sprida fram-
gangsrika innovationer och reformer.

Det ir ett omfattande arbete som den hir
rapporten inte kan gora rittvisa, men det finns
ett tydligt mervirde i att identifiera win-win-
win-strategier som bevisligen 4r framgangs-
rika i frigor som ror véra sociala, eckonomiska
och miljorelaterade utmaningar. Detta kan
ske genom att hantera, eller till och med und-
vika, situationer dir vi tvingas kompromissa
och vilja mellan insatser och tillvigagingssitt
som gynnar antingen miljon eller jimlikheten
och den minskliga utvecklingen. Med malet

att inspirera till debatt och handling lagger vi
fram konkreta exempel som visar hur strategin
att undvika kompromisser och att identifiera
positiva synergier har fungerat i praktiken.
Nedan presenterar vi ett exempel pd modern

energi.

Tillgang till modern energi

Energi ir centralt for den minskliga utveck-

lingen. Trots detta saknar omkring 1,5 miljar-

der minniskor i virlden — mer in en av fem

— tillging till elektricitet. Bland de multidi-

mensionellt fattiga ir bristerna dnnu storre —

en av tre saknar tillging till elektricitet.
Maste vi da acceptera att 6kad energitill-
forsel ocksd méste innebira stora utsldppsok-
ningar? Inte nodvandigevis. Mojligheten att
oka tillgingen till energi utan att det belastar
miljon ser till och med mycket lovande ut:

e Lokala, decentraliserade 16sningar ar tek-
niskt mojliga alternativ for att leverera
energitjanster till fattiga hushill, de kan
dessutom finansieras och levereras med
minimal paverkan pa klimatet.

e Att forse alla minniskor med grundlag-
gande, moderna energitjinster skulle bara
oka koldioxidutslaippen med uppskatt-
ningsvis 0,8 procent.

2010 nadde den globala energitillforseln

en punkt di fornyelsebar energi stod for 25
procent av den globala energikapaciteten och
mer 4n 18 procent av den levererade globala
elektriciteten. Utmaningen ligger i att 6ka
tillgdngen i en omfattning och hastighet som
kommer att forbattra livet for fattiga min och
kvinnor — nu och i framtiden.

Att forhindra ytterligare
miljoforsamringar

Det bredare utbudet av insatser for att férhin-
dra en ytterligare forsimring av miljon inne-
factar allt frin att 6ka de reproduktiva valmoj-
ligheterna till att frimja en samhillsbaserad
skogsforvaltning och att utveckla en anpassad
respons vid katastrofer.

Reproduktiva rittigheter, inklusive tillging
till reproduktiv hilsovird, ir en forutsittning
for kvinnors sjilvbestimmande och kan dess-
utom forhindra att miljon forsamras yteerligare.
Betydande forbattringar ar mojligaoch det finns
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ménga exempel som visar att det gir att anvinda
befintlig infrastruktur inom sjukvarden for att
leverera sjukvardstjanster till lag kostnad. Bang-
ladesh ar ett bra exempel, dir rasade fodelseta-
len fran 6,6 barn perkvinnaar 1975 till 2,4 barn
per kvinna dr 2009. Regeringen subventione-
rade preventivmedel och rikeade sig direke till
befolkningen for att gora dessa mer lactillging-
liga. Man péverkade dven de sociala normerna
genom diskussioner med opinionsbildare bland
béda konen, vilket inkluderade religiosa ledare,
larare och frivilligorganisationer

Lokal forvaltning av skogen kan dven det
motverka forsaimringar av den lokala miljon
och dessutom minska utslippen av koldioxid.
Av erfarenhet vet man dock att det finns en risk
att redan marginaliserade grupper utesluts och
missgynnas. For att undvika de riskerna under-
stryks vikten av ett brett deltagande vid utform-
ningen och genomférandet av skogsforvale-
ningen. Det ar sarskilt viktigt att sakerstilla att
fattiga grupper och kvinnor, som dr beroende av
skogsresurserna, inte drabbas negativt.

Det har dven dykt upp en del nya strategier
nir det giller att reducera naturkatastrofers
skadliga effekter genom rittvisa och anpass-
ningsbara hjilpinsatser och mer innovativa soci-
ala skyddssystem. Katastrofinsatserna omfattar
en lokal kartliggning av riskerna och en mer
progressiv fordelning av tillgingarna i samband
med ateruppbyggnaden. Tidigare erfarenheter
har drivit p4 en overgang till mer decentrali-
serade modeller for riskminimering. Sadana
insatser kan stirka lokalsamhillenas makt —
sarskilt for kvinnorna — genom att betona vik-
ten av deltagande i beslut och planering. Lokal-
samhillen kan dirigenom teruppbyggas pa sitt
som motverkar tidigare ojimlikheter.

Att omprova var
utvecklingsmodell -
vagar till forandring

Bristande jamlikhet mellan ménniskor, grup-
per och linder bidrar till stora och vixande
miljéhot och utgér massiva policyutma-
ningar. Det finns dock anledning till opti-
mism. I manga avseenden r dagens situation
mer installd p& utveckling 4n nigonsin tidi-

gare, inte minst med tanke p& den nydanande
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politik och de spannande initiativ som finns
i vissa delar av virlden. For att fora debat-
ten framét krivs dock et djirvt tinkande,
inte minst infér FN:s konferens om haillbar
utveckling (Rio+20) och for tiden efter 2015,
som ir dead-line for FN:s millenniemil. Den
hir rapporten for fram en vision for hur man
kan frimja minsklig utveckling genom att
promota héllbarhet och rittvisa i samspel. P4
lokal och nationell nivi betonar vi behovet av
att sitta social rittvisa i det férsta rummet vid
utformningen av riktlinjer och handlingspro-
gram, och att samtidigt utnyttja de potenti-
ella multipliceringseffekterna av ett stirke del-
tagande (empowerment) pa den juridiska och
politiska arenan. Pa den globala nivin lyfter vi
fram behovet av att dgna mer resurser at akuta
miljohot samt att bittra pi missgynnade lin-
ders och gruppers representation och stillning
nar det galler tillging till finansiering,

Att integrera fragor om jamlikhet i den

grona ekonomin

Ett huvudtema i den hir rapporten ir beho-

vet av att fullt ut integrera rictvisefrigorna i

den politik som paverkar miljon. Traditionella

metoder for hur man bedémer miljopolitik har
inte ricke dill. De kan till exempel visa pa effek-
terna av framtida utslipp, men ger inte mycket
vigledning nir det kommer till férdelnings-
fragorna. Till och med nir man tar hinsyn
till effekeer for olika grupper ar fokuset oftast
begransat till manniskors inkomster. Betydel-
sen av social rittvisa och medbestimmande
framgir dock redan klart och tydligt i malen
for den grona ekonomin. Vi foreslar act man
driver den frigan dnnu lingre.
Beslutsfattandet skulle kunna innebira
storre fokus pa social rittvisa om intressenter-

nas analys ocksa tar hansyn «ill:

o Icke-inkomstrelaterade dimensioner av
livskvalitet och vilfird, med hjilp av verk-
tyg som MPL.

e Dirckea och indirekta effekter av policys
och riktlinjer.

e Meckanismer for att kompensera svirt
drabbade minniskor.

e Riskerna vid extrema viderhindelser som
skulle kunna fa katastrofala foljder, oavsett
om de ir sannolika eller inte.



En tidig analys av politikens fordelnings- och

miljokonsekvenser ar ocks3 av stor vike.

En ren och saker miljo

- en rattighet, inte ett privilegium

Att inkorporera de miljorelaterade rittighe-
terna i nationell lagstiftning kan vara effektivt,
inte minst d& det ger medborgarna make att
skydda dessa rittigheter. Minst 120 linder har
grundlagar som tar upp miljonormer. Dess-
utom ir det ménga linder som, trots att de
saknar uttryckliga miljorelaterade rittigheter,
tolkar grundlagens stadgar kring individuella
rittigheter som att dessa dven inkluderar den
grundliggande ritten till en hilsosam miljé.

Ett grundlagsmissigt erkinnande av allas
lika rate till en hilsosam miljé frimjar social
rittvisa genom att tillgingen inte lingre
begrinsas bara till dem som har rad. Atc
omsitta den hir rattigheten i handling inom
det juridiska ramverket kan paverka regering-
ars prioriteringar och resursférdelning.

Vid sidan av ett juridiske erkidnnande av
allas lika rittigheter till en hilsosam och vil-
fungerande milj6é finns ocksi ett behov av
fungerande institutioner, vilket inkluderar ett
rittvist och sjilvstandigt domstolsvisende och
ritten att f ut information frin myndigheter
och foretag. Ocksé det internationella samfun-
det har alltmer bérjat erkdnna ricten till miljo-
relaterad information.

Deltagande och ansvar

Valfrihet dr av central vikt for den manskliga
utvecklingen och har — som vi diskuterade i
forra drets HDR — bade ett inneboende och ett
reellt virde. Stora maktklyfror kan resultera i
avgorande skillnader nar det galler resultat pa
miljdomridet men pa motsvarande sitt kan
okat sjalvbestimmande leda till mer jimlika
och positiva miljoresultat. Demokrati 4r viktigt,
men utover detta maste de nationella institutio-
nerna vara ansvarstagande och inkluderande —
sarskilt ndr det kommer till utsatta grupper, inte
minst kvinnor — detta for att mojliggora atct hela
sambhillet far tillging till information.

En Oppen, transparent och inkluderande
process ar en nédvindig forutsitening for delea-
gande — i praktiken kvarstir dock ménga hinder.
Trots positiva forindringar behovs ytterligare

krafttag for att forbattra mojligheterna for vissa,
traditionellt uteslutna grupper som exempelvis
ursprungsbefolkningar, att f4 spela en mer aktiv
roll. Alle tydligare bevis pekar dessutom pé hur
viktigt det dr att méjliggora kvinnors deltagande,
bade for deras egen skull och for att detta ocksa
bidrar till en mer hallbar utveckling.

Nir regeringar ar lyhorda for allmianhetens
intressen ar det mer sannolikt att forandringar
kommer till stind. En miljo med ett starke civil-
sambhille driver ocksa pa ett Skat ansvarstagande
p lokal, nationell och global niv3, medan press-
friheten ar avgorande for att 6ka medvetenhet

och delaktighet bland allminheten.

Finansiella investeringar:

var star vi idag?

Debatterna om hallbar utveckling tar upp vik-

tiga fragor om kostnader och finansiering, vil-

ket dven inbegriper vem som bor finansiera vad —

och hur. Principen om en mer rittvis fordelning
foresprakar stora resursoverforingar till fattiga
linder, bide for att astadkomma en mer jamlik
tillgang till vatten och energi och for att betala
klimatanpassningen och lindra klimatforind-
ringens effekter.

Fyra viktiga budskap trider fram ur vir
finansiella analys:

e Investeringsbehoven ir stora, men investe-
ringarna 6verstiger inte dagens utgifter for
andra omraden, som exempelvis det mili-
tara. De uppskattade drliga investeringar
som krivs for att 4stadkomma allmin till-
gang till moderna energikillor 4r mindre
an en ittondel av de arliga subventionerna
av fossila brinslen.

o Ataganden inom den offentliga sektorn ar
viktiga, och den privata sektorn 4r en bade
viktig — och nédvindig — finansieringskalla.
Offentliga insatser kan fungera som en kata-
lysator for privata investeringar, vilket framha-
ver vikeen av att 6ka de allménna tillgingarna
och stddja ett positivt investeringsklimat och
lokal kapacitet.

e Bristfillig data gor det svart att folja upp
savil privata som offentliga utgifter for en
hallbar miljéutveckling. Tillganglig infor-
mation tilliter bara undersokningar av det
officiella bistandet.
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lFGURE |
Det officiella bistandet ar langt mindre dn behoven
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¢ Finansieringsarkitekturen ar komplex och
fragmenterad, vilket minskar dess effektivi-
tet och gor det svartatt 6vervaka utgifterna.

Det finns mycket att lira av de 6verenskom-

melser som gjordes i Paris och Accra for att

fraimja effektiviteten.

Aven om tillginglig data vad giller behov,
dtaganden och utbetalningar inte 4r fullstin-
dig och omfattningen ir osiker s3 ir situa-
tionen indd uppenbar. Klyftorna mellan
officiella bistandsutbetalningar och de inves-
teringsbehov som finns for att ta sig an kli-
matforindringen, erhilla miljévanlig energi,
samt adressera vatten- och sanitetsbehoven ir

m HUMAN DEVELOPMENT REPORT 2011 SAMMANFATTNING

enorma — till och med storre an klyftan mel-
lan bistindsitagandena och investeringsbeho-
ven (se figur 8). Anslagen for att ta fram ener-
gikillor med laga koldioxidutslipp motsvarar
endast 1,6 procent av de uppskattade behoven,
medan anslagen till klimatanpassning och
utslippsminskningar motsvarar runt 11 pro-
cent av det lgt uppskattade behovet. For vatr
ten och sanitet 4r summorna mycket ligre, si
hir ligger de officiella dtagandena f6r bistindet
narmare de uppskattade kostnaderna.



Hur man minskar finansieringsklyftan:
skatt pa valutatransaktioner - fran idé till
praktisk politik

Klyfran mellan tillgingliga resurser och de finan-
sieringsbehov som finns for attkunna tasigan de
brister och utmaningar som dokumenteratsiden
hir rapporten skulle kunna minskas markant om
vibara drog nytta av nya méjligheter. En skatt pa
valutatransaktioner ses av minga som en utmirkt
16sning. Idén foresprakades i 1994 ars HDR och
har blivit alltmer accepterad som en praktisk och
politisk méjlighet. Den senaste finansiella krisen
har dessutom gett nyte liv it forslaget, vilket tyd-
ligt visar dess relevans och akrtualitet.

Infrastrukturen for dagens valutahandel
ir mer organiserad, centraliserad och stan-
dardiserad, vilket innebir att méjligheten ate
infora skatten terigen kan betonas. Skatten
har omfamnats pd hog nivé, bland annat av
the Leading Group on Innovative Financing,
som bestar av 63 linder (bland annat Kina,
Frankrike, Tyskland, Japan och Storbritan-
nien). Vidare har FN:s High-Level Advisory
Group on Climate Change Financing nyligen
foreslagit att 25-50 procent av intikterna frin
en sidan skatt ska riktas direke till klimatan-
passningsarbetet och till utslippsminskningar
i utvecklingslinderna.

Vir uppdaterade analys visar att en skatt
pa valutatransaktioner skulle kunna inbringa
intdkter p ungefir 40 miljarder dollar arligen
redan vid en ytterst lag skatteprocent (0,005
procent) — och detta utan nagra extra adminis-
trativa kostnader. Det finns inte manga andra
forslag som skulle kunna méta nya och okade
finansieringsbehov i den hir storleken, nigot
som ocksa har understrukits i den internatio-
nella debatten.

En bredare skatt pa finanstransaktioner
har dven den en lovande potential att ge stora
intikter. De flesta av G-20-linderna har redan
infort en skatt pa finanstransaktioner och den
internationella valutafonden (IMF) har bekrif-
tat den administrativa genomférbarheten av
en breddad skatt. En version av skatten ir en
palaga pa 0,05 procent for nationella och inter-
nationella finanstransaktioner, vilket uppskatt-

ningsvis skulle kunna inbringa 600-700 miljar-
der dollar.

Vidare har intresset okat for att anvinda
delar av IMF:s 6verskott fran sirskilda drag-
ningsratter. Detta skulle kunna dra in upp till
75 miljarder dollar, med liten eller ingen kost-
nad f6r de bidragande linderna. Dragningsrit-
terna ar sarskilt tilltalande eftersom de fungerar
som ett instrument for att balansera valutan,
denna efterfrigan vintas komma frin tillvixe
marknader som vill diversifiera sina reserver.

Reformer som starker jamlikheten och gor
manniskors roster horda

Vi miste minska den ansvarsklyfta som for
nirvarande finns i hanteringen av den glo-
bala miljon, detta for att kunna minska klyf-
tan mellan politiker, férhandlare och besluts-
fattare och de medborgare som idag ar mest
drabbade av miljoforstoringen. Det ricker inte
bara med ansvarstagande, men det ir grund-
liggande f6r att kunna bygga ett globalt socialt
och miljomassigt effektivt styrsystem som kan
uppfylla minniskors behov.

Vi efterfragar vidare insatser for att
stirka den sociala rittvisan och goéra min-
niskors roster horda nir det galler tillging
till finansiering som kan stodja insatserna
mot milj6forstéringen.

Privata resurser ar mycket viktiga, men
da den storsta delen av finansflodena till
exempelvis energisektorn kommer fran
privata aktorer, kan hogre risker och ligre
vinstmarginal i vissa linder och regioner
paverka resursernas riktning. Utan refor-
mer kommer tillgingen till finansiering att
fortsitta vara ojimnt fordelad mellan linder,
vilket riskerar att forvirra redan existerande
ojamlikheter. Det hir visar pa vikten av att
sikerstilla en rittvis fordelning av offent-
liga investeringsfldden och att man forsoker
skapa forutsittningar som drar till sig pri-
vata investeringar.

Slutsatsen ir tydlig - jamlikhetsprin-
ciper behovs for att leda och uppmuntra de
internationella finansieringsflodena. Stod till
upprittandet av institutioner behovs ocksd
tor att utvecklingslinderna ska kunna skapa
limpliga riktlinjer och incitament. De regle-
ringsmekanismer for internationell offentlig
finansiering som finns maste dessutom ge
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utrymme for paverkan samt verka for
okat socialt ansvarstagande.

Alla verkliga forsok att i grunden
oka anstringningarna act sakea ner eller
hejda klimatférindringen kriver att
man viver samman befintliga resurser
— nationella och internationella, pri-
vata och offentliga, bidrag och lan. Fér
att underlitta en rittvis fordelning och
effektiv anvindning av internationella
finansieringsfléden foreslir den hir
rapporten att nationella intressenter
ska ges mojligheten att utforma klimat-
finanserna pa landniva. Nationella kli-
matfonder kan underlitta utformning
och 6vervakning av resurserna, nigot
som ir nodvindigt for att kunna sikra
det nationella ansvarstagandet och de
positiva fordelningseffekterna.

Rapporten foresprikar fyra verkeyg
pa nationell nivé for att fora den hir
agendan framat:

o Strategier som bygger pi liga
utslippsnivder och stirkt motstands-
kraft — detta for att samordna méilen
for minsklig utveckling, jamlikhet
och klimatforindringen.

o Samarbete mellan offentliga och pri-
vata aktorer — for att katalysera kapi-
tal frin bade foretag och hushall.

o Mojligheter till finansieringslos-
ningar for lokala klimatinitiativ
— for att fi till stdnd en rittvist
fordelad tillgang till offentlig, inter-
nationell finansiering,

o Koordinerade system for implemen-
tering, dvervakning, rapportering och
verifiering — for att skapa langsik-
tiga och effektiva resultat samt okat
ansvarstagande gentemot lokalbe-
folkning och samarbetspartners.
Slutligen efterfragar vi ett globalt

initiativ for universell tillging till energi

— ett Universal Energy Access Initia-

tive — som okar kunskapen och stodet

for utveckling av ren energi pa nationell
nivi. Ett sidant initiativ skulle kunna
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sitta fart pa Gvergangen frin stegvis till
genomgripande forindring.

* * *

Den hir rapporten belyser koppling-
arna mellan héllbar utveckling och
social rittvisa och visar hur den minsk-
liga utvecklingen kan bli mer héllbar
och jimlik. Rapporten visar hur miljé-
forstoringen skadar factiga och utsatta
grupper mer an andra. Vi foreslar rike-
linjer som ska ritta till dessa obalanser
och utformar en strategi f6r hur man ska
hantera dagens miljoproblem pa ett site
som frimjar bdde jamlikhet och minsk-
lig utveckling. Vi presenterar praktiska
vigar for att gemensamt frimja dessa
kompletterande mal, vilket 6kar min-
niskors valmojligheter samtidigt som
det skyddar miljon.
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2011 HDI rank and change in rank from 2010 to 2011

Afghanistan 172 Georgia 75 Occupied Palestinian Territory 114

Albania 70 T 1 Germany 9 Oman 89

Algeria 96 Ghana 135 T 1 Pakistan 145

Andorra 32 Greece 29 Palau 49

Angola 148 Grenada 67 Panama 58 T 1
Antigua and Barbuda 60 T 1 Guatemala 131 Papua New Guinea 153 1L
Argentina 45 T 1 Guinea 178 Paraguay 107

Armenia 86 Guinea-Bissau 176 Peru 80 T 1
Australia 2 Guyana 117 T 2 Philippines 1m T 1
Austria 19 Haiti 158 T 1 Poland 39
Azerbaijan 91 Honduras 121 L -1 Portugal a1l 4
Bahamas 53 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 13 7T 1 Qatar 37

Bahrain 42 Hungary 38 Romania 50
Bangladesh 146 Iceland 1w L - Russian Federation 66
Barbados 47 India 134 Rwanda 166

Belarus 65 Indonesia 124 T 1 Saint Kitts and Nevis 72

Belgium 18 Iran, Islamic Republic of 88 1l -1 Saint Lucia 82

Belize 93 L -1 Iraq 132 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines g5 L -
Benin 167 Ireland 7 Samoa 99

Bhutan 141 L -1 Israel 17 S&o Tomé and Principe 144 L
Bolivia, Plurinational State of 108 Italy 24 Saudi Arabia 56 T 2
Bosnia and Herzegovina 74 Jamaica 79 L Senegal 155
Botswana 118 L -1 Japan 12 Serbia 59 T 1
Brazil 84 T 1 Jordan 95 L -1  Seychelles 52

Brunei Darussalam 33 Kazakhstan 68 T 1 Sierra Leone 180

Bulgaria 5 T 1 Kenya 143 T 1  Singapore 26

Burkina Faso 181 Kiribati 122 Slovakia 35

Burundi 185 Korea, Republic of 15 Slovenia 21
Cambodia 139 T 2 Kuwait 63 1L -1 SolomonIslands 142
Cameroon 150 T 1 Kyrgyzstan 126 South Africa 123 T 1
Canada 6 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 138 T 1 Spain 23

Cape Verde 133 Latvia 43 SriLanka 97 T 1
Central African Republic 179 Lebanon 71 L -1 Sudan 169

Chad 183 L -1 Lesotho 160 Suriname 104

Chile 44 Liberia 182 T 1 Swaziland 140 L -2
China 101 Libya 64 1 -10 Sweden 10
Colombia 87 T 1 Liechtenstein 8 Switzerland "

Comoros 163 Lithuania 40 T 1 Syrian Arab Republic 19 L =
Congo 137 Luxembourg 25 Tajikistan 127

Congo, Democratic Republic of the 187 Madagascar 151 L -2 Tanzania, United Republic of 152 T 1
Costa Rica 69 L -1 Malawi 171 Thailand 103

Cote d’lvoire 170 Malaysia 61 T 3 Timor-Leste 147

Croatia 46 L -1 Maldives 109 Togo 162

Cuba 51 Mali 175 Tonga 90

Cyprus 31 Malta 36 Trinidad and Tobago 62 T 1
Czech Republic 27 Mauritania 159 L -1 Tunisia 9% L -
Denmark 16 Mauritius 77 Turkey 92 T 3
Djibouti 165 L -1 Mexico 57 Turkmenistan 102
Dominica 81 1L -1 Micronesia, Federated States of 116 Uganda 161
Dominican Republic 98 T 2 Moldova, Republic of m Ukraine 76 T 3
Ecuador 83 Mongolia 110 United Arab Emirates 30

Egypt 113 L -1 Montenegro 54 T 1 United Kingdom 28

El Salvador 105 Morocco 130 United States 4
Equatorial Guinea 136 L Mozambique 184 Uruguay 48

Eritrea 177 Myanmar 149 T 1 Uzbekistan 15

Estonia 34 Namibia 120 T 1 Vanuatu 125 L -2
Ethiopia 174 Nepal 157 L 1 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 73

Fiji 100 . -3 Netherlands 3 Viet Nam 128

Finland 22 New Zealand 5 Yemen 154

Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 78 1 -2 Nicaragua 129 Zambia 164 T 1
France 20 Niger 186 Zimbabwe 173

Gabon 106 Nigeria 156 T 1

Gambia 168 Norway 1

NOTE

Arrows indicate upward or downward movement in the country’s ranking over 20102011 using consistent data and methodology; a blank indicates no change.
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VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

Human Development
Index (HDI)
Value

Human development indices

Inequality-adjusted
HDI

Value Rank

Gender Inequality Index
Value

Multidimensional
Poverty Index

1 Norway 0.943 0.890 1 0.075 6

2 Australia 0.929 0.856 0.136 18

3 Netherlands 0.910 0.846 4 0.052 2

4 United States 0.910 0771 23 0.299 47

5 New Zealand 0.908 . . 0.195 32

6 Canada 0.908 0.829 12 0.140 20

7 lreland 0.908 0.843 6 0.203 33

8 Liechtenstein 0.905 . . . .

9 Germany 0.905 0.842 7 0.085 7

10 Sweden 0.904 0.851 3 0.049 1

11 Switzerland 0.903 0.840 9 0.067 4

12 Japan 0.901 0.123 14

13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 0.898 . . . .

14 Iceland 0.898 0.845 5 0.099 9

15 Korea, Republic of 0.897 0.749 28 0.1Mm "

16 Denmark 0.895 0.842 8 0.060 3

17 lsrael 0.888 0.779 21 0.145 22

18 Belgium 0.886 0.819 15 0.114 12

19 Austria 0.885 0.820 14 0131 16

20 France 0.884 0.804 16 0.106 10 .
21 Slovenia 0.884 0.837 10 0.175 28 0.000
22 Finland 0.882 0.833 1 0.075 5

23 Spain 0.878 0.799 17 0.117 13

24 ltaly 0.874 0.779 22 0.124 15

25 Luxembourg 0.867 0.799 18 0.169 26

26 Singapore 0.866 . . 0.086 8 .
27 Czech Republic 0.865 0.821 13 0.136 17 0.010
28 United Kingdom 0.863 0.791 19 0.209 34

29 Greece 0.861 0.756 26 0.162 24 .
30 United Arab Emirates 0.846 . . 0.234 38 0.002
31 Cyprus 0.840 0.755 27 0141 21

32 Andorra 0.838

33 Brunei Darussalam 0.838 . . . . .
34 Estonia 0.835 0.769 24 0.194 30 0.026
35 Slovakia 0.834 0.787 20 0.194 31 0.000
36 Malta 0.832 0.272 42

37 Qatar 0.831 . . 0.549 M .
38 Hungary 0.816 0.759 25 0.237 39 0.016
39 Poland 0.813 0.734 29 0.164 25

40 Lithuania 0.810 0.730 30 0.192 29

41 Portugal 0.809 0.726 31 0.140 19

42 Bahrain 0.806 . . 0.288 44 .
43 latvia 0.805 0.717 33 0.216 36 0.006
44 Chile 0.805 0.652 44 0.374 68 .
45 Argentina 0.797 0.641 47 0.372 67 0.0m
46 Croatia 0.796 0.675 38 0.170 27 0.016
47 Barbados 0.793 0.364 65
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

48 Uruguay 0.783 0.654 43 0.352 62 0.006
49 Palau 0.782 . . . .

50 Romania 0.781 0.683 36 0.333 55

51 Cuba 0.776 0.337 58

52 Seychelles 0.773 . . . .

53 Bahamas 0771 0.658 4 0.332 54 .
54 Montenegro 0.771 0.718 32 . . 0.006
55 Bulgaria 0.771 0.683 37 0.245 40

56 Saudi Arabia 0.770 . . 0.646 135 .
57 Mexico 0.770 0.589 56 0.448 79 0.015
58 Panama 0.768 0.579 57 0.492 95

HUMAN DEVELOPMENT INDICES m



Human development indices

Inequality-adjusted

Human Development

Index (HDI) HDI Gender Inequality Index Multidimensional
Value Value Rank Value Rank Poverty Index

59 Serbia 0.766 0.694 34 . . 0.003
60 Antigua and Barbuda 0.764 . . . .
61 Malaysia 0.761 . . 0.286 43 .
62 Trinidad and Tobago 0.760 0.644 46 0.331 53 0.020
63 Kuwait 0.760 . . 0.229 37
64 Libya 0.760 . . 0.314 51 .
65 Belarus 0.756 0.693 35 . . 0.000
66 Russian Federation 0.755 0.670 39 0.338 59 0.005
67 Grenada 0.748 . . . . .
68 Kazakhstan 0.745 0.656 42 0.334 56 0.002
69 Costa Rica 0.744 0.591 55 0.361 64 .
70 Albania 0.739 0.637 49 0.271 4 0.005
71 Lebanon 0.739 0.570 59 0.440 76
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.735 . . . .
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.735 0.540 67 0.447 78 .
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.733 0.649 45 . . 0.003
75 Georgia 0.733 0.630 51 0.418 73 0.003
76 Ukraine 0.729 0.662 40 0.335 57 0.008
77 Mauritius 0.728 0.631 50 0.353 63 .
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 0.728 0.609 54 0.151 23 0.008
79 Jamaica 0.727 0.610 53 0.450 81 .
80 Peru 0.725 0.557 63 0.415 72 0.086
81 Dominica 0.724
82 Saint Lucia 0.723 . . . . .
83 Ecuador 0.720 0.535 69 0.469 85 0.009
84 Brazil 0.718 0.519 73 0.449 80 0.011
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 0.717 . . . . .
86 Armenia 0.716 0.639 48 0.343 60 0.004
87 Colombia 0.710 0.479 86 0.482 91 0.022
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.707 . . 0.485 92
89 Oman 0.705 . . 0.309 49
90 Tonga 0.704 . . . . .
91 Azerbaijan 0.700 0.620 52 0.314 50 0.021
92 Turkey 0.699 0.542 66 0.443 77 0.028
93 Belize 0.699 . . 0.493 97 0.024
94 Tunisia 0.698 0.523 72 0.293 45 0.010
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 0.698 0.565 61 0.456 83 0.008
96 Algeria 0.698 . . 0.412 n .
97 Srilanka 0.691 0.579 58 0.419 74 0.021
98 Dominican Republic 0.689 0.510 77 0.480 90 0.018
99 Samoa 0.688
100 Fiji 0.688 . . . . .
101 China 0.687 0.534 70 0.209 35 0.056
102 Turkmenistan 0.686 . . . . .
103 Thailand 0.682 0.537 68 0.382 69 0.006
104 Suriname 0.680 0.518 74 . . 0.039
105 El Salvador 0.674 0.495 83 0.487 93 .
106 Gabon 0.674 0.543 65 0.509 103 0.161
107 Paraguay 0.665 0.505 78 0.476 87 0.064
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.663 0.437 87 0.476 88 0.089
109 Maldives 0.661 0.495 82 0.320 52 0.018
110 Mongolia 0.653 0.563 62 0.410 70 0.065
111 Moldova, Republic of 0.649 0.569 60 0.298 46 0.007
112 Philippines 0.644 0.516 75 0.427 75 0.064
113 Egypt 0.644 0.489 85 . . 0.024
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory 0.641 . . . . 0.005
115 Uzbekistan 0.641 0.544 64 . . 0.008
116 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.636 0.390 94 . . .
117 Guyana 0.633 0.492 84 051 106 0.053
118 Botswana 0.633 . . 0.507 102 .
119 Syrian Arab Republic 0.632 0.503 80 0.474 86 0.021
120 Namibia 0.625 0.353 99 0.466 84 0.187
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Human development indices

Inequality-adjusted
Humalx:d[;iv((:llgﬁmem HDI Gender Inequality Index Multidimensional
Value Value Rank Value Rank Poverty Index

121 Honduras 0.625 0.427 89 0.511 105 0.159
122 Kiribati 0.624 . . . . .
123 South Africa 0.619 . . 0.490 94 0.057
124 Indonesia 0.617 0.504 79 0.505 100 0.095
125 Vanuatu 0.617 . . . . 0.129
126 Kyrgyzstan 0.615 0.526 n 0.370 66 0.019
127 Tajikistan 0.607 0.500 81 0.347 61 0.068
128 Viet Nam 0.593 0.510 76 0.305 48 0.084
129 Nicaragua 0.589 0.427 88 0.506 101 0.128
130 Morocco 0.582 0.409 90 0.510 104 0.048
131 Guatemala 0.574 0.393 92 0.542 109 0.127
132 lraq 0.573 . . 0.579 17 0.059
133 Cape Verde 0.568 . . . . .
134 India 0.547 0.392 93 0.617 129 0.283
135 Ghana 0.541 0.367 96 0.598 122 0.144
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.537 . . . . .
137 Congo 0.533 0.367 97 0.628 132 0.208
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 0.524 0.405 91 0.513 107 0.267
139 Cambodia 0.523 0.380 95 0.500 99 0.251
140 Swaziland 0.522 0.338 103 0.546 110 0.184
141 Bhutan 0.522 .. .. 0.495 98 0.119
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

142 Solomon Islands 0.510 . . . . .
143 Kenya 0.509 0.338 102 0.627 130 0.229
144 S&o Tomé and Principe 0.509 0.348 100 . . 0.154
145 Pakistan 0.504 0.346 101 0.573 115 0.264
146 Bangladesh 0.500 0.363 98 0.550 112 0.292
147 Timor-Leste 0.495 0.332 105 . . 0.360
148 Angola 0.486 . . . . 0.452
149  Myanmar 0.483 . . 0.492 96 0.154
150 Cameroon 0.482 0.321 107 0.639 134 0.287
151 Madagascar 0.480 0.332 104 . . 0.357
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 0.466 0.332 106 0.590 119 0.367
153 Papua New Guinea 0.466 . . 0.674 140 .
154 Yemen 0.462 0.312 108 0.769 146 0.283
155 Senegal 0.459 0.304 109 0.566 14 0.384
156 Nigeria 0.459 0.278 116 . . 0.310
157 Nepal 0.458 0.301 1M1 0.558 13 0.350
158 Haiti 0.454 0.271 121 0.599 123 0.299
159 Mauritania 0.453 0.298 12 0.605 126 0.352
160 Lesotho 0.450 0.288 15 0.532 108 0.156
161 Uganda 0.446 0.296 13 0.577 116 0.367
162 Togo 0.435 0.289 14 0.602 124 0.284
163 Comoros 0.433 . . . . 0.408
164 Zambia 0.430 0.303 110 0.627 131 0.328
165 Djibouti 0.430 0.275 18 . . 0.139
166 Rwanda 0.429 0.276 17 0.453 82 0.426
167 Benin 0.427 0.274 19 0.634 133 0.412
168 Gambia 0.420 . . 0.610 127 0.324
169 Sudan 0.408 . . 0.611 128 .
170 Céte d'lvoire 0.400 0.246 124 0.655 136 0.353
171 Malawi 0.400 0.272 120 0.594 120 0.381
172 Afghanistan 0.398 . . 0.707 141 .
173 Zimbabwe 0.376 0.268 122 0.583 118 0.180
174 Ethiopia 0.363 0.247 123 . . 0.562
175 Mali 0.359 . . 0.712 143 0.558
176 Guinea-Bissau 0.353 0.207 129

177 FEritrea 0.349 . . . . .
178 Guinea 0.344 0.211 128 . . 0.506
179 Central African Republic 0.343 0.204 130 0.669 138 0.512
180 Sierra Leone 0.336 0.196 131 0.662 137 0.439
181 Burkina Faso 0.331 0.215 126 0.596 121 0.536
182 Liberia 0.329 0.213 127 0.671 139 0.485
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Human development indices

Inequality-adjusted

Hum7:d[;iv((|=.1|8=))mem HDI Gender Inequality Index

Multidimensional

Value Value Value Rank Poverty Index
183 Chad 0.328 0.196 132 0.735 145 0.344
184 Mozambique 0.322 0.229 125 0.602 125 0.512
185 Burundi 0.316 . . 0.478 89 0.530
186 Niger 0.295 0.195 133 0.724 144 0.642
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.286 0.172 134 0.710 142 0.393

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of
Marshall Islands

Monaco
Nauru
San Marino . . . . . .
Somalia . . . . . 0.514
Tuvalu
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 0.889 0.787 — 0.224 — —
High human development 0.741 0.590 — 0.409 — —
Medium human development 0.630 0.480 — 0.475 — —
Low human development 0.456 0.304 — 0.606 — —
Regions
Arab States 0.641 0.472 — 0.563 — —
East Asia and the Pacific 0.671 0.528 — . — —
Europe and Central Asia 0.751 0.655 — 0.311 — —
Latin America and the Caribbean 0.731 0.540 — 0.445 — —
South Asia 0.548 0.393 — 0.601 — —
Sub-Saharan Africa 0.463 0.303 — 0.610 — —
Least developed countries 0.439 0.296 — 0.594 — —
Small island developing states 0.640 0.458 — . — —
World 0.682 0.525 — 0.492 — —
NOTE
The indices use data from different years—see the Statistical annex of the full Report (available at the high group if its HDI is in percentiles 51-75, in the medium group if its HDI is in percentiles 26—50
http://hdr.undp.org) for details and for complete notes and sources on the data. Country classifica- and in the low group if its HDI is in the bottom quartile. Previous Reports used absolute rather than

tions are based on HDI quartiles: a country is in the very high group if its HDI is in the top quartile, in relative thresholds.
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Human Development Index and its components

Gross national

Human income (GNI)
Development Life expectancy Mean years of Expected years per capita Nonincome
Index (HDI) at birth schooling of schooling (constant 2005 GNI per capita rank HDI
Value (years) (years) (years) PPP§) minus HDI rank Value
2011 2011 20112 20112 2011 2011 2011
VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 0.943 81.1 12.6 17.3 47,557 6 0.975
2 Australia 0.929 81.9 12.0 18.0 34,431 16 0.979
3 Netherlands 0.910 80.7 11.6° 16.8 36,402 9 0.944
4 United States 0.910 78.5 12.4 16.0 43,017 6 0.931
5 New Zealand 0.908 80.7 12.5 18.0 23,737 30 0.978
6 Canada 0.908 81.0 1210 16.0 35,166 10 0.944
7 lreland 0.908 80.6 11.6 18.0 29,322 19 0.959
8 Liechtenstein 0.905 79.6 10.3¢ 14.7 83,7174 -6 0.877
9 Germany 0.905 80.4 12.2° 15.9 34,854 8 0.940
10 Sweden 0.904 81.4 1170 15.7 35,837 4 0.936
11 Switzerland 0.903 82.3 11.0° 15.6 39,924 0 0.926
12 Japan 0.901 83.4 11.6° 15.1 32,295 " 0.940
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 0.898 82.8 10.0 15.7 44,805 -4 0.910
14 Iceland 0.898 81.8 10.4 18.0 29,354 " 0.943
15 Korea, Republic of 0.897 80.6 11.6° 16.9 28,230 12 0.945
16 Denmark 0.895 78.8 11.4° 16.9 34,347 3 0.926
17 lsrael 0.888 81.6 1.9 15.5 25,849 14 0.939
18 Belgium 0.886 80.0 10.9° 16.1 33,357 2 0.914
19 Austria 0.885 80.9 10.8° 15.3 35,719 -4 0.908
20 France 0.884 81.5 10.6° 16.1 30,462 4 0.919
21 Slovenia 0.884 79.3 11.6° 16.9 24,914 " 0.935
22 Finland 0.882 80.0 10.3 16.8 32,438 0 0.911
23 Spain 0.878 81.4 10.4° 16.6 26,508 6 0.920
24 ltaly 0.874 81.9 10.1° 16.3 26,484 6 0.914
25 Luxembourg 0.867 80.0 10.1 13.3 50,557 —20 0.854
26 Singapore 0.866 81.1 8.8° 14.4¢ 52,569 22 0.851
27 Czech Republic 0.865 717 12.3 15.6 21,405 14 0.917
28 United Kingdom 0.863 80.2 9.3 16.1 33,296 -7 0.879
29 Greece 0.861 79.9 10.1° 16.5 23,747 5 0.902
30 United Arab Emirates 0.846 76.5 9.3 13.3 59,993 27 0.813
31 Cyprus 0.840 79.6 9.8 14.7 24,841 2 0.866
32 Andorra 0.838 80.9 10.4f 11.5 36,095¢ -19 0.836
33 Brunei Darussalam 0.838 78.0 8.6 14.1 45,753 25 0.819
34 Estonia 0.835 74.8 12.0 15.7 16,799 13 0.890
35 Slovakia 0.834 75.4 11.6 14.9 19,998 8 0.875
36 Malta 0.832 79.6 9.9 14.4 21,460 4 0.866
37 Qatar 0.831 78.4 73 12.0 107,721 -36 0.757
38 Hungary 0.816 74.4 (RE 15.3 16,581 " 0.862
39 Poland 0.813 76.1 10.0° 15.3 17,451 7 0.853
40 Lithuania 0.810 72.2 10.9 16.1 16,234 10 0.853
41 Portugal 0.809 79.5 77 15.9 20,573 1 0.833
42 Bahrain 0.806 75.1 9.4 13.4 28,169 14 0.806
43 latvia 0.805 73.3 11.5° 15.0 14,293 12 0.857
44 Chile 0.805 791 9.7 14.7 13,329 14 0.862
45 Argentina 0.797 75.9 9.3 15.8 14,527 9 0.843
46 Croatia 0.796 76.6 9.8° 13.9 15,729 5 0.834
47 Barbados 0.793 76.8 9.3 13.4" 17,966 -3 0.818
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 0.783 77.0 8.5 15.5 13,242 12 0.828
49 Palau 0.782 71.8 1211 14.7 9,744k 29 0.853
50 Romania 0.781 74.0 10.4 14.9 11,046 20 0.841
51 Cuba 0.776 791 9.9 175 5,416' 52 0.904
52 Seychelles 0.773 73.6 9.4m 13.3 16,729 -4 0.794
53 Bahamas 0.771 75.6 8.5m 12.0 23,029" -15 0.768
54 Montenegro 0.771 74.6 10.6 13.7h 10,361° 20 0.831
55 Bulgaria 0.771 734 10.6° 137 1,412 14 0.822
56 Saudi Arabia 0.770 73.9 78 137 23,274 -19 0.765
57 Mexico 0.770 71.0 8.5 13.9 13,245 2 0.808

STATISTICAL TABLES m



Human Development Index and its components

Gross national

Human income (GNI)
Development Life expectancy Mean years of Expected years per capita Nonincome
Index (HDI) atbirth schooling of schooling (constant 2005 GNI per capita rank HDI
Value (years) (years) (years) PPP $) minus HDI rank Value
2011 2011 20112 20112 2011 2011 2011
58 Panama 0.768 76.1 9.4 13.2 12,335 7 0.811
59 Serbia 0.766 74.5 10.2° 13.7 10,236 16 0.824
60 Antigua and Barbuda 0.764 72.6 8.9" 14.0 15,521 -8 0.786
61 Malaysia 0.761 74.2 9.5 12.6 13,685 -5 0.790
62 Trinidad and Tobago 0.760 70.1 9.2 12.3 23,439° —26 0.750
63 Kuwait 0.760 74.6 6.1 12.3 47,926 57 0.705
64 Libya 0.760 74.8 73 16.6 12,6379 0 0.795
65 Belarus 0.756 70.3 9.3" 14.6 13,439 -8 0.785
66 Russian Federation 0.755 68.8 9.8 14.1 14,561 -13 0.777
67 Grenada 0.748 76.0 8.6 16.0 6,982 30 0.829
68 Kazakhstan 0.745 67.0 10.4 15.1 10,585 4 0.786
69 Costa Rica 0.744 79.3 8.3 1.7 10,497 4 0.785
70 Albania 0.739 76.9 10.4 1.3 7,803 18 0.804
71 Lebanon 0.739 72.6 7.9m 13.8 13,076 -10 0.760
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.735 73.1 8.4 12.9 11,897 -4 0.762
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.735 744 7.6° 14.2 10,656 -2 0.771
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.733 75.7 8.7" 13.6 7,664 16 0.797
75 Georgia 0.733 73.7 1217 131 4,780 36 0.843
76 Ukraine 0.729 68.5 1.3 14.7 6,175 24 0.810
77 Mauritius 0.728 73.4 72 13.6 12,918 —14 0.745
78  Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 0.728 74.8 8.2" 13.3 8,804 2 0.776
79 Jamaica 0.727 731 9.6 13.8 6,487 19 0.802
80 Peru 0.725 74.0 8.7 12.9 8,389 2 0.775
81 Dominica 0.724 715 7am 13.2 7,889 6 0.779
82 Saint Lucia 0.723 74.6 8.3 131 8,273 2 0.773
83 Ecuador 0.720 75.6 76 14.0 7,589 9 0.776
84 Brazil 0.718 735 72 13.8 10,162 -7 0.748
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 0.717 72.3 8.6 13.2 8,013 1 0.766
86 Armenia 0.716 74.2 10.8 12.0 5,188 22 0.806
87 Colombia 0.710 73.7 73 136 8,315 -4 0.752
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.707 73.0 73 12.7 10,164 -12 0.731
89 Oman 0.705 73.0 5.5M 11.8 22,841 -50 0.671
90 Tonga 0.704 72.3 10.3° 13.7 4,186 26 0.808
91 Azerbaijan 0.700 70.7 8.6m 11.8 8,666 -10 0.733
92 Turkey 0.699 74.0 6.5 1.8 12,246 25 0.704
93 Belize 0.699 761 8.0° 12.4 5,812 9 0.766
94 Tunisia 0.698 74.5 6.5 14.5 7,281 2 0.745
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 0.698 734 8.6 131 5,300 9 0.773
96 Algeria 0.698 73.1 70 13.6 7,658 -5 0.739
97 Srilanka 0.691 74.9 8.2 12.7 4,943 12 0.768
98 Dominican Republic 0.689 734 7.2° 1.9 8,087 -13 0.720
99 Samoa 0.688 72.4 10.3™ 12.3 3,931s 22 0.788
100 Fiji 0.688 69.2 10.7° 13.0 4,145 18 0.781
101 China 0.687 735 15 11.6 7476 -7 0.725
102 Turkmenistan 0.686 65.0 9.9 125" 7,306 -7 0.724
103 Thailand 0.682 741 6.6 12.3 7,694 -14 0.714
104 Suriname 0.680 70.6 727 12.6 7538 -1 0.712
105 El Salvador 0.674 72.2 15 121 5,925 -4 0.724
106 Gabon 0.674 62.7 75 131 12,249 —-40 0.667
107 Paraguay 0.665 72.5 77 121 4,727 5 0.729
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.663 66.6 9.2 13.7 4,054 " 0.742
109 Maldives 0.661 76.8 5.8° 12.4 5,276 -3 0.714
110 Mongolia 0.653 68.5 8.3 141 3,391 17 0.743
111 Moldova, Republic of 0.649 69.3 9.7 11.9 3,058 21 0.746
112 Philippines 0.644 68.7 8.9° 11.9 3,478 " 0.725
113 Egypt 0.644 73.2 6.4 11.0 5,269 -6 0.686
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory 0.641 72.8 8.om 12.7 2,656k 23 0.750
115 Uzbekistan 0.641 68.3 10.0" "4 2,967 19 0.736
116 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.636 69.0 8.8 12.1¢ 2,935Y 19 0.729
117 Guyana 0.633 69.9 8.0 11.9 3,192 " 0.715
118 Botswana 0.633 53.2 8.9 12.2 13,049 -56 0.602
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Human Development Index and its components

Gross national

Human income (GNI)
Development Life expectancy Mean years of Expected years per capita Nonincome
Index (HDI) at birth schooling of schooling (constant 2005 GNI per capita rank HDI
Value (years) (years) (years) PPP $) minus HDI rank Value
2011 2011 20112 20112 2011 2011 2011
119 Syrian Arab Republic 0.632 75.9 57" 11.3 4,243 0 0.686
120 Namibia 0.625 62.5 74 11.6 6,206 -21 0.643
121 Honduras 0.625 731 6.5 1.4 3,443 4 0.694
122 Kiribati 0.624 68.1 78 121 3,140 8 0.701
123 South Africa 0.619 52.8 8.5° 131 9,469 —44 0.604
124 Indonesia 0.617 69.4 5.8 13.2 3,716 -2 0.674
125 Vanuatu 0.617 71.0 6.7 10.4 3,950 =5 0.668
126 Kyrgyzstan 0.615 67.7 9.3 12.5 2,036 19 0.734
127 Tajikistan 0.607 67.5 9.8 1.4 1,937 20 0.726
128 Viet Nam 0.593 75.2 55 10.4 2,805 8 0.662
129 Nicaragua 0.589 74.0 5.8 10.8 2,430 10 0.669
130 Morocco 0.582 72.2 44 10.3 4,196 -15 0.606
131 Guatemala 0.574 71.2 41 10.6 4,167 14 0.595
132 Iraq 0.573 69.0 5.6 9.8 3177 -3 0.616
133 Cape Verde 0.568 74.2 8150 11.6 3,402 7 0.603
134 India 0.547 65.4 4.4 10.3 3,468 -10 0.568
135 Ghana 0.541 64.2 71 10.5 1,684 20 0.633
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.537 51.1 547 77 17,608 -91 0.458
137 Congo 0.533 57.4 5.9 10.5 3,066 —6 0.555
138 Lao People’'s Democratic Republic 0.524 67.5 4.6 9.2 2,242 4 0.569
139 Cambodia 0.523 63.1 5.8 9.8 1,848 11 0.584
140 Swaziland 0.522 48.7 71 10.6 4,484 -27 0.512
141 Bhutan 0.522 67.2 2.3" 11.0 5,293 -36 0.500
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands 0.510 67.9 45! 9.1 1,782 10 0.567
143 Kenya 0.509 571 70 11.0 1,492 15 0.584
144 S&o Tomé and Principe 0.509 64.7 42! 10.8 1,792 7 0.564
145 Pakistan 0.504 65.4 4.9 6.9 2,550 -7 0.526
146 Bangladesh 0.500 68.9 4.8 8.1 1,529 11 0.566
147 Timor-Leste 0.495 62.5 28! 1.2 3,005 -14 0.499
148 Angola 0.486 51.1 4.4' 9.1 4,874 -38 0.455
149 Myanmar 0.483 65.2 4.0 9.2 1,635 7 0.536
150 Cameroon 0.482 51.6 5.9 10.3 2,031 -4 0.509
151 Madagascar 0.480 66.7 5.2! 10.7 824 26 0.605
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 0.466 58.2 5.1 9.1 1,328 10 0.523
153 Papua New Guinea 0.466 62.8 43 5.8 2,21 -12 0.475
154 Yemen 0.462 65.5 25 8.6 2,213 =1 0.471
155 Senegal 0.459 59.3 45 75 1,708 -2 0.488
156 Nigeria 0.459 51.9 5.0" 8.9 2,069 -12 0.471
157 Nepal 0.458 68.8 32 8.8 1,160 8 0.524
158 Haiti 0.454 62.1 49 76¢ 1123 12 0.520
159 Mauritania 0.453 58.6 37 8.1 1,859 -10 0.472
160 Lesotho 0.450 48.2 5.9b 9.9 1,664 -6 0.475
161 Uganda 0.446 54.1 47 10.8 1124 7 0.506
162 Togo 0.435 57.1 5.3 9.6 798 16 0.526
163 Comoros 0.433 611 28! 10.7 1,079 9 0.488
164 Zambia 0.430 49.0 6.5 79 1,254 0 0.469
165 Djibouti 0.430 57.9 38" 5.1 2,335 -25 0.420
166 Rwanda 0.429 55.4 33 111 1133 1 0.477
167 Benin 0.427 56.1 33 9.2 1,364 -6 0.456
168 Gambia 0.420 58.5 2.8 9.0 1,282 -5 0.450
169 Sudan 0.408 615 3.1 4.4 1,894 -21 0.402
170 Céte d'Ivoire 0.400 55.4 33 6.3 1,387° -10 0.412
171 Malawi 0.400 54.2 42 8.9 753 8 0.470
172 Afghanistan 0.398 48.7 33 9.1 1,416 =13 0.407
173 Zimbabwe 0.376 51.4 12 9.9 376" " 0.529
174 Ethiopia 0.363 6.3 15! 8.5 N 0 0.383
175 Mali 0.359 51.4 2.0b 8.3 1123 -6 0.366
176 Guinea-Bissau 0.353 48.1 2.3" 9.1 994 -3 0.366
177 Eritrea 0.349 61.6 34 48 536 6 0.421
178 Guinea 0.344 54.1 1.6% 8.6 863 =7 0.364
179 Central African Republic 0.343 48.4 35 6.6 707 2 0.379
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Human Development Index and its components

Gross national

Human income (GNI)
Development Life expectancy Mean years of Expected years per capita Nonincome
Index (HDI) atbirth schooling of schooling (constant 2005 GNI per capita rank HDI
Value (years) (years) (years) PPP $) minus HDI rank Value
2011 2011 20112 20112 201 201 2011
180 Sierra Leone 0.336 47.8 29 7.2 737 0 0.365
181 Burkina Faso 0.331 55.4 1.37 6.3 1141 -15 0.323
182 Liberia 0.329 56.8 39 11.0 265 5 0.504
183 Chad 0.328 49.6 1.5 7.2 1,105 12 0.320
184 Mozambique 0.322 50.2 1.2 9.2 898 =9 0.325
185 Burundi 0.316 50.4 2.7 10.5 368 0 0.412
186 Niger 0.295 54.7 1.4 49 641 -4 0.31
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.286 48.4 3.5 8.2 280 -1 0.399
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 68.8 . . .
Marshall Islands 72.0 9.8 10.8 0.752
Monaco 82.2 17.5
Nauru 79.9 9.3
San Marino 81.8 .
Somalia 51.2 2.4
Tuvalu 67.2 10.8
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 0.889 80.0 1.3 15.9 33,352 — 0.918
High human development 0.741 73.1 8.5 13.6 11,579 — 0.769
Medium human development 0.630 69.7 6.3 1.2 5,276 — 0.658
Low human development 0.456 58.7 42 8.3 1,585 — 0.478
Regions
Arab States 0.641 70.5 5.9 10.2 8,554 = 0.643
East Asia and the Pacific 0.671 72.4 12 "7 6,466 — 0.709
Europe and Central Asia 0.751 7.3 9.7 13.4 12,004 — 0.785
Latin America and the Caribbean 0.731 74.4 7.8 13.6 10,119 — 0.767
South Asia 0.548 65.9 4.6 9.8 3,435 = 0.569
Sub-Saharan Africa 0.463 54.4 45 9.2 1,966 — 0.467
Least developed countries 0.439 59.1 3.7 8.3 1,327 — 0.467
Small island developing states 0.640 69.6 7.3 10.8 5,200 — 0.675
World 0.682 69.8 74 11.3 10,082 — 0.683
NOTES DEFINITIONS
a. Datarefer to 2011 or the most recent year available. Human Development Index (HDI): A composite index measuring average achievement in three basic
b. Updated by HDRO based on UNESCO (2011) data. dimensions of human development—a long and healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of living.
c. Assumes the same adult mean years of schooling as Switzerland before the most recent update. See Technical note 1for details on how the HDI is calculated.
d. Estimated using the purchasing power parity (PPP) and projected growth rate of Switzerland. Life expectancy at birth: Number of years a newborn infant could expect to live if prevailing patterns of
e. Calculated by the Singapore Ministry of Education. age-specific mortality rates at the time of birth stay the same throughout the infant's life.
f. Assumes the same adult mean years of schooling as Spain before the most recent update. Mean years of schooling: Average number of years of education received by people ages 25 and older,
g. Estimated using the PPP and projected growth rate of Spain. converted from education attainment levels using official durations of each level.
h. Based on cross-country regression. Expected years of schooling: Number of years of schooling that a child of school entrance age can
i. Based on data on years of schooling of adults from household surveys from World Bank (2010). expecttoreceive if prevailing patterns of age-specific enrolment rates persist throughout the child's life.
j. Based on UNESCAP (2011) and UNDESA (2011) projected growth rates. Gross nationalincome (GNI) per capita: Aggregate income of an economy generated by its production
k. Based on unpublished estimates from the World Bank. and its ownership of factors of production, less the incomes paid for the use of factors of production
l.

c~tw-So0v oS3

<

PPP estimate based on cross-country regression; projected growth rate based on ECLAC (2011) and
UNDESA (2011) projected growth rates.

. Based on UNESCO (2011) estimates of education attainment distribution.

. Based on PPP data from IMF (2011).

. Based on EBRD (2011) and UNDESA (2011) projected growth rates.

. Based on World Bank (2011b).

. Based on OECD and others (2011) and UNDESA (2011) projected growth rates.

Based on data from UNICEF (2000—2010).

. Based on ADB(2011) projected growth rate.

Based on UNESCWA (2011) and UNDESA (2011) projected growth rates.

. Refers to primary and secondary education only. United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural

Organization Institute for Statistics estimate.
Based on ADB (2011) and UNDESA (2011) projected growth rates.
Based on data from ICF Macro (2011).
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owned by the rest of the world, converted to international dollars using purchasing power parity (PPP)
rates, divided by midyear population.

GNI per capita rank minus HDI rank: Difference in rankings by GNI per capita and by the HDI. A negative
value means that the country is better ranked by GNI than by the HDI.

Nonincome HDI: Value of the HDI computed from the life expectancy and education indicators only.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Column 1: HDRO calculations based on data from UNDESA (2011), Barro and Lee (2010b), UNESCO
Institute for Statistics (2011), World Bank (2011a), UNSD (2011) and IMF (2011).

Column 2: UNDESA (2011).

Column 3: HDRO updates of Barro and Lee (2010b) estimates based on UNESCO Institute for Statistics
data on education attainment (2011) and Barro and Lee (2010a) methodology.

Column 4: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (2011).

Column 5: HDRO calculations based on data from World Bank (2011a), IMF (2011) and UNSD (2011).
Column 6: Calculated based on data in columns 1 and 5.

Column 7: Calculated based on data in columns 2, 3 and 4.



Human Development Index trends, 1980-2011

Average annual
Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank HDI growth
Value Change? (%)
1980 1990 2000 2005 2009 2010 2011 2006-2011 2010-2011 1980-2011 1990-2011 2000-2011

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

1 Norway 0.796 0.844 0.913 0.938 0.941 0.941 0.943 0 0 0.55 0.53 0.29
2 Australia 0.850 0.873 0.906 0.918 0.926 0.927 0.929 0 0 0.29 0.30 0.23
3 Netherlands 0.792 0.835 0.882 0.890 0.905 0.909 0.910 5 0 0.45 0.41 0.29
4 United States 0.837 0.870 0.897 0.902 0.906 0.908 0.910 —1 0 0.27 0.21 0.13
5 New Zealand 0.800 0.828 0.878 0.899 0.906 0.908 0.908 0 0 0.41 0.44 0.31
6 Canada 0.817 0.857 0.879 0.892 0.903 0.907 0.908 3 0 0.34 0.28 0.30
7 Ireland 0.735 0.782 0.869 0.898 0.905 0.907 0.908 =3 0 0.68 0.71 0.40
8 Liechtenstein . . . . . 0.904 0.905 . 0 . . .
9 Germany 0.730 0.795 0.864 0.895 0.900 0.903 0.905 —2 0 0.69 0.62 0.43
10 Sweden 0.785 0.816 0.894 0.896 0.898 0.901 0.904 -2 0 0.45 0.49 0.09
11 Switzerland 0.810 0.833 0.873 0.890 0.899 0.901 0.903 1 0 0.35 0.38 0.30
12 Japan 0.778 0.827 0.868 0.886 0.895 0.899 0.901 1 0 0.47 0.41 0.33
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 0.708 0.786 0.824 0.850 0.888 0.894 0.898 14 1 0.77 0.64 0.78
14 Iceland 0.762 0.807 0.863 0.893 0.897 0.896 0.898 -3 -1 0.53 0.51 0.36
15 Korea, Republic of 0.634 0.742 0.830 0.866 0.889 0.894 0.897 3 0 113 0.91 0.72
16 Denmark 0.783 0.809 0.861 0.885 0.891 0.893 0.895 -2 0 0.43 0.48 0.35
17 lsrael 0.763 0.802 0.856 0.874 0.884 0.886 0.888 -1 0 0.49 0.49 0.34
18 Belgium 0.757 0.8M1 0.876 0.873 0.883 0.885 0.886 -1 0 0.51 0.42 0.10
19 Austria 0.740 0.790 0.839 0.860 0.879 0.883 0.885 1 0 0.58 0.55 0.48
20 France 0.722 0.777 0.846 0.869 0.880 0.883 0.884 -1 0 0.66 0.62 0.40
21 Slovenia . . 0.805 0.848 0.876 0.882 0.884 4 0 . . 0.85
22 Finland 0.759 0.794 0.837 0.875 0.877 0.880 0.882 -7 0 0.49 0.51 0.48
23 Spain 0.691 0.749 0.839 0.857 0.874 0.876 0.878 0 0 0.77 0.76 0.42
24 ltaly 0.717 0.764 0.825 0.861 0.870 0.873 0.874 -3 0 0.64 0.64 0.52
25 Luxembourg 0.728 0.788 0.854 0.865 0.863 0.865 0.867 =g 0 0.56 0.45 0.13
26 Singapore . . 0.801 0.835 0.856 0.864 0.866 3 0 0.71
27 Czech Republic . . 0.816 0.854 0.863 0.863 0.865 -1 0 . . 0.53
28 United Kingdom 0.744 0.778 0.833 0.855 0.860 0.862 0.863 0 0 0.48 0.50 0.33
29 Greece 0.720 0.766 0.802 0.856 0.863 0.862 0.861 -5 0 0.58 0.56 0.64
30 United Arab Emirates 0.629 0.690 0.753 0.807 0.841 0.845 0.846 3 0 0.96 0.97 1.06
31 Cyprus . 0.747 0.800 0.809 0.837 0.839 0.840 5 0 0.56 0.44
32 Andorra . . . . . 0.838 0.838 . 0 . . .
33 Brunei Darussalam 0.750 0.784 0.818 0.830 0.835 0.837 0.838 -2 0 0.36 0.32 0.22
34 Estonia . 0.717 0.776 0.821 0.828 0.832 0.835 -2 0 0.73 0.66
35 Slovakia . 0.747 0.779 0.810 0.829 0.832 0.834 0 0 . 0.53 0.62
36 Malta 0.703 0.753 0.799 0.825 0.827 0.830 0.832 -3 0 0.54 0.48 0.37
37 Qatar 0.703 0.743 0.784 0.818 0.818 0.825 0.831 = 0 0.54 0.54 0.53
38 Hungary 0.700 0.706 0.775 0.803 0.811 0.814 0.816 0 0 0.50 0.70 0.48
39 Poland . . 0.770 0.791 0.807 0.811 0.813 2 0 0.50
40 Lithuania . . 0.749 0.793 0.802 0.805 0.810 0 1 . . 0.70
41 Portugal 0.639 0.708 0.778 0.789 0.805 0.808 0.809 2 -1 0.76 0.64 0.35
42 Bahrain 0.651 0721 0.773 0.795 0.805 0.805 0.806 -3 0 0.69 0.54 0.38
43 latvia . 0.693 0.732 0.784 0.798 0.802 0.805 = 0 . 0.72 0.87
44 Chile 0.630 0.698 0.749 0.779 0.798 0.802 0.805 3 0 0.79 0.68 0.65
45 Argentina 0.669 0.697 0.749 0.765 0.788 0.794 0.797 3 1 0.57 0.64 0.57
46 Croatia . . 0.748 0.780 0.793 0.794 0.796 0 -1 0.57
47 Barbados .. . . 0.787 0.790 0.791 0.793 —2 0
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

48 Uruguay 0.658 0.686 0.736 0.748 0.773 0.780 0.783 B 0 0.56 0.63 0.56
49 Palau . . 0.774 0.788 0.777 0.779 0.782 -5 0 . 0.09
50 Romania . 0.700 0.704 0.748 0.778 0.779 0.781 2 0 0.52 0.95
51 Cuba . 0.677 0.681 0.725 0.770 0.773 0.776 10 0 0.65 119
52 Seychelles . . 0.764 0.766 0.767 0.771 0.773 -3 0 0.1
53 Bahamas . . 0.752 0.766 0.769 0.770 0771 -3 0 0.23
54 Montenegro . . . 0.757 0.768 0.769 0771 =g 1 . .
55 Bulgaria . 0.698 0.715 0.749 0.766 0.768 0.771 0 1 . 0.48 0.68
56 Saudi Arabia 0.651 0.693 0.726 0.746 0.763 0.767 0.770 0 2 0.55 0.50 0.55
57 Mexico 0.593 0.649 0.718 0.741 0.762 0.767 0.770 0 0.85 0.82 0.64
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Human Development Index trends, 1980-2011

Average annual
Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank HDI growth
Value Change? %)
1980 1990 2000 2005 2009 2010 2011 2006-2011 2010-2011 1980-2011 1990-2011 2000-2011
58 Panama 0.628 0.660 0.718 0.740 0.760 0.765 0.768 2 1 0.65 0.73 0.62
UMY 59 Serbia . . 0.719 0.744 0.761 0.764 0.766 -2 1 0.58
2 60 Antigua and Barbuda . . . . . 0.763 0.764 . 1 . . .
61 Malaysia 0.559 0.631 0.705 0.738 0.752 0.758 0.761 2 3 1.00 0.90 0.69
62 Trinidad and Tobago 0.673 0.676 0.701 0.728 0.755 0.758 0.760 2 1 0.40 0.56 0.74
63 Kuwait 0.688 0.712 0.754 0.752 0.757 0.758 0.760 -8 -1 0.32 0.31 0.07
64 Libya . . . 0.741 0.763 0.770 0.760 -5 -10
65 Belarus . . . 0.723 0.746 0.751 0.756 1 0 .
66 Russian Federation . . 0.691 0.725 0.747 0.751 0.755 -1 0 0.81
67 Grenada . . . . . 0.746 0.748 . 0 .
68 Kazakhstan . . 0.657 0.714 0.733 0.740 0.745 2 1 . . 115
69 Costa Rica 0.614 0.656 0.703 0.723 0.738 0.742 0.744 -1 -1 0.62 0.60 0.51
70 Albania . 0.656 0.691 0721 0.734 0.737 0.739 -1 1 0.57 0.61
71 Lebanon . . . 0.71 0.733 0.737 0.739 3 -1
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis . . . . . 0.735 0.735 . 0 . . .
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.623 0.629 0.656 0.692 0.732 0.734 0.735 7 0 0.54 0.74 1.04
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina . . . 0.717 0.730 0.731 0.733 —2 0
75 Georgia . . . 0.707 0.724 0.729 0.733 1 0 . p
76 Ukraine . 0.707 0.669 0.712 0.720 0.725 0.729 -3 3 . 0.15 0.78
77 Mauritius 0.546 0.618 0.672 0.703 0.722 0.726 0.728 1 0 0.93 0.78 0.73
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia . . . 0.704 0.725 0.726 0.728 1 -2 . . .
79 Jamaica 0.607 0.637 0.680 0.702 0.724 0.726 0.727 -2 -1 0.59 0.64 0.62
80 Peru 0.574 0.612 0.674 0.691 0.714 0.721 0.725 4 1 0.75 0.81 0.67
81 Dominica . . 0.699 0.709 0.722 0.723 0.724 -7 -1 . . 0.33
82 Saint Lucia . . . . . 0.720 0.723 . 0 . . .
83 Ecuador 0.591 0.636 0.668 0.695 0.716 0.718 0.720 0 0 0.64 0.59 0.69
84 Brazil 0.549 0.600 0.665 0.692 0.708 0.715 0.718 3 1 0.87 0.86 0.69
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines . . . . . 0.715 0.717 . -1 . . .
86 Armenia . . 0.643 0.689 0.712 0.714 0.716 -3 0 . . 0.99
87 Colombia 0.550 0.594 0.652 0.675 0.702 0.707 0.710 4 1 0.83 0.85 0.77
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.437 0.534 0.636 0.671 0.703 0.707 0.707 2 -1 1.57 1.35 0.97
89 Oman . . . 0.694 0.703 0.704 0.705 -2 0 . . .
90 Tonga . 0.649 0.681 0.696 0.701 0.703 0.704 -5 0 . 0.39 0.30
91 Azerbaijan . . . . . 0.699 0.700 . . . .
92 Turkey 0.463 0.558 0.634 0.671 0.690 0.696 0.699 2 3 1.34 1.08 0.90
93 Belize 0.619 0.651 0.668 0.689 0.696 0.698 0.699 -3 -1 0.39 0.34 0.42
94 Tunisia 0.450 0.542 0.630 0.667 0.692 0.698 0.698 3 —1 1.43 1.21 0.94
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 0.541 0.591 0.646 0.673 0.694 0.697 0.698 1 -1 0.83 0.80 0.70
96 Algeria 0.454 0.551 0.624 0.667 0.691 0.696 0.698 2 0 1.40 113 1.03
97 Srilanka 0.539 0.583 0.633 0.662 0.680 0.686 0.691 2 1 0.80 0.81 0.80
98 Dominican Republic 0.532 0.577 0.640 0.658 0.680 0.686 0.689 2 2 0.83 0.84 0.67
99 Samoa . . 0.657 0.676 0.685 0.686 0.688 -6 0 . . 0.43
100 Fiji 0.566 0.624 0.668 0.678 0.685 0.687 0.688 -5 -3 0.63 0.47 0.27
101 China 0.404 0.490 0.588 0.633 0.674 0.682 0.687 6 0 173 1.62 1.43
102 Turkmenistan . . . 0.654 0.677 0.681 0.686 1 0 . . .
103 Thailand 0.486 0.566 0.626 0.656 0.673 0.680 0.682 -1 0 110 0.89 0.78
104 Suriname . . . 0.659 0.674 0.677 0.680 -3 0 . . p
105 El Salvador 0.466 0.524 0.619 0.652 0.669 0.672 0.674 -1 0 1.20 1.21 0.79
106 Gabon 0.522 0.605 0.621 0.648 0.664 0.670 0.674 0 0 0.83 0.52 0.75
107 Paraguay 0.544 0.572 0.612 0.635 0.651 0.662 0.665 1 0 0.65 0.71 0.76
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.507 0.560 0.612 0.649 0.656 0.660 0.663 -3 0 0.87 0.81 0.73
109 Maldives . . 0.576 0.619 0.650 0.658 0.661 2 0 . . 1.27
110 Mongolia . 0.540 0.555 0.611 0.642 0.647 0.653 4 0 . 0.91 1.49
111 Moldova, Republic of . . 0.586 0.631 0.638 0.644 0.649 =7 0 . . 0.92
112 Philippines 0.550 0.571 0.602 0.622 0.636 0.641 0.644 1 1 0.51 0.58 0.62
113 Egypt 0.406 0.497 0.585 0.611 0.638 0.644 0.644 2 -1 1.50 1.24 0.88
114 Qccupied Palestinian Territory . . . . . 0.640 0.641 . 0
115 Uzbekistan . . . 0.611 0.631 0.636 0.641 2 0
116 Micronesia, Federated States of ; . . 0.633 0.635 0.635 0.636 -5 0 . . .
117 Guyana 0.501 0.489 0.579 0.606 0.624 0.629 0.633 1 2 0.76 1.23 0.81
118 Botswana 0.446 0.594 0.585 0.601 0.626 0.631 0.633 1 -1 1.14 0.30 0.71
119 Syrian Arab Republic 0.497 0.548 0.583 0.621 0.630 0.631 0.632 -6 -1 0.78 0.68 073
120 Namibia . 0.564 0.577 0.593 0.617 0.622 0.625 2 1 . 0.49 0.72
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Human Development Index trends, 1980-2011

Average annual
Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank HDI growth
Value Change? (%)
1980 1990 2000 2005 2009 2010 2011 2006-2011 2010-2011 1980-2011 1990-2011 2000-2011
121 Honduras 0.451 0.513 0.569 0.597 0.619 0.623 0.625 =1 =1 1.06 0.94 0.86
122 Kiribati . . . . . 0.621 0.624 . 0 . .
123 South Africa 0.564 0.615 0.616 0.599 0.610 0.615 0.619 -1 1 0.30 0.03 0.05
124 Indonesia 0.423 0.481 0.543 0.572 0.607 0.613 0.617 2 1 1.23 119 117
125 Vanuatu . . . . . 0.615 0.617 . =2 .
126 Kyrgyzstan . . 0.577 0.595 0.611 0.611 0.615 —1 0 0.59
127 Tajikistan . . 0.527 0.575 0.600 0.604 0.607 =1 0 . 1.30
128 Viet Nam . 0.435 0.528 0.561 0.584 0.590 0.593 1 0 1.50 1.06
129 Nicaragua 0.457 0.473 0.533 0.566 0.582 0.587 0.589 -1 0 0.83 1.05 0.92
130 Morocco 0.364 0.435 0.507 0.552 0.575 0.579 0.582 0 1.52 1.39 1.26
131 Guatemala 0.428 0.462 0.525 0.550 0.569 0.573 0.574 2 0 0.95 1.04 0.81
132 lraq . . . 0.552 0.565 0.567 0.573 -1 0 .
133 Cape Verde . . 0.523 0.543 0.564 0.566 0.568 -1 0 . . 0.75
134 India 0.344 0.410 0.461 0.504 0.535 0.542 0.547 1 0 1.51 1.38 1.56
135 Ghana 0.385 0.418 0.451 0.484 0.527 0.533 0.541 5 1 110 1.23 1.66
136 Equatorial Guinea . . 0.488 0.516 0.534 0.534 0.537 -2 -1 . . 0.88
137 Congo 0.465 0.502 0.478 0.506 0.523 0.528 0.533 0 0 0.44 0.28 0.99
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic . 0.376 0.448 0.484 0.514 0.520 0.524 3 1 . 1.59 1.44
139 Cambodia . . 0.438 0.491 0.513 0.518 0.523 -1 2 . . 1.62
140 Swaziland . 0.526 0.492 0.493 0.515 0.520 0.522 -1 -2 . -0.03 0.54
141 Bhutan . . . . .. 0.518 0.522 .. -1
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands . . 0.479 0.502 0.504 0.507 0.510 =5 0 . . 0.58
143 Kenya 0.420 0.456 0.443 0.467 0.499 0.505 0.509 2 1 0.62 0.52 1.27
144 S&o Tomé and Principe . . . 0.483 0.503 0.506 0.509 =il =il . . .
145 Pakistan 0.359 0.399 0.436 0.480 0.499 0.503 0.504 -1 0 1.10 1.12 1.33
146 Bangladesh 0.303 0.352 0.422 0.462 0.491 0.496 0.500 1 0 1.63 1.69 1.55
147 Timor-Leste . . 0.404 0.448 0.487 0.491 0.495 1 0 . . 1.86
148 Angola . . 0.384 0.445 0.481 0.482 0.486 1 0 . . 218
149 Myanmar 0.279 0.298 0.380 0.436 0.474 0.479 0.483 2 1 1.78 2.32 2.21
150 Cameroon 0.370 0.427 0.427 0.449 0.475 0.479 0.482 0 1 0.85 0.58 1.1
151 Madagascar . . 0.427 0.465 0.483 0.481 0.480 -5 -2 . . 1.07
152 Tanzania, United Republic of . 0.352 0.364 0.420 0.454 0.461 0.466 7 1 . 1.35 2.27
153 Papua New Guinea 0.313 0.368 0.423 0.435 0.457 0.462 0.466 1 -1 1.29 1.12 0.87
154 Yemen . . 0.374 0.422 0.452 0.460 0.462 4 0 . . 1.93
155 Senegal 0.317 0.365 0.399 0.432 0.453 0.457 0.459 -2 0 1.20 110 1.28
156 Nigeria . . . 0.429 0.449 0.454 0.459 -4 1 . . .
157 Nepal 0.242 0.340 0.398 0.424 0.449 0.455 0.458 0 -1 2.08 1.43 1.30
158 Haiti 0.332 0.397 0.421 0.429 0.449 0.449 0.454 = 1 1.02 0.64 0.68
159 Mauritania 0.332 0.353 0.410 0.432 0.447 0.451 0.453 -4 -1 1.01 1.20 0.92
160 Lesotho 0.418 0.470 0.427 0.417 0.440 0.446 0.450 1 0 0.24 -0.22 0.47
161 Uganda . 0.299 0.372 0.401 0.438 0.442 0.446 3 0 1.93 1.65
162 Togo 0.347 0.368 0.408 0.419 0.429 0.433 0.435 0 0 0.73 0.80 0.58
163 Comoros . . . 0.428 0.430 0.431 0.433 -3 0 . . .
164 Zambia 0.401 0.394 0.371 0.394 0.419 0.425 0.430 2 1 0.23 0.42 1.37
165 Djibouti . . . 0.402 0.425 0.427 0.430 0 -1 . . .
166 Rwanda 0.275 0.232 0.313 0.376 0.419 0.425 0.429 2 0 1.44 297 2.92
167 Benin 0.252 0.316 0.378 0.409 0.422 0.425 0.427 -4 0 1.7 1.44 1.10
168 Gambia 0.272 0.317 0.360 0.384 0.413 0.418 0.420 -1 0 1.41 1.35 1.41
169 Sudan 0.264 0.298 0.357 0.383 0.403 0.406 0.408 0 0 1.41 1.52 1.23
170 Céte d'Ivoire 0.347 0.361 0.374 0.383 0.397 0.401 0.400 0 0 0.45 0.50 0.61
171 Malawi 0.270 0.291 0.343 0.351 0.387 0.395 0.400 0 0 1.27 1.52 1.41
172 Afghanistan 0.198 0.246 0.230 0.340 0.387 0.394 0.398 0 0 2.28 2.32 5.10
173 Zimbabwe 0.366 0.425 0.372 0.347 0.349 0.364 0.376 0 0 0.09 -0.58 0.1
174 Ethiopia . . 0.274 0.313 0.353 0.358 0.363 2 0 . . 2.57
175 Mali 0174 0.204 0.275 0.319 0.352 0.356 0.359 2 0 2.37 2.74 2.47
176 Guinea-Bissau . . . 0.340 0.348 0.351 0.353 -2 0
177 FEritrea . . . . . 0.345 0.349 » 0
178 Guinea . . . 0.326 0.341 0.342 0.344 =2 0 . . .
179 Central African Republic 0.283 0.310 0.306 0.311 0.334 0.339 0.343 0 0 0.62 0.48 1.05
180 Sierra Leone 0.248 0.241 0.252 0.306 0.329 0.334 0.336 0 0 0.99 1.61 2.65
181 Burkina Faso . . . 0.302 0.326 0.329 0.331 1 0 . . .
182 Liberia 0.335 . 0.306 0.300 0.320 0.325 0.329 1 1 -0.06 . 0.64
183 Chad . . 0.286 0.312 0.323 0.326 0.328 -2 -1 . . 1.26
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Human Development Index trends, 1980-2011

Average annual
Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank HDI growth
Value Change? (%)
1980 1990 2000 2005 2009 2010 2011 2006-2011 2010-2011 1980-2011 1990-2011 2000-2011
184 Mozambique . 0.200 0.245 0.285 0.312 0.317 0.322 0 0 . 2.28 2.49
i 185 Burundi 0.200 0.250 0.245 0.267 0.308 0.313 0.316 0 0 1.49 1.12 2.33
2 186 Niger 0.177 0.193 0.229 0.265 0.285 0.293 0.295 0 0 1.67 2.05 233
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.282 0.289 0.224 0.260 0.277 0.282 0.286 0 0 0.05 —-0.04 2.25
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 0.766 0.810 0.858 0.876 0.885 0.888 0.889 — — 0.48 0.44 0.33
High human development 0.614° 0.648° 0.687 0.716 0.734 0.739 0.741 — — 0.61 0.64 0.70
Medium human development 0.420° 0.480 0.548 0.587 0.618 0.625 0.630 — — 1.31 1.30 1.28
Low human development 0.316 0.347 0.383 0.422 0.448 0.453 0.456 — = 1.19 1.31 1.59
Regions
Arab States 0.444 0.516 0.578 0.609 0.634 0.639 0.641 = = 119 1.04 0.94
East Asia and the Pacific 0.428° 0.498° 0.581 0.622 0.658 0.666 0.671 — — 1.46 1.43 1.31
Europe and Central Asia 0.644° 0.680° 0.695 0.728 0.744 0.748 0.751 — — 0.50 0.47 0.71
Latin America and the Caribbean 0.582 0.624 0.680 0.703 0.722 0.728 0.731 — — 0.73 0.76 0.66
South Asia 0.356 0.418 0.468 0.510 0.538 0.545 0.548 — — 1.40 1.31 1.45
Sub-Saharan Africa 0.365 0.383 0.401 0.431 0.456 0.460 0.463 — — 0.77 0.90 1.31
Least developed countries 0.288° 0.320° 0.363 0.401 0.431 0.435 0.439 — — 1.37 1.51 1.73
Small island developing states 0.529° 0.565° 0.596° 0.616 0.635 0.638 0.640 — — 0.62 0.59 0.65
World 0.558" 0.594 0.634 0.660 0.676 0.679 0.682 — — 0.65 0.66 0.66
NOTES

a. A positive value indicates improvement in rank.
b. Based on less than half the countries in the group or region.

DEFINITION

Human Development Index (HDI): A composite index measuring average achievement in three basic
dimensions of human development—a long and healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of living.
See Technical note 1for details on how the HDI is calculated.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1-7: HDRO calculations based on data from UNDESA (2011), Barro and Lee (2010b), UNESCO
Institute for Statistics (2011), World Bank (2011a), UNSD (2011) and IMF (2011).

Columns 8-12: Calculated based on Human Development Index values in the relevant year.
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Inequality-adjusted Human Development Index

Human
Development
Index (HDI)
Value

Value

Overall
loss (%)

Inequality-adjusted HDI

Change
inrank?

Inequality-adjusted

life expectancy

index

Value Loss (%

Inequality-adjusted

education index

Value

Loss (%)

Inequality-adjusted

income index

Value

Loss (%)

Quintile
income
ratio

Income

Gini

coefficient

2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 201 2011 2011 2011 2011 2000-2011° 2000-2011°
VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 0.943 0.890 5.6 0 0.928 37 0.964 22 0.789 10.6 39 258
2 Australia 0.929 0.856 79 0 0.931 47 0.964 17 0.698 16.6 7.0
3 Netherlands 0.910 0.846 70 -1 0.917 43 0.895 39 0.739 125 51 .
4 United States 0.910 0.771 15.3 -19 0.863 6.6 0.905 37 0.587 324 8.5 40.8
5 New Zealand 0.908 . . . 0.907 5.2 . . . . 6.8 .
6 Canada 0.908 0.829 8.7 -7 0.914 5.0 0.897 32 0.696 171 55 326
7 lreland 0.908 0.843 72 0 0.915 43 0.933 32 0.701 138 5.7 343
8 Liechtenstein 0.905 . . . . . . . . . . .
9 Germany 0.905 0.842 6.9 0 0.915 40 0.911 1.8 0.717 14.5 43 28.3
10 Sweden 0.904 0.851 5.9 5 0.937 33 0.869 39 0.756 10.3 4.0 25.0
11 Switzerland 0.903 0.840 7.0 0 0.943 41 0.854 2.0 0.735 14.3 54 33.7
12 Japan 0.901 0.965 3.5 34 ..
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 0.898 . . . 0.961 29 . . . . 9.6 434
14 Iceland 0.898 0.845 5.9 5 0.945 3.0 0.888 2.6 0.718 1.8 .
15 Korea, Republic of 0.897 0.749 16.5 =17 0.916 43 0.696 255 0.659 18.4 47
16 Denmark 0.895 0.842 6.0 4 0.887 44 0.895 31 0.751 10.2 43 .
17 lsrael 0.888 0.779 12.3 -8 0.934 39 0.835 79 0.607 23.7 79 39.2
18 Belgium 0.886 0.819 76 -1 0.905 44 0.825 6.5 0.735 n7 49 33.0
19 Austria 0.885 0.820 74 1 0.920 42 0.838 24 0.715 15.1 44 291
20 France 0.884 0.804 9.1 0 0.930 42 0.791 9.1 0.705 13.9 5.6 ..
21 Slovenia 0.884 0.837 5.3 7 0.898 41 0.904 3.1 0.723 8.5 48 31.2
22 Finland 0.882 0.833 5.6 7 0.909 39 0.858 2.1 0.740 10.6 3.8 26.9
23 Spain 0.878 0.799 8.9 2 0.929 41 0.826 5.5 0.666 16.7 6.0 347
24 ltaly 0.874 0.779 10.9 -2 0.938 39 0.758 11.4 0.665 16.8 6.5 36.0
25 Luxembourg 0.867 0.799 78 3 0.913 35 0.724 6.2 0.771 135 .
26 Singapore 0.866 . . . 0.936 2.9 . . . . 9.8
27 Czech Republic 0.865 0.821 5.0 9 0.874 39 0.912 1.3 0.695 9.6 35
28 United Kingdom 0.863 0.791 8.4 4 0.903 48 0.797 22 0.688 17.3 72 .
29 Greece 0.861 0.756 12.2 -2 0.900 48 0.738 14.3 0.649 171 6.2 34.3
30 United Arab Emirates 0.846 . . . 0.836 6.3 . . . .
31 Cyprus 0.840 0.755 101 -2 0.901 41 0.678 15.0 0.704 10.9
32 Andorra 0.838 . .
33 Brunei Darussalam 0.838 . . . 0.862 5.8 . . . . . .
34 Estonia 0.835 0.769 79 2 0.813 6.0 0.891 27 0.627 14.5 6.3 36.0
35 Slovakia 0.834 0.787 5.7 7 0.825 5.7 0.861 1.6 0.686 9.6 4.0
36 Malta 0.832 0.892 5.1 . .
37 Qatar 0.831 . . . 0.854 72 . . . 13.3 411
38 Hungary 0.816 0.759 70 3 0.809 5.7 0.831 4.0 0.650 1.2 48 31.2
39 Poland 0.813 0.734 9.7 0 0.834 5.8 0.768 6.6 0.619 16.3 5.6 342
40 Lithuania 0.810 0.730 9.8 0 0.765 72 0.847 41 0.601 175 6.7 376
41 Portugal 0.809 0.726 10.2 0 0.893 49 0.697 5.6 0.616 19.3 79
42 Bahrain 0.806 . . .. 0.815 6.2 . . . . . .
43 latvia 0.805 0.717 10.9 -1 0.782 71 0.840 38 0.561 21.0 6.3 35.7
44 Chile 0.805 0.652 19.0 -1 0.871 6.6 0.688 13.7 0.462 341 3.6 521
45 Argentina 0.797 0.641 19.5 -13 0.796 9.7 0.708 12.1 0.468 34.4 12.3 458
46 Croatia 0.796 0.675 15.1 -3 0.844 55 0.697 10.4 0.523 27.8 5.2 337
47 Barbados 0.793 0.814 9.2
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 0.783 0.654 16.4 -7 0.815 9.3 0.681 10.8 0.505 27.8 8.7 42.4
49 Palau 0.782 . . . . . . . .. . . .
50 Romania 0.781 0.683 12.6 1 0.770 9.6 0.789 5.0 0.524 22.2 49 31.2
51 Cuba 0.776 0.883 5.4 . .
52 Seychelles 0.773 . . .. . . . . . . 27 19.0
53 Bahamas 0.771 0.658 14.7 -3 0.782 10.9 0.618 79 0.588 24.5 .. .
54 Montenegro 0.771 0.718 6.9 7 0.803 6.8 0.782 25 0.589 1.3 46 30.0
55 Bulgaria 0.771 0.683 n4a 3 0.776 78 0.754 5.9 0.543 19.9 10.2 453
56 Saudi Arabia 0.770 . . . 0.753 11.5 . . . . . .
57 Mexico 0.770 0.589 235 -15 0.801 10.9 0.567 21.9 0.451 356 14.4 51.7
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Inequality-adjusted Human Development Index

Inequality-adjusted

Human

Development '"‘*q"ﬂ"‘;;;‘;;mgh::;e o clucationindox " income mdox  Quinls  ncoma

Value Value  loss(%) inrank?® Value Loss (%) Value Loss (%) Value Loss (%) ratio coefficient

2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2000-2011° 2000-2011°
58 Panama 0.768 0.579 24.6 -15 0.776 12.4 0.611 17.8 0.410 405 15.8 52.3
59 Serbia 0.766 0.694 95 9 0.788 8.3 0.712 9.9 0.595 10.3 41 28.2
60 Antigua and Barbuda 0.764 . . . . . . . . . .. .
61 Malaysia 0.761 . . . 0.798 6.7 . . . 0.0 1.4 46.2
62 Trinidad and Tobago 0.760 0.644 15.3 -2 0.659 16.6 0.665 6.6 0.610 219 8.3
63 Kuwait 0.760 . . . 0.803 6.7 . . . .
64 Libya 0.760 . . . 0.781 9.7 . . . . . .
65 Belarus 0.756 0.693 8.3 10 0.736 74 0.735 5.4 0.617 121 4.0 272
66 Russian Federation 0.755 0.670 1.3 7 0.687 10.8 0.696 n.2 0.628 1.9 8.2 42.3
67 Grenada 0.748 . . . 0.798 9.6 . . . . . .
68 Kazakhstan 0.745 0.656 1.9 5 0.621 16.2 0.790 5.3 0.576 13.8 46 309
69 Costa Rica 0.744 0.591 205 -7 0.863 7.8 0.543 177 0.442 337 13.2 50.3
70 Albania 0.739 0.637 13.9 0 0.797 1.2 0.635 1.9 0.510 18.3 5.3 345
71 Lebanon 0.739 0.570 22.8 -9 0.718 135 0.528 241 0.489 30.0
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.735 . . . . . . . . . . .
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.735 0.540 26.6 -16 0.753 12.2 0.567 18.1 0.368 449 10.0 43.5
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.733 0.649 11.6 7 0.794 9.6 0.685 5.2 0.502 19.3 6.4 36.2
75 Georgia 0.733 0.630 141 2 0.720 15.1 0.812 33 0.428 227 8.9 41.3
76 Ukraine 0.729 0.662 9.2 14 0.684 10.5 0.806 6.1 0.526 10.9 39 275
77 Mauritius 0.728 0.631 13.3 5 0.760 9.8 0.570 13.5 0.581 16.6 . .
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 0.728 0.609 16.4 2 0.784 9.4 0.574 17.5 0.502 21.8 9.3 44.2
79 Jamaica 0.727 0.610 16.2 4 0.710 15.3 0.704 8.3 0.454 241 9.8 455
80 Peru 0.725 0.557 23.2 -5 0.726 14.8 0.535 24.0 0.444 30.0 13.5 48.0
81 Dominica 0.724 . . . . . . . . . . .
82 Saint Lucia 0.723 . . . 0.773 10.4 . . . . . 42.6
83 Ecuador 0.720 0.535 258 -10 0.753 141 0.535 221 0.379 38.8 12.8 49.0
84 Brazil 0.718 0.519 277 -13 0.723 14.4 0.492 25.7 0.392 40.7 17.6 53.9
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 0.717 . . . 0.710 14.0 . . . . . .
86 Armenia 0.716 0.639 10.8 13 0.728 14.9 0.710 6.5 0.504 10.8 45 309
87 Colombia 0.710 0.479 325 -24 0.731 13.7 0.515 228 0.292 53.9 24.8 58.5
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.707 . . . 0.701 16.1 . . . . 7.0 38.3
89 Oman 0.705 . . . 0.776 72
90 Tonga 0.704 . . . 0.712 138 . . . . . .
91 Azerbaijan 0.700 0.620 "4 " 0.636 20.6 0.615 8.3 0.610 45 5.3 337
92 Turkey 0.699 0.542 225 -2 0.742 12.8 0.423 274 0.506 26.5 8.0 39.7
93 Belize 0.699 . . . 0.776 12.2 . . . . 17.2 .
94 Tunisia 0.698 0.523 25.2 -7 0.751 12.6 0.396 38.7 0.480 21.8 8.0 40.8
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 0.698 0.565 19.0 5 0.732 131 0.551 224 0.449 211 6.3 377
96 Algeria 0.698 . . . 0.716 14.5 . . . . 6.1 .
97 Srilanka 0.691 0.579 16.2 9 0.785 9.4 0.558 17.9 0.442 20.8 6.9 40.3
98 Dominican Republic 0.689 0.510 259 -9 0.707 16.0 0.451 26.8 0.417 338 12.2 48.4
99 Samoa 0.688 . . . 0.717 13.4
100 Fiji 0.688 . . . 0.676 13.0 . . . . . .
101 China 0.687 0.534 22.3 -1 0.730 135 0.478 232 0.436 29.5 8.4 415
102 Turkmenistan 0.686 . . . 0.520 26.7 . . . . 79 .
103 Thailand 0.682 0.537 213 2 0.768 101 0.490 18.0 0.411 340 15.0 53.6
104 Suriname 0.680 0.518 238 -3 0.678 15.0 0.508 201 0.403 349 . 52.8
105 El Salvador 0.674 0.495 26.6 -1 0.698 15.2 0.431 324 0.403 311 121 46.9
106 Gabon 0.674 0.543 19.5 8 0.486 278 0.612 73 0.536 221 79 415
107 Paraguay 0.665 0.505 24.0 -4 0.680 17.8 0.515 19.8 0.368 334 14.9 52.0
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.663 0.437 34.1 12 0.550 25.1 0.542 276 0.280 472 21.8 57.3
109 Maldives 0.661 0.495 25.2 -6 0.832 73 0.334 4.2 0.436 23.2 6.8 374
110 Mongolia 0.653 0.563 13.8 15 0.622 18.8 0.680 5.8 0.422 16.4 6.2 36.5
111 Moldova, Republic of 0.649 0.569 12.2 18 0.691 1.2 0.673 6.1 0.397 18.9 6.7 38.0
112 Philippines 0.644 0.516 19.9 4 0.652 15.2 0.592 13.5 0.356 300 9.0 44.0
113 Egypt 0.644 0.489 241 -5 0.723 13.9 0.331 40.9 0.487 14.2 4.6 321
114 Qccupied Palestinian Territory 0.641 . . . 0.725 13.1 . . . . . .
115 Uzbekistan 0.641 0.544 15.1 17 0.577 24.3 0.701 1.4 0.399 17.9 6.2 36.7
116 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.636 0.390 38.6 12 0.624 19.2 0.534 22.4 0.179 63.1 . .
117 Guyana 0.633 0.492 22.3 -1 0.616 217 0.574 n7 0.337 321 . 432
118 Botswana 0.633 . . . 0.396 24.3 . . . . 21.0
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Inequality-adjusted Human Development Index

Inequality-adjusted

Human

lel‘:l(:l:m"[;l;‘ Inequallt;ve::stegh:[n);e life eixnpdeet;:ancy In:g::;llltti\g:?lmzt:d Inei(ﬁ:ma ?:J:)s(ted ?I:'(:::n": Income

Value Value  loss(%) inrank? Value Loss (%) Value Loss (%) Value Loss (%) ratio coefficient

2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2000-2011° 2000-2011°
119 Syrian Arab Republic 0.632 0.503 20.4 4 0.793 10.0 0.366 315 0.439 18.3 5.7 358
120 Namibia 0.625 0.353 435 -14 0.528 211 0.445 278 0.187 68.3 52.2 .
121 Honduras 0.625 0.427 317 -3 0.693 17.4 0.392 31.8 0.287 434 304 57.7
122 Kiribati 0.624 . . . . . . . . . . .
123 South Africa 0.619 . . . 0.370 28.4 0.558 20.8 . . 20.2 57.8
124 Indonesia 0.617 0.504 18.3 8 0.648 16.8 0.465 20.4 0.426 177 5.9 36.8
125 Vanuatu 0.617 . . . 0.679 15.6 . . . . . .
126 Kyrgyzstan 0.615 0.526 14.4 17 0.604 19.8 0.637 1.1 0.379 12.2 49 334
127 Tajikistan 0.607 0.500 17.6 8 0.546 272 0.638 9.4 0.360 15.3 42 29.4
128 Viet Nam 0.593 0.510 14.0 14 0.754 13.4 0.417 171 0.423 1.4 6.2 376
129 Nicaragua 0.589 0.427 275 3 0.734 13.9 0.350 333 0.303 336 15.0 52.3
130 Morocco 0.582 0.409 29.7 2 0.685 16.7 0.242 458 0.412 230 74 409
131 Guatemala 0.574 0.393 31.6 1 0.657 18.6 0.280 36.1 0.329 385 17.0 53.7
132 lraq 0.573 . . . 0.617 20.3 . . . . . .
133 Cape Verde 0.568 . . . 0.746 12.7 0.295 307 . . . 50.4
134 India 0.547 0.392 28.3 1 0.522 271 0.267 40.6 0.433 14.7 5.6 36.8
135 Ghana 0.541 0.367 322 -1 0.506 275 0.339 40.9 0.288 212 9.3 428
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.537 . . . 0.268 45.4 0.303 29.2 . . . .
137 Congo 0.533 0.367 311 -1 0.371 37.0 0.390 25.4 0.342 30.3 10.6 473
138 Lao People’s Demacratic Republic 0.524 0.405 22.8 6 0.586 21.7 0.300 30.5 0.376 15.5 5.9 36.7
139 Cambodia 0.523 0.380 212 3 0.484 28.8 0.346 311 0.328 214 7.8 44.4
140 Swaziland 0.522 0.338 354 -4 0.295 35.0 0.406 29.8 0.322 40.9 12.4 50.7
141 Bhutan 0.522 . . .. 0.565 24.1 0.185 44.8 . . . 46.7
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands 0.510 . . . 0.599 20.7 . . . . . .
143 Kenya 0.509 0.338 336 -2 0.386 341 0.403 30.7 0.248 36.0 1.3 477
144 Sdo Tomé and Principe 0.509 0.348 315 1 0.502 28.8 0.365 19.1 0.231 442 10.8 50.8
145 Pakistan 0.504 0.346 314 1 0.485 323 0.207 46.4 0.413 1.0 47 327
146 Bangladesh 0.500 0.363 274 5 0.593 232 0.252 39.4 0.321 177 43 31.0
147 Timor-Leste 0.495 0.332 329 -1 0.468 30.2 0.195 474 0.401 17.8 4.6 319
148 Angola 0.486 . . . 0.264 46.1 . . 0.278 50.0 31.0 58.6
149 Myanmar 0.483 . . .. 0.533 25.3 . . . . . .
150 Cameroon 0.482 0.321 334 -2 0.284 43.0 0.336 35.3 0.345 19.9 9.1 44.6
151 Madagascar 0.480 0.332 30.7 2 0.548 256 0.347 301 0.193 36.1 8.6 472
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 0.466 0.332 28.8 1 0.407 324 0.305 328 0.294 20.6 6.6 376
153 Papua New Guinea 0.466 . . . 0.505 25.2 . . . . 12.5 .
154 Yemen 0.462 0.312 32.3 0 0.537 251 0.155 49.8 0.365 17.6 6.3 377
155 Senegal 0.459 0.304 338 0 0.430 30.7 0.211 451 0.309 239 74 39.2
156 Nigeria 0.459 0.278 393 -6 0.283 438 0.247 442 0.309 28.8 95 42.9
157 Nepal 0.458 0.301 34.3 0 0.620 19.5 0.201 43.6 0.220 374 8.9 47.3
158 Haiti 0.454 0.271 40.2 -9 0.459 309 0.241 40.7 0.180 479 25.2 59.5
159 Mauritania 0.453 0.298 34.2 1 0.389 36.2 0.208 432 0.329 215 74 39.0
160 Lesotho 0.450 0.288 359 -1 0.292 34.3 0.384 24.3 0.213 47.0 18.8 52.5
161 Uganda 0.446 0.296 336 2 0.328 391 0.322 322 0.246 291 8.7 44.3
162 Togo 0.435 0.289 335 2 0.367 372 0.277 415 0.238 20.0 8.7 344
163 Comoros 0.433 . . . 0.437 326 0.193 474 ; . . 64.3
164 Zambia 0.430 0.303 295 7 0.266 419 0.366 23.8 0.287 20.8 15.3 50.7
165 Djibouti 0.430 0.275 359 0 0.377 36.9 0.156 47.0 0.355 21.3 . 399
166 Rwanda 0.429 0.276 35.7 2 0.328 413 0.282 307 0.228 34.5 13.9 53.1
167 Benin 0.427 0.274 358 1 0.340 40.3 0.212 42.0 0.286 236 6.7 38.6
168 Gambia 0.420 . . . 0.402 339 . . . . 1.0 473
169 Sudan 0.408 . . . 0.438 330 . . . . . .
170 Céte d'lvoire 0.400 0.246 386 -3 0.347 378 0173 432 0.247 34.4 1.0 46.1
171 Malawi 0.400 0.272 320 2 0.324 399 0.267 347 0.232 19.7 6.6 39.0
172 Afghanistan 0.398 . . . 0.222 50.9 0.223 39.3 . . .
173 Zimbabwe 0.376 0.268 28.7 1 0.343 30.6 0.452 20.1 0.124 345 121 .
174 Ethiopia 0.363 0.247 319 1 0.400 354 0.146 382 0.258 20.8 42 298
175 Mali 0.359 . . . 0.266 46.3 0.170 36.9 . . 71 39.0
176 Guinea-Bissau 0.353 0.207 41.4 -4 0.221 501 0.181 40.3 0.222 325 6.0 355
177 FEritrea 0.349 . . . 0.481 26.6 . . . . . .
178 Guinea 0.344 0.211 388 -2 0.308 42.7 0.143 42.0 0.213 311 12 39.4
179 Central African Republic 0.343 0.204 40.6 -3 0.242 46.0 0.174 459 0.201 281 95 43.6
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Inequality-adjusted Human Development Index

Inequality-adjusted

De\:l;g‘par:em Inequality-adjusted HDI life expectancy Inequality-adjusted  Inequality-adjusted Quintile Income
Index(HDI)  Overall Change Change index education index income index income Gini
Value Value  loss(%) inrank?® Value Loss (%) Value Loss (%) Value Loss (%) ratio coefficient
2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2000-2011° 2000-2011°
180 Sierra Leone 0.336 0.196 41.6 -3 0.240 453 0.160 474 0.197 31.0 8.1 425
181 Burkina Faso 0.331 0.215 35.1 3 0.326 4.7 017 37.3 0.260 253 6.7 39.6
182 Liberia 0.329 0.213 353 3 0.362 37.6 0.235 46.4 0.113 19.0 7.0 52.6
183 Chad 0.328 0.196 40.1 -1 0.224 52.0 0.124 43.4 0.272 21.0 74 39.8
184 Mozambique 0.322 0.229 28.9 7 0.282 40.8 0.181 18.2 0.233 25.8 9.9 45.6
185 Burundi 0.316 . . . 0.261 45.6 . . . . 4.8 333
186 Niger 0.295 0.195 34.2 0 0.314 42.6 0.107 395 0.218 17.9 5.2 34.0
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.286 0.172 39.9 0 0.224 50.0 0.245 31.2 0.093 36.8 9.2 44.4
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 0.640 16.9
Marshall Islands
Monaco
Nauru
San Marino . .
Somalia 0.260 471
Tuvalu
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 0.889 0.787 11.5 — 0.897 5.2 0.838 6.2 0.648 222 — —
High human development 0.741 0.590¢ 20.5° = 0.734 12.4 0.580°¢ 18.9¢ 0.482 28.2°¢ — —
Medium human development 0.630 0.480 237 — 0.633 19.2 0.396 294 0.441 22.3 — —
Low human development 0.456 0.304 33.3 — 0.393 35.6 0.238 39.2 0.300 24.2 — —
Regions
Arab States 0.641 0.472¢  26.4° — 0.654 18.0 0.307¢ 40.8° 0.524°¢ 17.8¢ — —
East Asia and the Pacific 0.671 0.528¢  21.3° — 0.709 14.3 0.477¢ 21.9¢ 0.435° 26.8¢ — —
Europe and Central Asia 0.751 0.655 12.7 = 0.715 1.7 0.681 10.7 0.578 15.7 — —
Latin America and the Caribbean 0.731 0.540 26.1 —_ 0.743 13.4 0.528 232 0.401 39.3 —_ —_
South Asia 0.548 0.393 28.4 = 0.529 26.9 0.266 40.9 0.430 15.1 = =
Sub-Saharan Africa 0.463 0.303 345 — 0.331 39.0 0.276 35.6 0.306 28.4 — —
Least developed countries 0.439 0296 324 = 0.403 34.7 0.233 36.8 0.277 25.3 = =
Small island developing states 0.640 0.458¢ 28.4° — 0.633 19.1 0.417¢ 29.6°¢ 0.364¢ 35.6° — —
World 0.682 0.525 23.0 — 0.637 19.0 0.450 26.2 0.506 234 — —
NOTES Income Gini coefficient: Measure of the deviation of the distribution of income (or consumption) among
a. Change in rank is based on countries for which the Inequality-adjusted Human Development Index individuals or households within a country from a perfectly equal distribution. A value of 0 represents
is calculated. absolute equality, a value of 100 absolute inequality.

b. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified.

c. Based on less than half the countries in the group or region.

DEFINITIONS

Human Development Index (HDI): A composite index measuring average achievement in three basic
dimensions of human development—a long and healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of living.
See Technical note 1for details on how the HDI is calculated.

Inequality-adjusted HDI (IHDI): HDI value adjusted for inequalities in the three basic dimensions of
human development. See Technical note 2 for details on how the IHDI is calculated.

Overall loss: The loss in potential human development due to inequality, calculated as the percentage
difference between the HDI and the IHDI.

Inequality-adjusted life expectancy index: The HDI life expectancy index adjusted for inequality in
distribution of expected length of life based on data from life tables listed in Main data sources.
Inequality-adjusted education index: The HDI education index adjusted for inequality in distribution of
years of schooling based on data from household surveys listed in Main data sources.
Inequality-adjusted income index: The HDIl income index adjusted for inequality in income distribution
based on data from household surveys listed in Main data sources.

Quintile income ratio: Ratio of the average income of the richest 20 percent of the population to the
average income of the poorest 20 percent of the population.
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MAIN DATA SOURCES

Column 1: HDRO calculations based on data from UNDESA (2011), Barro and Lee (2010b), UNESCO
Institute for Statistics (2011), World Bank (2011a) and IMF (2011).

Column 2: Calculated as the geometric mean of the values in columns 5, 7 and 9 using the methodology
in Technical note 2.

Column 3: Calculated based on data in columns 1 and 2.

Column 4: Calculated based on HDI rank and data in column 2.

Columns 5,7 and 9: HDRO calculations based on data from United Nations Department of Economic and
Social Affairs life tables, the Luxembourg Income Study, Eurostat’s European Union Survey of Income
and Living Conditions, the World Bank's International Income Distribution Database, the United Nations
Children's Fund's Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys, ICF Macro Demographic and Health Surveys, the
World Health Organization's World Health Survey and the United Nations University's World Institute for
Development Economics Research’s World Income Inequality Database using the methodology in Techni-
cal note 2. The list of surveys and years of surveys used for each index are available at http://hdr.undp.org.
Column 6: Calculated based on data in column 5 and the unadjusted life expectancy index.

Column 8: Calculated based on data in column 7 and the unadjusted education index.

Column 10: Calculated based on data in column 9 and the unadjusted income index.

Columns 11 and 12: World Bank (2011a).



Gender Inequality Index and related indicators

Population REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH
with at least Contraceptive
s::icunttl_ary Labour f prevalence Births
|n(:|rlll‘:i7irty . (e"rbl:;:slgg parg o;::ti::;cr‘:ne rate, any Atleast  attended
Index Seatsin énd older) methnd_ one by skilled
Maternal national (% of married ~ antenatal health Total
mortality Adolescent parliament women ages visit personnel fertility
Rank Value ratio fertilityrate (% female) Female Male Female Male 15-49) (%) (%) rate
2011 2011 2008 20112 2011 2010 2010 2009 2009 20052009  2005-2009° 2005-2009° 20112
VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 6 0.075 7 9.0 39.6 99.3 99.1 63.0 71.0 88.0 . . 2.0
2 Australia 18 0136 8 16.5 28.3 95.1 972 584 72.2 71.0 100.0 100.0 2.0
3 Netherlands 2 0.052 9 5.1 378 86.3 892 595 72.9 69.0 100.0 1.8
4 United States 47 0.299 24 4.2 16.8¢ 953 945 584 719 73.0 . 99.0 21
5 New Zealand 32 0195 14 309 336 716 735 61.8 75.7 75.0 95.0 100.0 21
6 Canada 20 0.140 12 14.0 24.9 923 927 627 73.0 74.0 98.0 17
7 Ireland 33 0.203 3 17.5 11 82.3 815 544 73.0 89.0 100.0 21
8 Liechtenstein . . . 7.0 24.0 . . . . . .
9 Germany 7 0.085 7 79 317 91.3 928 53.1 66.8 75.0 15
10 Sweden 1 0.049 5 6.0 45.0 879 87.1 60.6 69.2 . 1.9
11 Switzerland 4 0.067 10 4.6 276 63.6 738  60.6 73.1 82.0 . 1.5
12 Japan 14 0123 6 5.0 13.6 80.0 823 479 71.8 54.0 100.0 1.4
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) . . . 372 . 67.3 710 522 68.9 84.0 11
14 Iceland 9 0.099 5 14.6 42.9 66.3 57.7 .7 83.1 . . 21
15 Korea, Republic of 11 0111 18 23 14.7 794 917 50.1 72.0 80.0 100.0 1.4
16 Denmark 3 0.060 5 6.0 38.0 59.0 656 603 70.6 1.9
17 lsrael 22 0145 7 14.0 19.2 78.9 772 51.9 62.5 . 29
18 Belgium 12 014 5 14.2 385 757 798 467 60.8 75.0 . . 1.8
19 Austria 16 0131 5 12.8 28.3 673 859 532 68.1 51.0 100.0 100.0 1.4
20 France 10 0.106 8 7.2 20.0 796 846 505 62.2 71.0 99.0 99.0 2.0
21 Slovenia 28 0175 18 5.0 10.8 60.6% 81.9% 52.8 65.4 74.0 98.0 100.0 15
22 Finland 5 0.075 8 9.3 42.5 701 701 57.0 64.9 . 100.0 100.0 1.9
23 Spain 13 0117 6 12.7 34.7 709 757 491 68.5 66.0 1.5
24 ltaly 15 0124 5 6.7 20.3 678 789 384 60.6 60.0 . 15
25 Luxembourg 26 0.169 17 10.1 20.0 66.4 739 480 63.3 . 100.0 1.7
26 Singapore 8 0.086 9 4.8 23.4 573 647 537 75.6 62.0 . 100.0 1.4
27 Czech Republic 17 0136 8 m1 21.0 85.5 876 4858 67.6 72.0 99.0 100.0 1.5
28 United Kingdom 34 0.209 12 29.6 21.0 68.8 678 553 69.5 84.0 99.0 1.9
29 Greece 24 0.162 2 11.6 17.3 64.4 720 429 65.0 61.0 . . 1.5
30 United Arab Emirates 38 0.234 10 26.7 225 76.9 773 419 92.1 28.0 97.0 99.0 17
31 Cyprus 21 0141 10 6.6 12.5 61.8 732 543 70.8 15
32 Andorra . 8.4 53.6 49.34¢ 495de . . . . .
33 Brunei Darussalam . . 21 25.1 . 66.6 612 597 74.8 . 100.0 99.0 2.0
34 Estonia 30 0.194 12 22.7 19.8 944 946 548 69.0 70.0 100.0 17
35 Slovakia 31 0194 6 20.2 16.0 80.8 87.1 51.2 68.5 80.0 100.0 1.4
36 Malta 42 0272 8 17.3 8.7 644 735 31.6 67.5 86.0 98.0 1.3
37 Qatar 111 0.549 8 16.2 0.0 62.1 547 499 93.0 43.0 99.0 2.2
38 Hungary 39 0.237 13 16.5 9.1 932 967 425 58.8 77.0 100.0 1.4
39 Poland 25 0.164 6 14.8 17.9 797 839 462 61.9 49.0 100.0 1.4
40 Lithuania 29 0192 13 19.7 19.1 919 957 502 62.1 47.0 100.0 1.5
41 Portugal 19 0.140 7 16.8 274 404 419 562 69.4 67.0 . 100.0 1.3
42 Bahrain 44 0.288 19 14.9 15.0 744 804 324 85.0 62.0 97.0 98.0 24
43 latvia 36 0.216 20 18.0 20.0 948 962 543 70.2 48.0 . 100.0 1.5
44 Chile 68 0.374 26 58.3 13.9 67.3 698 41.8 73.4 58.0 95.0 100.0 1.8
45 Argentina 67 0.372 70 56.9 378 570 549 524 78.4 78.0 99.0 95.0 22
46 Croatia 27 0170 14 13.5 235 574 723 463 60.3 . . 100.0 15
47 Barbados 65 0.364 64 42.6 19.6 89.5 876  65.8 78.0 55.0 100.0 100.0 1.6
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 62 0.352 27 61.1 14.6 56.6 51.7 538 75.5 78.0 96.0 100.0 2.0
49 Palau . . . 13.8 6.9 . . . . 21.0 100.0 100.0 .
50 Romania 55 0.333 27 320 9.8 838 905 454 60.0 70.0 94.0 99.0 1.4
51 Cuba 58 0.337 53 45.2 43.2 739 804 409 66.9 78.0 100.0 100.0 1.5
52 Seychelles . . . 51.3 235 41.29¢ 45449 . . . . . .
53 Bahamas 54 0.332 49 31.8 179 48.5%¢ 545%¢ 683 78.7 45.0 98.0 99.0 1.9
54 Montenegro . . 15 18.2 1M1 79.74¢ 6954 . . 39.0 97.0 99.09 1.6
55 Bulgaria 40 0.245 13 42.8 20.8 69.1 70.6 482 61.2 63.0 100.0 1.6
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Gender Inequality Index and related indicators

Population REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH
with at least Contraceptive
secondary .
Gender education Labour force prevalence Births
. ., PRSI rate, any At least attended
Inequality Seatsin (% ages 25 participation rate method one by skilled
Index Maternal national M L (% of married antenatal [ CE Total
mortality Adolescent parliament women ages visit personnel fertility
Rank Value ratio fertilityrate (% female) Female Male Female Male 15-49) (%) (%) rate
2009 2005-2009°  2005-2009° 2005-2009° 20112
56 Saudi Arabia 135 0.646 24 1.6 0.0 50.3 57.9 212 79.8 24.0 90.0 91.0 2.6
57 Mexico 79 0.448 85 70.6 255 55.8 619 432 80.6 73.0 94.0 93.0 22
58 Panama 95 0.492 Al 82.6 8.5 635 607 484 80.7 . 72.0 92.0 24
59 Serbia . . 8 221 21.6 61.7 70.7 . . 41.0 98.0 99.09 1.6
60 Antigua and Barbuda . . . 55.5 19.4 . . . . 53.0 100.0 100.0 .
61 Malaysia 43 0.286 31 14.2 14.0 66.0 728 444 79.2 55.0 79.0 99.0 2.6
2 Trinidad and Tobago 53 0.331 55 347 274 676  66.6 55.1 781 43.0 96.0 98.0 1.6
63 Kuwait 37 0.229 9 13.8 11 522 439 454 82.5 52.0 95.0 98.0 23
64 Libya 51 0.314 64 32 11 556 440 24.7 78.9 45.0 81.0 94.09 24
65 Belarus . . 15 221 321 . . 548 66.5 73.0 99.0 100.00 1.5
66 Russian Federation 59 0.338 39 30.0 1.5 906 956 575 69.2 80.0 . 100.0 1.5
67 Grenada . . . 424 214 . . . . 54.0 100.0 99.0 22
68 Kazakhstan 56 0.334 45 300 13.6 922 950 657 76.3 51.0 100.0 100.00 25
69 Costa Rica 64 0.361 44 65.6 386 544 528 451 79.9 80.0 90.0 99.0 1.8
70 Albania 41 027 31 17.9 16.4 832 892 493 70.4 69.0 97.0 99.0 1.5
71 Lebanon 76 0.440 26 16.2 3.1 324 333 223 715 58.0 96.0 98.0 1.8
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis . . . 42.6 6.7 . . . . 54.0 100.0 100.0 .
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 78 0.447 68 89.9 17.0 33.4 29.6 51.7 80.3 770 94.0 95.0 2.4
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina . . 9 16.4 15.8 . . 549 68.3 36.0 99.0 100.0¢ 11
75 Georgia 73 0418 48 447 6.5 63.84¢ 58.9%¢ 551 73.8 47.0 96.0 98.0 1.5
76 Ukraine 57 0.335 26 308 8.0 91.5 96.1 52.0 65.4 67.0 99.0 99.0 1.5
77 Mauritius 63 0.353 36 35.4 18.8 452 529 408 74.8 76.0 . 98.0 1.6
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 23 0.151 9 22.0 325 55.6¢ 40.2¢ 429 65.2 14.0 94.0 100.00 1.4
79 Jamaica 81 0.450 89 713 16.0 74.0 711 56.1 74.0 69.0 91.0 97.09 23
80 Peru 72 0415 98 54.7 275" 57.6 76.1 58.2 76.0 73.0 94.0 83.09 24
81 Dominica . . . 20.0 12.5 11.2%¢ 10.3%¢ . . 50.0 100.0 100.0 .
82 Saint Lucia . . . 61.7 20.7 . . 51.0 75.8 47.0 99.0 100.0 1.9
83 Ecuador 85 0.469 140 82.8 32.3 442 458 471 717 73.0 84.0 98.09 24
84 Brazil 80 0.449 58 75.6 9.6 488 463 60.1 81.9 81.0 97.0 97.0 1.8
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines . . . 58.9 14.3 . . 56.0 78.8 48.0 100.0 99.0 2.0
86 Armenia 60 0.343 29 35.7 9.2 94.1 948 596 74.6 53.0 93.0 100.0 17
87 Colombia 91 0482 85 74.3 13.8 48.0 476 407 776 78.0 94.0 96.09 23
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 92 0485 30 295 2.8 39.0 57.2 319 73.0 79.0 98.0 97.0 1.6
89 Oman 49 0.309 20 9.2 9.0 26.7 28.1 25.4 76.9 32.0 100.0 99.0 22
90 Tonga . . . 22.3 36’ 84.0 878 546 747 23.0 . 95.0 38
91 Azerbaijan 50 0314 38 338 16.0 65.44¢ 61.9% 595 66.8 51.0 71.0 88.09 22
92 Turkey 77 0.443 23 39.2 9.1 271 46.7 24.0 69.6 73.0 92.0 91.0 2.0
93 Belize 97 0.493 94 78.7 1.1 352 328 47.4 80.6 34.0 94.0 95.09 27
94 Tunisia 45 0.293 60 5.7 23.3 335 480 256 70.6 60.0 96.0 95.0 1.9
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 83 0.456 59 26.5 12.2 571 742 233 73.9 59.0 99.0 99.0 29
96 Algeria 710412 120 73 7.0 363 493 37.2 79.6 61.0 89.0 95.0 2.1
97 Srilanka 74 0419 39 236 5.3 56.0 576 342 75.1 68.0 99.0 99.0 22
98 Dominican Republic 90 0.480 100 108.7 19.1 49.7 418 505 79.8 73.0 99.0 98.0 25
99 Samoa . . . 28.3 41 64.29¢ 60.0%¢ 379 75.4 25.0 . 100.0 38
100 Fiji . . 26 452 . 866 886 387 78.4 35.0 . 99.0 2.6
101 China 35 0.209 38 8.4 21.3 548 704 67.4 79.7 85.0 91.0 99.0 1.6
102 Turkmenistan . . 77 19.5 16.8 . . 62.4 74.0 48.0 99.0 100.0 23
103 Thailand 69 0.382 48 433 14.0 256 337 65.5 80.7 77.0 98.0 97.0 1.5
104 Suriname . . 100 395 9.8 . . 385 66.0 46.0 90.0 90.09 2.3
105 El Salvador 93 0487 110 82.7 19.0 40.5 475 459 76.7 73.0 94.0 96.0 22
106 Gabon 103 0.509 260 89.9 16.1 53.8 347 70.0 81.1 330 94.0 86.0 32
107 Paraguay 87 0.476 95 72.3 13.6 454 504 57.0 86.6 79.0 96.0 82.0 29
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 88 0.476 180 78.2 301 55.1 67.9 62.1 82.0 61.0 86.0 7.0 32
109 Maldives 52 0.320 37 12.2 6.5 313 373 571 77.0 39.0 81.0 84.0 17
110 Mongolia 70 0.410 65 208 39 83.0 81.8 67.8 78.2 55.0 100.0 99.0 25
111 Moldova, Republic of 46 0.298 32 338 18.8 858 923 465 53.1 68.0 98.0 100.0¢ 1.5
112 Philippines 75 0.427 94 54.1 215 659 637 492 78.5 51.0 91.0 62.0 3.1
113 Egypt . . 82 46.6 N 434 593 224 75.3 60.0 74.0 79.0 26
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory . . . 53.5 . 36.5%¢ 29.0%¢ 165 68.4 50.0 99.0 99.0 43

m HUMAN DEVELOPMENT REPORT 2011 SAMMANFATTNING



Gender Inequality Index and related indicators

Population REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH
with at least Contraceptive
secondary prevalence Births
Gender el’iucatlon Labour force rate, any Atleast  attended
Inequality Seats in (% ages 25 participation rate method one by skilled
Index Maternal national __andolder (%) (% of married  antenatal health Total
mortality Adolescent parliament women ages visit personnel fertility
Rank Value ratio fertilityrate (% female) Female Male Female Male 15-49) (%) (%) rate
20112 2011 2010 2009 20052009  2005-2009° 2005-2009° 20112
115 Uzbekistan . . 30 13.8 19.2 . . 58.4 71.0 65.0 99.0 100.0¢ 2.3
116 Micronesia, Federated States of . . . 254 0.0 . . . . 45.0 . 88.0 3.3
117 Guyana 106 0.511 270 68.3 30.0 426 437 447 81.2 43.0 92.0 92.09 22
118 Botswana 102 0.507 190 52.1 79 73.6 775 723 80.9 53.0 94.0 95.09 2.6
119 Syrian Arab Republic 86 0.474 46 428 12.4 24.7 241 211 79.5 58.0 84.0 93.09 2.8
120 Namibia 84 0.466 180 74.4 25.0 496 46.1 51.8 62.6 55.0 95.0 81.0 31
121 Honduras 105 0.511 110 931 18.0 319 363 40.1 80.2 65.0 92.0 67.09 3.0
122 Kiribati . . . 222 43 . . . . 22.0 88.0 63.0 .
123 South Africa 94 0.490 410 59.2 42.7 66.3  68.0 47.0 63.4 60.0 92.0 91.0 24
124 Indonesia 100 0.505 240 451 18.0 24.2 311 52.0 86.0 57.0 93.0 75.09 2.1
125 Vanuatu . . . 54.0 3.8 . . 79.3 88.3 38.0 84.0 74.0 3.8
126 Kyrgyzstan 66 0.370 81 341 233 81.0 812 5438 79.1 48.0 97.0 98.09 2.6
127 Tajikistan 61 0.347 64 28.4 175 932 858 57.0 717 37.0 89.0 88.09 32
128 Viet Nam 48 0.305 56 26.8 25.8 247 280 680 76.0 80.0 91.0 88.09 1.8
129 Nicaragua 101 0.506 100 12.7 20.7 308 447 471 78.4 72.0 90.0 74.0 25
130 Morocco 104 0510 110 15.1 6.7 201 363 262 80.1 63.0 68.0 63.0 22
131 Guatemala 109 0.542 110 107.2 12.0 15.6 21.0 48.1 87.9 54.0 93.0 51.0 38
132 lraq 117 0.579 75 98.0 25.2 220 427 13.8 68.9 50.0 84.0 80.0 45
133 Cape Verde . . 94 81.6 20.8 . . 53.5 81.3 61.0 98.0 78.09 2.3
134 India 129 0.617 230 86.3 10.7 266 504 328 81.1 54.0 75.0 53.09 25
135 Ghana 122 0598 350 VAN 8.3 339 83.1 73.8 75.2 24.0 90.0 57.0 4.0
136 Equatorial Guinea . . 280 122.9 10.0 . . 39.7 92.0 . 86.0 65.09 5.0
137 Congo 132 0628 580 18.7 9.2 438 487 629 82.6 44.0 86.0 83.0 44
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 107 0.513 580 39.0 25.0 229 36.8 717 78.9 38.0 35.0 20.09 2.5
139 Cambodia 99 0.500 290 418 19.0 116 206 736 85.6 40.0 69.0 44.0 24
140 Swaziland 110 0.546 420 83.9 21.9 499 46.1 53.1 74.9 51.0 85.0 69.09 32
141 Bhutan 98 0.495 200 50.2 13.9 16.2¢¢ 19.4%¢ 534 70.6 35.0 88.0 71.0 2.3
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands . . 100 70.3 0.0 . . 24.2 50.0 21.0 74.0 70.0 4.0
143 Kenya 130 0.627 530 100.2 9.8 201 386 764 88.1 46.0 92.0 440 4.6
144 Sdo Tomé and Principe . . . 66.1 18.2 . . 445 76.0 38.0 98.0 82.0 35
145 Pakistan 115 0573 260 316 21.0 235 468 217 84.9 30.0 61.0 39.09 32
146 Bangladesh 112 0.550 340 78.9 18.6 308 393 587 82.5 53.0 51.0 24.09 22
147 Timor-Leste . . 370 65.8 29.2 . . 58.9 82.8 22.0 61.0 18.0 5.9
148 Angola . . 610 1711 386 . . 74.5 88.4 6.0 80.0 47.09 5.1
149 Myanmar 96 0.492 240 16.3 4.0 18.0 17.6 63.1 85.1 41.0 80.0 64.0 1.9
150 Cameroon 134 0.639 600 127.8 139 211 349 535 80.7 29.0 82.0 63.0 43
151 Madagascar . . 440 134.3 121 . . 842 88.7 40.0 86.0 44.09 45
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 119 0.590 790 130.4 36.0 5.6 92 863 90.6 26.0 76.0 43.09 55
153 Papua New Guinea 140 0.674 250 66.9 0.9 124 244 71.6 74.2 320 79.0 53.0 38
154 Yemen 146 0.769 210 78.8 0.7 76 24.4 19.9 73.5 28.0 47.0 36.0 49
155 Senegal 114 0.566 410 105.9 29.6 10.9 19.4 648 88.6 12.0 87.0 52.09 4.6
156 Nigeria . . 840 118.3 7.3 . . 39.2 73.4 15.0 58.0 39.09 5.4
157 Nepal 113 0.558 380 103.4 33.2 179 399 633 80.3 48.0 44.0 19.0 2.6
158 Haiti 123 0599 300 46.4 42 225 363 57.5 82.9 320 85.0 26.09 32
159 Mauritania 126 0.605 550 79.2 19.2 80 208 590 81.0 9.0 75.0 61.09 44
160 Lesotho 108 0.532 530 735 229 243 203 708 717 470 92.0 62.09 31
161 Uganda 116 0.577 430 149.9 372 9.1 208 783 90.6 24.0 94.0 42.0 5.9
162 Togo 124 0.602 350 65.3 Mn1 15.3 451 63.6 85.7 17.0 84.0 62.09 39
163 Comoros . . 340 58.0 3.0 . . 73.7 85.4 26.0 75.0 62.09 47
164 Zambia 131 0.627 470 146.8 14.0 257 442 595 79.2 41.0 94.0 47.09 6.3
165 Djibouti . . 300 229 138 . . 61.5 78.7 23.0 92.0 93.09 3.6
166 Rwanda 82 0.453 540 38.7 50.9 74 80 867 85.1 36.0 96.0 52.09 5.3
167 Benin 133 0634 410 m7 8.4 11.3 259 67.4 719 17.0 84.0 74.09 5.1
168 Gambia 127 0.610 400 76.6 75 16.9 314 706 85.2 18.0 98.0 57.09 47
169 Sudan 128 0.6M 750 61.9 24.2 12.8 182 308 739 8.0 64.0 49.09 42
170 Céte d'lvoire 136 0.655 470 129.4 8.9 136 252 508 82.1 13.0 85.0 57.0 42
171 Malawi 120 0.594 510 119.2 20.8 104 204 750 78.8 41.0 92.0 54.0 6.0
172  Afghanistan 141 0707 1,400 118.7 27.6 58 340 331 84.5 10.0 16.0 14.0 6.0
173 Zimbabwe 118 0.583 790 64.6 17.9 488 620 600 74.3 65.0 93.0 60.0 3.1
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Gender Inequality Index and related indicators

No women were elected in 2010; however, one woman was appointed to the cabinet.

during pregnancy, labour and postpartum; to conduct deliveries on their own; and to care for newborns.

Population REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH
with at least Cont i
secondary on ratI:ep ive Birth
Gender education Labour force prevalence Atl ! dsd
Inequalit : (% ages25  participationrate rate, any tleast  aftende
qu Y Seatsin and old o method one by skilled
ndex__ Maternal national and older) (%) (% of married  antenatal  health Total
mortality Adolescent parliament women ages visit personnel fertility
Rank Value ratio fertilityrate (% female) Female Male Female Male 15-49) (%) (%) rate
2011 2009 2005-2009°  2005-2009° 2005-2009° 20112
174 Ethiopia . . 470 72.4 255 . 80.7 90.3 15.0 28.0 6.0 88
175 Mali 143 0.712 830 186.3 10.2 3.2 8.4 37.6 67.0 8.0 70.0 49.09 6.1
176 Guinea-Bissau 1,000 1M 10.0 59.6 83.8 10.0 78.0 39.09 49
177 FEritrea 280 66.6 22.0 62.5 83.4 8.0 70.0 28.09 4.2
178 Guinea . . 680 157.4 o . . 79.2 89.2 9.0 88.0 46.09 5.0
179 Central African Republic 138 0.669 850 106.6 96" 10.3 26.2 71.6 86.7 19.0 69.0 44,09 4.4
180 Sierra Leone 137 0.662 970 143.7 13.2 9.5 204 65.4 67.5 8.0 87.0 42.09 4.7
181 Burkina Faso 121 0.596 560 124.8 15.3 34.74¢ 351de 782 90.8 17.0 85.0 54.0 5.8
182 Liberia 139 0.671 990 142.6 13.8 15.7 39.2 66.6 75.8 11.0 79.0 46.0 5.0
183 Chad 145 0735 1,200 164.5 14.3 0.9¢¢ 99¢e 627 78.2 3.0 39.0 14.0 5.7
184 Mozambique 125 0.602 550 149.2 39.2 1.5 6.0 84.8 86.9 16.0 92.0 55.09 47
185 Burundi 89 0.478 970 18.6 36.1 5.2 9.2 91.0 87.5 9.0 92.0 34.0 4.1
186 Niger 144 0724 820 2071 13.1 2.5 1.6 38.9 87.5 11.0 46.0 33.0 6.9
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 142 0.710 670 201.4 9.4 10.7 36.2 56.5 85.6 21.0 85.0 74.09 5.5
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 250 0.7 15.6 55.1 715 69.0 97.0 97.0 2.0
Marshall Islands . . . 53.5 3.0 45.0 81.0 86.0
Monaco . . . 1.6 26.1 . . .
Nauru 31.2 0.0 36.0 95.0 97.0
San Marino . . . 25 16.7 . . . . . .
Somalia . . 1,200 70.1 6.8 56.5 84.7 15.0 26.0 33.09 6.3
Tuvalu 23.3 0.0 31.0 97.0 98.0
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 0.224 16 238 215 82.0 84.6 52.8 69.8 69.5 98.6 99.2 1.8
High human development 0.409 51 51.6 13.5 61.0 64.6 47.8 75.0 724 94.4 96.1 1.9
Medium human development 0.475 135 50.1 17.3 41.2 57.7 51.1 80.0 67.7 85.1 78.1 21
Low human development 0.606 532 98.2 18.2 18.7 32.4 54.6 82.7 218 64.9 39.6 42
Regions
Arab States .. 0.563 192 44.4 12.0 329 46.2 26.0 711 46.1 76.4 76.1 3.1
East Asia and the Pacific . . 79 19.8 20.2 48.1 61.3 64.2 80.3 76.9 90.7 91.9 1.8
Europe and Central Asia 0.31 29 28.0 13.4 78.0 83.3 49.7 67.8 67.7 95.3 97.9 1.7
Latin America and the Caribbean 0.445 80 73.7 18.7 50.5 52.2 51.7 79.9 74.8 94.8 92.0 22
South Asia 0.601 252 714 12.5 27.3 49.2 34.6 81.2 52.1 71.3 50.5 2.6
Sub-Saharan Africa 0.610 619 119.7 19.8 222 34.9 62.9 81.2 24.3 73.6 477 48
Least developed countries 0.594 537 106.1 20.3 16.8 274 64.4 84.0 28.7 63.7 38.2 4.1
Small island developing states . 66.4 20.6 50.3 549 526 75.8 53.3 90.8 74.3 2.7
World 0.492 176 58.1 17.7 50.8 61.7 51.5 78.0 61.6 82.7 76.4 2.4
NOTES Labour force participation rate: Proportion of a country’s working-age population that engages in
a. Annual average for 2010-2015. the labour market, either by working or actively looking for work, expressed as a percentage of the
b. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified. working-age population.
c. The denominator of the calculation refers to voting members of the House of Representatives only. Contraceptive prevalence rate, any method: Percentage of women of reproductive age (ages 15-49)
d. UNESCO Institute for Statistics (2011). who are using, or whose partners are using, any modern or traditional form of contraception.
e. Refersto an earlier year than that specified. At least one antenatal visit: Percentage of women who used antenatal care provided by skilled health
f. For purposes of calculating the Gender Inequality Index, a value of 0.1 percent was used. personnel for reasons related to pregnancy at least once during pregnancy, as a percentage of live births.
g. Includes deliveries by cadres of health workers other than doctors, nurses and midwives. Births attended by skilled health personnel: Percentage of deliveries attended by personnel (including
h. Dataare for 2010. doctors, nurses and midwives) trained to give the necessary care, supervision and advice to women
i.
i

The People’s Assembly and the Shoura Assembly were dissolved by the Egypt Supreme Council of
Armed Forces on 13 February 2011.
. The parliament was dissolved following the December 2008 coup.

~

DEFINITIONS

Gender Inequality Index: A composite measure reflecting inequality in achievements between women
and men in three dimensions: reproductive health, empowerment and the labour market. See Technical
note 3for details on how the Gender Inequality Index is calculated.

Maternal mortality ratio: Ratio of the number of maternal deaths to the number of live births ina given
year, expressed per 100,000 live births.

Adolescent fertility rate: Number of births to women ages 15—19 per 1,000 women ages 15-19.

Seats in national parliament: Proportion of seats held by women in a lower or single house or an upper
house or senate, expressed as percentage of total seats.

Population with at least secondary education: Percentage of the population ages 25 and older that
have reached secondary education.

m HUMAN DEVELOPMENT REPORT 2011 SAMMANFATTNING

Total fertility rate: Number of children that would be born to each woman if she were to live to the end
of her child-bearing years and bear children at each age in accordance with prevailing age-specific
fertility rates.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 2: HDRO calculations based on UNICEF (2011), UNDESA (2011), IPU(2011), Barro and Lee
(2010b), UNESCO (2011) and ILO (2011).

Column 3: WHO, UNICEF, UNFPA and World Bank (2010).

Columns 4 and 13: UNDESA (2011).

Column 5: [PU (2011).

Columns 6 and 7: HDRO updates of Barro and Lee (2010b) estimates based on UNESCO Institute for
Statistics data on education attainment (2011) and Barro and Lee (2010a) methodology.
Columns 8 and 9:1L0(2011).

Columns 10-12: UNICEF (2011).



Multidimensional
Poverty Index

Year®

Value?

Multidimensional Poverty Index

Population in
multidimensional poverty?

Population Population

Intensity of vulnerable insevere
deprivation topoverty poverty
(thousands) (%) (%) (%)

Headcount

Share of multidimensional
poor with deprivations in
environmental services

Clean Improved Modern
water sanitation  fuels

(%) (%) (%)

Population below
income poverty line
National
PPP$1.25 poverty
aday line
(%) (%)
2000-2009° 2000-2009°

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

21 Slovenia 2003 (W) 0.000¢ 0.0¢ 04 0.0¢ 0.49 0.0¢ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

27 Czech Republic 2003 (W) 0.010 31 316 334 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

30 United Arab Emirates 2003 (W) 0.002 0.6 20 35.3 2.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 .

34 Estonia 2003 (W) 0.026 7.2 97 36.5 1.3 0.2 0.3 0.6 24 0.0

35 Slovakia 2003 (W) 0.000¢ 0.0¢ 04 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0 0.0 0.0 .

38 Hungary 2003 (W) 0.016 4.6 466 343 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ;
39 Poland 0.0 16.6
40 Lithuania . . . . . . . . . . 0.0 .
43 Latvia 2003 (W) 0.006° 1.6¢ 37¢ 37.9¢ 0.0® 0.0¢ 0.0 0.8 0.1 0.0 59
44 Chile . . . . . . . . . . 0.8 15.1
45 Argentina 2005 (N) 0.011° 3.0f 1,160° 37.71 5.7f 0.2f 0.2f 2.2¢ 2.2¢ 0.9 .
46 Croatia 2003 (W) 0.016 4.4 196 36.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 1.2 0.0 11.1
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

48 Uruguay 2003 (W) 0.006 17 56 347 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 205
50 Romania 0.5 13.8
52 Seychelles . . . . .. . . . . . 0.3 .
54 Montenegro 2005 (M) 0.006 1.5 9 41.6 1.9 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.9 0.0 4.9
55 Bulgaria . . . p . . . . . . 1.0 12.8
57 Mexico 2006 (N) 0.015 4.0 4,313 389 5.8 0.5 0.6 2.1 28 34 47.4
58 Panama . . . . . . . . . . 95 32.7
59 Serbia 2005 (M) 0.003 0.8 79 40.0 36 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.7 0.1 6.6
61 Malaysia . . . . . . . . . . 0.0 3.8
62 Trinidad and Tobago 2006 (M) 0.020 5.6 74 35.1 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.0 . »
65 Belarus 2005 (M) 0.000 0.0 0 35.1 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4
66 Russian Federation 2003 (W) 0.005° 1.3¢ 1,883°¢ 38.9¢ 0.8¢ 0.2¢ 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.0 1.1
68 Kazakhstan 2006 (M) 0.002 0.6 92 36.9 5.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.2 15.4
69 Costa Rica . . . . . . . . . . 0.7 217
70 Albania 2009 (D) 0.005 1.4 45 377 14 0.1 0.3 0.4 11 0.6 12.4
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of . . . . . . . . . . 35 29.0
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 2006 (M) 0.003 0.8 30 372 7.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.0 14.0
75 Georgia 2005 (M) 0.003 0.8 36 35.2 5.3 0.0 0.4 0.3 0.8 14.7 23.6
76 Ukraine 2007 (D) 0.008 2.2 1,018 355 1.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 79
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 2005 (M) 0.008 1.9 39 409 6.7 0.3 0.4 0.8 1.5 0.3 19.0
79 Jamaica . . . . . . . . . . 0.2 9.9
80 Peru 2004 (D) 0.086 19.9 5,421 43.2 16.9 6.0 141 19.4 19.2 5.9 348
83 Ecuador 2003 (W) 0.009 22 286 41.6 2.1 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.3 5.1 36.0
84 Brazil 2006 (N) 0.0M1 2.7 5,075 39.3 7.0 0.2 1.0 1.1 . 38 214
86 Armenia 2005 (D) 0.004 11 34 36.2 39 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.3 1.3 26.5
87 Colombia 2010(D) 0.022 5.4 2,500 40.9 6.4 11 24 2.6 3.6 16.0 455
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of . . . . . . . . . . 1.5 .
91 Azerbaijan 2006 (D) 0.021 5.3 461 39.4 12.5 0.6 3.1 24 1.6 1.0 15.8
92 Turkey 2003 (D) 0.028 6.6 4,378 42.0 73 1.3 2.0 32 . 27 18.1
93 Belize 2006 (M) 0.024 5.6 16 42.6 16 11 19 25 41 . 335
94 Tunisia 2003 (W) 0.010° 2.8¢ 272°¢ 3718 4.9¢ 0.2¢ 1.2 1.4 0.5 2.6 3.8
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

95 Jordan 2009 (D) 0.008 24 145 34.4 1.3 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.4 13.3
97 Srilanka 2003 (W) 0.021¢ 53¢ 1,027¢ 38.7¢ 14.4¢ 0.6° 3.0 2.6 5.3 7.0 15.2
98 Dominican Republic 2007 (D) 0.018 4.6 438 39.4 8.6 0.7 1.5 2.1 29 43 50.5
100 Fiji . . . . . . . . . . . 31.0
101 China 2003 (W) 0.056 125 161,675 449 6.3 45 3.0 17 9.1 15.9 2.8
103 Thailand 2005 (M) 0.006 1.6 1,067 385 9.9 0.2 0.5 0.5 1.2 10.8 8.1
104 Suriname 2006 (M) 0.039 8.2 Ly 47.2 6.7 33 5.2 6.5 5.3 . .
105 El Salvador . . . . . . . . . . 5.1 378
106 Gabon 2000 (D) 0.161¢ 35.44 4374 4559 22.44 13.2¢ 19.4 326 26.9 48 32.7
107 Paraguay 2003 (W) 0.064 13.3 755 485 15.0 6.1 8.8 11.2 12.4 5.1 35.1
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 2008 (D) 0.089 20.5 1,972 43.7 18.7 5.8 8.2 19.8 177 14.0 60.1
109 Maldives 2009 (D) 0.018 5.2 16 35.6 48 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.9 1.5
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Multidimensional Poverty Index

Share of multidimensional

Population in poor with deprivations in Population below
multidimensional poverty® environmental services income poverty line
M:l::lr:;:tnyell:lsdl::al Headcount Intensity of \I:l(:":::::;;)(:: Pi:psl:;lxlrl:;" Clean Improved Modern PPP $1.25 I:?)t\:eu:'ltzl
- -  deprivation topoverty poverty water sanitation  fuels aday line
Year® Value? (%) (thousands) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2000-2009¢ 2000-2009¢
110 Mongolia 2005 (M) 0.065 15.8 402 41.0 20.6 32 11.6 137 15.7 22.4 35.2
111 Moldova, Republic of 2005 (D) 0.007 1.9 72 36.7 6.4 0.1 0.5 1.0 15 1.9 29.0
112 Philippines 2008 (D) 0.064 13.4 12,083 47.4 9.1 5.7 29 6.1 11.0 22.6 26.5
113 Egypt 2008 (D) 0.024 6.0 4,699 40.7 12 1.0 0.3 1.0 . 2.0 22.0
114 Qccupied Palestinian Territory 2007 (N) 0.005 0.4 52 37.3 8.8 0.1 0.6 0.2 0.1 . 219
115 Uzbekistan 2006 (M) 0.008 2.3 603 36.2 8.1 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.9 46.3
117 Guyana 2005 (D) 0.053 13.4 100 395 6.7 21 1.6 4.6 25 . .
118 Botswana . . . . . . . . . . . 30.6
119 Syrian Arab Republic 2006 (M) 0.021¢ 5.5 1,041¢ Bi75E 714 0.5¢ 17 1.0 0.1 1.7 .
120 Namibia 2007 (D) 0.187 39.6 855 472 23.6 14.7 14.7 36.4 375 . 38.0
121 Honduras 2006 (D) 0.159 325 2,281 489 22.0 1.3 11.9 23.0 29.6 23.3 60.0
123 South Africa 2008 (N) 0.057 13.4 6,609 42.3 222 2.4 4.6 9.6 8.0 17.4 23.0
124 Indonesia 2007 (D) 0.095 20.8 48,352 459 12.2 76 10.2 132 15.5 18.7 13.3
125 Vanuatu 2007 (M) 0129 301 67 42.1 335 6.5 79 201 29.5 . .
126 Kyrgyzstan 2006 (M) 0.019 4.9 249 388 9.2 0.9 1.6 1.0 28 1.9 43.1
127 Tajikistan 2005 (M) 0.068 171 1,104 40.0 23.0 3.1 10.5 34 10.1 215 472
128 Viet Nam 2002 (D) 0.084 17.7 14,249 47.2 18.5 6.0 15.3 10.0 . 131 14.5
129 Nicaragua 2006 (D) 0128 28.0 1,538 45.7 17.4 11.2 20.4 277 274 15.8 46.2
130 Morocco 2007 (N) 0.048¢ 10.6° 3,287¢ 45.3¢ 12.3¢ 3.3¢ 4.4 6.5 49 25 9.0
131 Guatemala 2003 (W) 0.127¢ 25.9¢ 3134¢ 49.1¢ 9.8¢ 14.5¢ 37 6.6 23.0 16.9 51.0
132 Iraq 2006 (M) 0.059 14.2 3,996 41.3 14.3 31 6.4 5.1 27 4.0 22.9
133 Cape Verde . . . . . . . . . . 21.0 26.6
134 India 2005 (D) 0.283 53.7 612,203 52.7 16.4 28.6 11.9 48.2 511 416 275
135 Ghana 2008 (D) 0.144 31.2 7,258 46.2 216 1.4 12.2 29.9 31.0 30.0 28.5
137 Congo 2009 (D) 0.208 40.6 1,600 51.2 177 22.9 17.2 389 359 54.1 50.1
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 2006 (M) 0.267 472 2,757 56.5 141 28.1 278 38.6 471 339 276
139 Cambodia 2005 (D) 0.251 52.0 6,946 48.4 213 22.0 28.6 48.3 51.6 28.3 301
140 Swaziland 2007 (D) 0.184 414 469 445 24.4 13.0 24.0 378 378 62.9 69.2
141 Bhutan 2010 (M) 0.119 27.2 197 43.9 17.2 8.5 2.6 16.9 221 26.2 23.2
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
143 Kenya 2009 (D) 0.229 478 18,863 48.0 274 19.8 30.8 42.6 47.6 19.7 459
144 S&o Tomé and Principe 2009 (D) 0.154 345 56 447 24.3 10.7 9.4 29.6 31.3 28.6 53.8
145 Pakistan 2007 (D) 0.264¢ 49.4¢  81,236° 53.4¢ 11.0¢ 27.4¢ 6.9 321 40.5 22.6 22.3
146 Bangladesh 2007 (D) 0.292 57.8 83,207 50.4 212 26.2 25 48.2 56.7 49.6 40.0
147 Timor-Leste 2009 (D) 0.360 68.1 749 52.9 18.2 38.7 35.7 47.6 67.6 374 499
148 Angola 2001 (M) 0.452 714 11137 58.4 10.7 54.8 51.3 68.5 71.0 54.3
149 Myanmar 2000 (M) 0.154¢ 31.8¢  14,297¢ 48.3¢ 13.4¢8 9.4¢ 252 19.1 . . .
150 Cameroon 2004 (D) 0.287 53.3 9,149 53.9 19.3 304 325 48.5 52.5 9.6 39.9
151 Madagascar 2009 (D) 0.357 66.9 13,463 53.3 17.9 35.4 49.4 66.5 66.9 67.8 68.7
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 2008 (D) 0.367 65.2 27,559 56.3 23.0 437 473 64.1 65.0 67.9 33.4
154 Yemen 2006 (M) 0.283 52.5 11,176 53.9 13.0 319 319 25.7 28.4 175 348
155 Senegal 2005 (D) 0.384 66.9 7,273 57.4 11.6 44.4 317 51.4 53.2 335 50.8
156 Nigeria 2008 (D) 0.310 54.1 81,510 57.3 17.8 339 357 39.6 52.8 64.4 54.7
157 Nepal 2006 (D) 0.350 64.7 18,008 54.0 15.6 371 14.4 56.3 63.4 55.1 309
158 Haiti 2006 (D) 0.299 56.4 5,346 53.0 18.8 32.3 35.6 52.2 56.2 54.9 77.0
159 Mauritania 2007 (M) 0.352¢ 61.7¢ 1,982¢ 57.1¢ 15.1¢ 40.7¢ 45.4 54.5 53.4 212 46.3
160 Lesotho 2009 (D) 0.156 F.3 759 441 26.7 1.1 18.4 312 32.8 434 56.6
161 Uganda 2006 (D) 0.367 72.3 21,235 50.7 19.4 39.7 60.3 69.1 72.3 28.7 245
162 Togo 2006 (M) 0.284 54.3 3,003 52.4 216 28.7 334 52.9 54.2 387 617
163 Comoros 2000 (M) 0.408¢ 73.9¢ 4164 55.2¢ 16.0¢ 43.8¢ 45.0 72.8 72.3 46.1 44.8
164 Zambia 2007 (D) 0.328 64.2 7,740 51.2 17.2 34.8 49.8 57.4 63.0 64.3 59.3
165 Djibouti 2006 (M) 0.139 29.3 241 47.3 16.1 12.5 6.7 16.3 8.8 18.8 .
166 Rwanda 2005 (D) 0.426 80.2 7,380 53.2 14.9 50.6 63.5 65.7 80.2 76.8 58.5
167 Benin 2006 (D) 0.412 71.8 5,652 57.4 13.2 47.2 332 69.5 71.3 47.3 39.0
168 Gambia 2006 (M) 0.324 60.4 935 53.6 17.6 355 20.8 321 60.3 34.3 58.0
170 Céte d'Ivoire 2005 (D) 0.353 61.5 11,083 57.4 15.3 39.3 25.0 51.9 . 23.8 42.1
171 Malawi 2004 (D) 0.381 72 8,993 52.8 20.0 40.4 44.0 71.6 72.0 73.9 52.4
172 Afghanistan . . . . . . . . . . . 36.0
173 Zimbabwe 2006 (D) 0.180 39.7 4,974 453 24.0 14.8 24.2 31.6 39.0 . 72.0
174 Ethiopia 2005 (D) 0.562 88.6 65,798 63.5 6.1 72.3 53.8 83.7 88.3 39.0 38.9
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Population in

multidimensional poverty®

Multidimensional Poverty Index

Share of multidimensional
poor with deprivations in
environmental services

Population below
income poverty line

M:';:,t:ﬂm::al Headcount Intensity of \fll:ll::::z:m: Piz'::el\?srl:en Clean  Improved Modern PPP $1.25 I:?)t!:erti;l
deprivation topoverty poverty water sanitation  fuels aday line
Year® Value? (thousands) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

2000-2009° 2000-2009°
175 Mali 2006 (D) 0.558 86.6 1,77 64.4 76 68.4 437 79.5 86.5 51.4 47.4
176 Guinea-Bissau . . . . . . . . . . 48.8 64.7
178 Guinea 2005 (D) 0.506 825 7,459 61.3 6.3 62.3 377 75.6 82.5 43.3 53.0
179 Central African Republic 2000 (M) 0.512 86.4 3,198 59.3 1.8 55.4 53.6 53.3 86.1 62.8 62.0
180 Sierra Leone 2008 (D) 0.439 71.0 4,321 57.0 13.1 53.2 50.3 VAN 76.9 53.4 66.4
181 Burkina Faso 2006 (M) 0.536 82.6 12,078 64.9 8.6 65.8 43.0 69.6 82.4 56.5 46.4
182 Liberia 2007 (D) 0.485 83.9 2,917 57.7 9.7 57.5 33.5 78.9 83.9 83.7 63.8
183 Chad 2003 (W) 0.344 62.9 5,758 54.7 28.2 441 429 58.4 61.3 61.9 55.0
184 Mozambique 2009 (D) 0.512 7.3 18,127 64.6 9.5 60.7 441 63.2 78.7 60.0 54.7
185 Burundi 2005 (M) 0.530 84.5 6,127 62.7 12.2 61.9 51.6 63.1 84.3 81.3 66.9
186 Niger 2006 (D) 0.642 92.4 12,437 69.4 40 81.8 64.1 89.3 92.3 431 59.5
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 2007 (D) 0.393 73.2 44,485 53.7 16.1 46.5 55.5 62.0 72.8 59.2 71.3

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Somalia 2006 (M) 0.514 81.2 6,941 63.3 9.5 65.6 70.0 69.1 81.0
NOTES oryard; public tap/standpipe; borehole/tube well; protected dug well; protected spring; rainwater collec-

a. Notallindicators were available for all countries; caution should thus be used in cross-country com-
parisons. Where data are missing, indicator weights are adjusted to total 100 percent. For details on
countries missing data, see Alkire and others (2011).

b. Dindicates data are from Demographic and Health Surveys, Mindicates data are from Multiple
Indicator Cluster Surveys, Windicates data are from World Health Surveys and N indicates data
are from national surveys.

. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified.

. Upper bound estimate.

. Lower bound estimate.

Refers to only part of the country.

o ao

DEFINITIONS

Multidimensional Poverty Index: Percentage of the population thatis multidimensionally poor adjusted
by the intensity of the deprivations. See Technical note 4for details on how the Multidimensional Poverty
Index is calculated.

Multidimensional poverty headcount: Percentage of the population with a weighted deprivation score
of at least 33 percent.

Intensity of deprivation of multidimensional poverty: Average percentage of deprivation experienced
by people in multidimensional poverty.

Population vulnerable to poverty: Percentage of the population at risk of suffering multiple
deprivations—that is, those with a deprivation score of 20—33 percent.

Population in severe poverty: Percentage of the population in severe multidimensional poverty—that
is, those with a deprivation score of 50 percent or more.

Share of multidimensional poor with deprivations in clean water: Percentage of the multidimensionally
poor population without access to clean water thatis less than a 30 minute walk from home. Clean water
is defined using the Millennium Development Goal definition and includes piped water into dwelling, plot

tion; and bottled water (if a secondary available source is also improved). It does not include unprotected
well, unprotected spring, water provided by carts with small tanks/drums, tanker truck-provided water
and bottled water (if secondary source is not an improved source); or surface water taken directly from
rivers, ponds, streams, lakes, dams or irrigation channels.

Share of multidimensional poor with deprivations in improved sanitation: Percentage of the multidi-
mensionally poor population without access to an improved sanitation facility. Improved sanitation facili-
ties are defined using the Millennium Development Goal definition and include flush or pour-flush to piped
sewer system or septic tank, ventilated improved pit latrine, pit latrine with slab and composting toilet.
Facilities are notconsidered improved when they are shared with other households or open to the public.
Share of multidimensional poor with deprivations in modern fuels: Percentage of the multidimension-
ally poor population without access to modern fuels. Households are considered deprived of modern
fuels if they cook with wood, charcoal or dung.

Population below PPP $1.25 a day: Percentage of the population living below the international poverty
line $1.25 (in purchasing power parity terms) a day.

Population below national poverty line: Percentage of the population living below the national poverty
line, which is the poverty line deemed appropriate for a country by its authorities. National estimates
are based on population-weighted subgroup estimates from household surveys.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 2: Calculated from various household surveys, including ICF Macro Demographic and
Health Surveys, United Nations Children’s Fund Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys and World Health
Organization World Health Surveys conducted between 2000 and 2010.

Columns 3-10: Calculated based on data on household deprivations in education, health and living
standards from various household surveys as listed in column 1.

Columns 11 and 12: World Bank (2011a).
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Environmental sustainability

PRIMARY
COMPOSITE MEASURES ENERGY ~ CARBON DIOXIDE NATURAL RESOURCE DEPLETION
OF SUSTAINABILITY NUZRE EMISSIONS POLLUTION AND BIODIVERSITY
Green-
house gas Fresh water
) Per capita emissions  Urban with-
Environ- —————— percapita pollution drawals Forest
Ecological mental  Fossil Renew- (tonnes (micro- Natural (% oftotal area Change
Adjusted  footprint performance fuels ables (average  ofcarbon  grams resource renewable (%of inforest species
netsavings  (hectares index (% of (% of annual %  dioxide  percubic depletion  water land (% of all
(% of GNI)  per capita) (0-100) total)  total) (tonnes) growth) equivalent) metre) (% of GNI) resources) area) (%)  species)
2005-2009° 2007 2010 2007 2007 2008 1970/2008 2005 2008 2009  2003-2010° 2008 1990-2008 2010
VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 12.8 5.6 81.1 586 453 105 1.0 5.8 16 10.6 0.8 32.4 8.6 7
2 Australia 17 6.8 65.7 94.6 54 190 1.3 9.6 14 5.1 . 19.7 2.2 22
3 Netherlands 1.6 6.2 66.4 925 44 105 —-0.1 24 31 0.8 1.7 10.8 5.8 5
4 United States -08 8.0 63.5 85.0 54 173 -06 37 19 0.7 15.6 332 23 21
5 New Zealand 8.0 49 734 66.7 331 7.8 1.2 10.0 12 0.9 . 315 73 25
6 Canada 5.8 7.0 66.4 749 170 164 0.1 47 15 2.3 . 34.1 0.0 7
7 lreland -1 6.3 671 90.2 38 98 1.1 5.8 13 0.1 . 10.5 55.1 7
8 Liechtenstein . . . . . . . . 17 . . 431 6.2 1
9 Germany 1.4 5.1 73.2 80.1 89 96 . 1.9 16 0.1 21.0 31.8 3.1 9
10 Sweden 16.0 5.9 86.0 331 324 53 -2.0 2.1 " 0.2 15 68.7 34 5
11 Switzerland 21.6 5.0 89.1 52.7 206 53 -05 1.2 22 ; . 30.8 6.9 6
12 Japan 121 47 72.5 83.0 34 95 0.7 1.0 27 0.0 . 68.5 0.0 15
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) . . . 94.9 04 55 2.6 0.5 . . . . . ¢
14 Iceland 41 . 935 171 829 71 0.1 33 14 . 0.1 0.3¢ 2230 9
15 Korea, Republic of 20.0 49 57.0 81.2 15 106 5.0 1.2 31 0.0 . 64.3 2.1 10
16 Denmark 10.7 8.3 69.2 804 189 84 -1 29 16 1.5 10.8 12.7 213 6
17 lsrael 12.2 48 62.4 966 49 54 —-0.1 11 28 0.2 101.9 11 17.0 12
18 Belgium 13.2 8.0 58.1 738 42 99 -0.7 1.8 21 0.0 34.0 223 . 5
19 Austria 15.0 5.3 781 7.6 271 8.1 0.5 1.9 29 0.1 . 47.0 27 "
20 France 7.0 5.0 78.2 51.0 76 61 -09 2.3 13 0.0 15.0 29.0 9.1 14
21 Slovenia 13.6 5.3 65.0 69.4 112 85 . 2.6 29 0.2 3.0 62.0 . 13
22 Finland 8.1 6.2 747 480 261 107 05 34 15 0.1 15 72.9 1.2 4
23 Spain 9.7 5.4 70.6 81.7 79 74 2.0 1.7 28 0.0 29.0 357 29.0 16
24 ltaly 6.1 5.0 731 89.9 82 75 0.8 1.4 23 0.1 . 30.6 18.5 14
25 Luxembourg 76 9.4 67.8 88.0 30 219 -1.6 35 13 . . 335 . 2
26 Singapore 33.0 5.3 69.6 100.0 00 70 -06 1.4 31 . . 33 0.0 17
27 Czech Republic 1.3 5.7 71.6 81.2 54 113 . 21 18 0.3 14.8 343 . 5
28 United Kingdom 22 49 74.2 90.2 28 85 -08 1.8 13 1.2 8.8 11.8 9.8 10
29 Greece -79 5.4 60.9 92.8 56 88 3.1 1.4 32 0.2 12.7 29.8 16.5 16
30 United Arab Emirates . 10.7 40.7 100.0 0.0 346 -1.8 6.2 89 . 20320 38 28.7 9
31 Cyprus 0.4 . 56.3 96.0 40 99 34 1.3 34 . 19.3 18.7 74 8
32 Andorra . . . . . 64 . . 17 . . 34.0 0.0 3
33 Brunei Darussalam -1.8 . 60.8 100.0 0.0 270 2.2 17.9 51 . . 72.8 =71 9
34 Estonia 14.4 79 63.8 883 120 136 . 2.3 13 0.7 14.0 52.6 3
35 Slovakia 19.8 41 74.5 70.0 57 10 . 1.4 13 0.3 1.4 40.2 . 5
36 Malta . . 76.3 99.9 0.1 6.3 3.0 0.9 . . . 0.9 0.0 7
37 Qatar . 10.5 48.9 100.0 0.0 535 -0.6 18.0 35 . 455.2 0.0 0.0 8
38 Hungary 45 3.0 69.1 71.8 6.3 55 —-0.6 1.6 16 0.2 5.4 224 11.6 8
39 Poland 9.7 43 63.1 938 63 83 -0.3 2.7 35 1.0 19.4 305 45 5
40 Lithuania 6.0 47 68.3 60.8 93 45 N 25 17 0.2 9.6 342 . 4
41 Portugal -1.8 45 73.0 783 183 53 3.1 1.8 21 0.1 . 377 36 19
42 Bahrain 10.6 . 42.0 100.3 0.0 290 2.4 43 49 . 219.8 06 1450 8
43 latvia 20.4 5.6 725 643 308 34 . 2.3 13 0.3 . 53.6 . 4
44 Chile 32 32 73.3 716 221 4.4 1.4 1.6 62 10.0 . 217 5.8 10
45 Argentina 10.6 26 61.0 89.8 71 48 0.9 39 68 49 " 109 141
46 Croatia 12.3 37 68.7 85.1 87 53 . 15 27 0.8 0.6 34.2 . 13
47 Barbados .. .. .. .. .. 5.3 2.9 . 38 .. . 19.4 0.0 8
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 6.1 5.1 59.1 649 332 25 05 8.1 160 0.4 . 9.5 79.8 12
49 Palau . . . . . 104 . . . . . 87.6 . 13
50 Romania 18.8 2.7 67.0 794 141 44 -08 1.7 12 1.3 32 28.3 2.0 9
51 Cuba . 1.9 781 899 101 28 0.7 1.4 21 . . 26.3 36.1 18
52 Seychelles . . . . .81 74 . . . . 88.5 0.0 18
53 Bahamas . . . . . 64 -2.3 . . . . 51.4 0.0 10
54 Montenegro . . . . . 31 . . . . . 40.4 . "
55 Bulgaria 6.1 41 62.5 76.2 53 67 -0.2 2.0 51 11 28.7 35.1 14.7 9
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Environmental sustainability

COMPOSITE MEASURES PEHI\ll’\E/lF?GR‘;( CARBON DIOXIDE NATURAL RESOURCE DEPLETION
OF SUSTAINABILITY NUZERE EMISSIONS POLLUTION AND BIODIVERSITY
Green-
house gas Fresh water
Environ- m ;:If:?;iltlz ptl)JIrl?:ill;n d:::;li;ls Forest Endan-
Ecological mental  Fossil Renew- (tonnes (micro- Natural (% oftotal area Change gered
Adjusted  footprint performance fuels ables (average  of carbon grams resource renewable (% of inforest species
netsavings (hectares index  (%of (%of annual %  dioxide  percubic depletion  water land  area (% ofall
(% of GNI)  per capita) (0-100)  total) total) (tonnes) growth) equivalent) metre) (% of GNI) resources) area) (%)  species)
2005-2009° 2007 2010 2007 2007 2008 1970/2008 2005 2008 2009  2003-2010° 2008 1990-2008 2010
56 Saudi Arabia -39 5.1 55.3 100.0 00 172 21 25 104 28.9 943.3 0.5¢ 0.0 9
57 Mexico 9.1 3.0 67.3 88.8 99 44 1.8 1.7 33 5.4 17.5 335 14 17
58 Panama 28.4 29 .4 757 241 2.0 09 14 34 . . 440 136 6
59 Serbia . 24 . 895 105 51 . 2.3 . 0.4 . 29.6 . 7
60 Antigua and Barbuda . . 69.8 . . 52 -0.7 . 13 . . 223 -4.9 8
61 Malaysia 15.4 49 65.0 95.1 50 77 47 24 20 79 . 62.8 -7.8 18
62 Trinidad and Tobago -32.4 3.1 54.2 99.9 01 373 37 7.8 105 28.2 . 444 53 6
63 Kuwait 15.7 6.3 51.1 100.0 0.0 263 -06 6.3 95 . . 0.3¢ 706 9
64 Libya . 31 50.1 99.1 09 93 -15 27 76 305 . 01¢ 0.0 9
65 Belarus 16.9 3.8 65.4 921 55 65 . 2.4 7 0.9 . 422 4
66 Russian Federation -0.8 4.4 61.2 90.9 30 121 . 49 16 14.5 . 494 . 9
67 Grenada . . . . .24 4.4 . 21 . . 50.0 0.0 10
68 Kazakhstan -1.2 45 57.3 98.8 11 153 . 43 15 22.0 . 1.2 . 8
69 Costa Rica 15.2 2.7 86.4 456 545 18 25 0.9 32 0.2 . 50.1 -0.2 7
70 Albania 8.2 1.9 .4 637 262 13 -0.7 11 46 1.3 . 28.4 -1.3 15
71 Lebanon 27 29 57.9 95.4 37 41 25 0.4 36 . 281 13.4 44 10
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis . . . . . 49 . . 17 . . 42.3 0.0 8
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 2.9 2.9 62.9 876 125 6.0 -0.4 3.0 9 9.8 . 53.1 -9.9 8
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina . 2.1 55.9 92.8 96 83 . 1.2 19 1.6 0.9 427 10
75 Georgia 11 1.8 63.6 666 337 12 . 14 49 0.1 2.6 395 9
76 Ukraine 5.6 29 58.2 81.8 14 70 . 21 18 38 . 16.7 . 8
77 Mauritius 8.0 43 80.6 . L3 44 . 18 0.0 26.4 172 -99 18
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 11.6 5.7 60.6 84.2 8.2 5.8 . 1.0 20 0.1 16.1 39.2 . 14
79 Jamaica 6.9 1.9 58.0 885 115 45 1.4 0.7 37 0.7 . 31.2 -1.9 15
80 Peru 8.6 15 69.3 760 239 14 0.1 0.9 51 5.9 . 53.4 2.7 8
81 Dominica . . . . .19 4.4 . 22 0.0 . 60.3 -9.6
82 Saint Lucia . . . . .23 34 . 34 . . 710 73 9
83 Ecuador 44 1.9 69.3 839 157 20 27 1.7 20 9.9 . 413  -257 12
84 Brazil 4.6 29 63.4 526 445 21 2.0 4.0 21 3.1 0.7 61.9 -89 10¢
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines -8.8 . . . . 1.9 47 . 24 . . 68.1 49 8
86 Armenia 9.6 1.8 60.4 735 52 18 . 1.3 69 05 36.4 9.5 . 7
87 Colombia 5.4 1.9 76.8 727 217 1.5 0.3 1.8 20 6.2 . 54.7 -2.9 "
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of . 27 60.0 99.4 07 73 22 21 55 17.9 67.7 6.8 0.0 9
89 Oman -79 5.0 459 100.0 0.0 164 1.0 71 94 . 86.6 0.0¢ 0.0 9
90 Tonga . . . . . 17 5.0 . . 0.0 . 12.5 0.0 10
91 Azerbaijan 5.4 1.9 59.1 98.9 15 54 . 47 33 327 35.2 1.3 . 8
92 Turkey 29 27 60.4 90.6 95 39 32 14 37 0.2 18.8 14.4 14.6 15
93 Belize 9.2 . 69.9 . .14 0.9 . 13 . . 61.9 -11.0 6
94 Tunisia 14.6 1.9 60.6 86.3 137 25 3.2 1.0 26 4.6 . 6.3 51.4 11
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 3.0 2.1 56.1 98.0 17 35 33 0.5 33 11 99.4 11 0.0 10
96 Algeria . 1.6 67.4 99.8 02 32 29 1.8 69 16.9 . 0.6 -9.4 13
97 Sri Lanka 16.4 1.2 63.7 434 566 06 1.9 0.6 74 05 245 301 196 19
98 Dominican Republic 0.4 15 68.4 792 208 22 31 0.9 16 05 . 40.8 433 17
99 Samoa . . . . .09 39 . . 0.3 . 60.4 315 12
100 Fiji 34 . 65.9 . . 15 11 . 19 . . 55.1 5.7 15
101 China 39.7 22 49.0 869 123 52 4.6 15 66 31 19.5 21.6 281 12
102 Turkmenistan . 39 38.4 100.7 0.0 95 . 6.7 65 30.4 . 8.8 . 8
103 Thailand 20.5 24 62.2 806 193 43 6.3 1.6 55 32 131 371 -31 14
104 Suriname . .. 68.2 . .47 0.2 . 24 . . 94.6 -0.1 3
105 El Salvador 37 2.0 69.1 384 616 10 25 0.8 28 05 . 143 -215 3
106 Gabon 1.8 14 56.4 438 562 17 -2.1 6.4 7 29.2 . 85.4 0.0 6
107 Paraguay 5.2 3.2 63.5 282 1631 0.7 21 41 67 . . 452 152 4
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 6.2 2.6 443 821 179 1.3 21 49 74 1.2 . 534 -79 4
109 Maldives 314 . 65.9 . .30 . . 29 . 15.7 3.0 0.0 10
110 Mongolia 24.9 . 42.8 96.2 33 4 1.6 37 1M 1.1 . 71 -18 7
111 Moldova, Republic of 16.2 14 58.8 89.1 28 13 . 11 36 0.2 . 1.5 . 6
112 Philippines 28.0 1.3 65.7 56.9 431 09 0.8 0.8 19 1.0 17.0 25.3 15.0 19
113 Egypt 31 17 62.0 96.1 40 26 39 0.9 97 73 . 01¢ 564 10
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory . . . . . 05 . . . . 49.9 1.5 1.0
115 Uzbekistan . 1.7 42.3 98.1 19 46 . 19 40 17.8 . 11 .
116 Micronesia, Federated States of . . . . . 06 . . . . . 91.5 . 15
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COMPOSITE MEASURES PER!JJ’EAF;AGHJ CARBON DIOXIDE NATURAL RESOURCE DEPLETION
OF SUSTAINABILITY NUZRG EMISSIONS POLLUTION AND BIODIVERSITY
Green-
house gas Fresh water
! Per capita emissions  Urban with-
Environ- —————— percapita pollution drawals Forest
Ecological mental  Fossil Renew- (tonnes (micro- Natural (% oftotal area Change
Adjusted  footprint performance fuels ables (average  ofcarbon  grams resource renewable (%of inforest species
netsavings  (hectares index  (%of (%of annual %  dioxide  percubic depletion  water land (% of all
(% of GNI)  per capita) (0-100) total) total) (tonnes) growth) equivalent) metre) (% of GNI) resources) area) (%)  species)
2005-2009° 2007 2010 2007 2007 2008 1970/2008 2005 2008 2009  2003-2010° 2008 1990-2008 2010
117 Guyana -0.4 . 59.2 . .20 -0.3 . 22 34 . 712 0.0 3
118 Botswana 9.6 2.7 41.3 672 223 25 . 41 69 2.8 . 204 155 2
119 Syrian Arab Republic 141 1.5 64.6 98.7 13 34 3.1 0.9 69 10.2 99.8 26 28.8 13
120 Namibia 219 22 59.3 716 181 1.9 . 44 48 0.3 . 9.0 151 5
121 Honduras 9.5 1.9 49.9 541 459 12 22 1.2 42 0.4 . 485 -33.2 7
122 Kiribati . . . . .03 —-0.8 . . . . 15.0 0.0 14
123 South Africa 0.4 23 50.8 872 105 88 0.7 1.9 22 5.4 . 7.6 0.0 15
124 Indonesia 1.0 12 446 656 344 18 48 15 72 6.5 . 529 192 16
125 Vanuatu 12.4 . . . .04 -0.4 . 15 . . 36.1 0.0 14
126 Kyrgyzstan 9.4 12 59.7 692 324 11 . 1.0 26 0.5 . 48 . 6
127 Tajikistan 6.2 1.0 51.3 423 547 05 . 0.9 43 0.2 . 29 . 6
128 Viet Nam 16.6 1.4 59.0 540 456 15 2.1 1.3 53 12 9.3 43.6 443 12
sl 129 Nicaragua 3.4 16 571 385 615 08 0.7 17 23 0.8 . 270 -279 4
G 130 Morocco 25.0 1.2 65.6 936 39 15 3.1 0.5 27 1.4 . 11.5 1.2 16
131 Guatemala 4.0 1.8 54.0 429 572 09 19 11 60 12 . 352 -206 8
132 lraq . 1.3 41.0 994 02 34 1.0 0.7 138 457 . 19 26 9
133 Cape Verde . . . . . 06 41 . . . . 21.0 46.1 13
134 India 241 0.9 48.3 711 281 1.5 38 0.7 59 42 40.1 229 6.6 13
135 Ghana -4.7 1.8 51.3 218 725 04 0.5 0.6 24 6.9 . 227 =306 5
136 Equatorial Guinea . . 41.9 . . 73 1.3 . 7 66.0 . 588 -11.3 6
137 Congo —44.7 1.0 54.0 435 537 06 07 27 68 50.6 . 65.7 -1.3 4
138 Lao People’s Demacratic Republic 17.8 1.3 59.6 . . 03 0.5 . 39 . . 68.9 -8.1 9
139 Cambodia 13.0 1.0 M7 297 697 03 1.8 1.9 4 0.2 05 58.6 —20.0 13
140 Swaziland -09 1.5 54.4 . .10 0.4 . 35 0.1 . 322 17.4 2
141 Bhutan .. .. 68.0 . .. 1.1 12.5 . 22 5.3 0.4 84.1 6.3 7
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands =37 . 511 . . 0.4 1.0 . 26 10.9 . 79.5 -4.3 17
143 Kenya 13.1 1.1 51.4 16.2 838 03 -0.2 0.9 30 1.2 8.9 6.1 -59 8
144 S&o Tomé and Principe . . 57.3 . . 08 3.8 . 29 1.0 . 28.1 0.0 .
145 Pakistan 10.7 0.8 48.0 618 377 09 22 11 109 3.1 81.5 23 -298 9
146 Bangladesh 271 0.6 44.0 684 316 03 . 0.7 134 2.6 3.0 1.1 -3 9
147 Timor-Leste . 0.4 . . .02 . . . . . 514 209 5
148 Angola -29.2 1.0 36.3 335 665 14 22 5.1 55 291 . 471 -37 4
149 Myanmar . 1.8 51.3 310 690 03 1.0 22 46 . . 496 174 8
150 Cameroon 6.8 1.0 446 239 761 03 3.1 1.6 47 48 . 431 -16.3 "
151 Madagascar 3.9 1.8 49.2 . . 0.1 -0.8 . 33 0.2 . 21.8 -15 23
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 13.5 1.2 47.9 106 894 01 0.3 1.4 22 25 . 386 175 12
153 Papua New Guinea . 2.1 44.3 . . 0.3 0.5 . 18 19.9 . 64.1 -8.0 12
154 Yemen . 09 483 99.0 10 10 . 05 67 13.2 . 1.0 0.0 10
155 Senegal 78 11 42.3 573 424 04 0.7 1.0 81 0.3 . 444 -85 6
156 Nigeria . 1.4 40.2 183 817 06 1.3 11 46 15.0 . 108 428 7
157 Nepal 2911 36 68.2 109 891 0.1 47 1.0 32 42 . 254 =245 6
158 Haiti . 0.7 395 283 717 03 3.1 0.6 35 . . 37 -16 19
159 Mauritania . 26 337 . . 06 1.4 . 68 18.8 . 0.2¢ -39.3 7
160 Lesotho 24.4 1.1 . . . . . . 46 1.4 . 1.4 9.0 3
161 Uganda 8.6 15 49.8 . .0 -0.9 . 12 47 . 161 -33.4 7
162 Togo . 1.0 36.4 143 834 02 1.4 0.8 29 36 . 6.0 -52.3 4
163 Comoros . . . . .02 . . 34 1.0 . 20 -683 13
164 Zambia 1.4 0.9 47.0 75 923 01 -47 38 . 1.5 . 670 57 3
165 Djibouti . . 60.5 . . 06 -0.8 . 49 0.3 . 0.2¢ 0.0 9
166 Rwanda 8.8 1.0 446 . .0 42 . 26 2.4 . 16.8 305 6
167 Benin 41 1.2 396 371 610 05 41 0.9 45 1.2 . 21 191 4
168 Gambia 12.9 34 50.3 . .03 22 . 62 1.0 . 476 78 4
169 Sudan A 17 471 312 688 03 0.1 3.0 159 1.1 . 295 83 5
170 Céte d'Ivoire 73 1.0 54.3 250 755 03 -0.9 1.0 32 3.1 . 327 1.8 7
171 Malawi . 0.7 51.4 . .0 -0.8 . 35 0.9 . 351 152 9
172 Afghanistan . 0.6 . . .00 -35 . 37 . . 21 0.0 5
173 Zimbabwe . 12 478 261 691 0.7 -2.0 1.3 . 35 . 421 -266 3
174 Ethiopia 8.3 11 431 67 933 01 0.7 11 59 45 . 12.6 . 7
175 Mali 13.5 1.9 39.4 . .00 0.2 . 112 . . 104 101 2
176 Guinea-Bissau . 1.0 447 . .02 1.2 . 47 . . 72.6 -19 5
177 FEritrea . 0.9 54.6 19.9 801 0.1 . 0.8 Al 0.8 9.2 15.3 8
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Environmental sustainability

PRIMARY
COMPOSITE MEASURES ENERGY ~ CARBON DIOXIDE NATURAL RESOURCE DEPLETION
OF SUSTAINABILITY NUZERE EMISSIONS POLLUTION AND BIODIVERSITY
Green-
house gas Fresh water
Environ- Per capita ;:If:?;iltlz ptl)JIrl?:ill;n d:::;li;ls Forest Endan-
Ecological mental  Fossil Renew- (tonnes (micro- Natural (% oftotal area Change gered
Adjusted  footprint performance fuels ables (average  of carbon grams  resource renewable (% of inforest species
netsavings (hectares index  (%of (%of annual %  dioxide  percubic depletion  water land  area b of all
(% of GNI)  per capita) (0-100)  total) total) (tonnes) growth) equivalent) metre) (% of GNI) resources) area) (%)  species)
2005-2009° 2007 2010 2007 2007 2008 1970/2008 2005 2008 2009  2003-2010° 2008 1990-2008 2010
178 Guinea -42 17 44.4 0.1 -09 53 6.6 26.9 -89 8
179 Central African Republic . 1.3 333 0.1 -1.2 34 0.0 36.4 -2.3 1
180 Sierra Leone 1.2 11 321 0.3 —0.6 38 21 386 113 7
181 Burkina Faso 2.3 1.3 473 0.1 39 64 1.6 211 157 3
182 Liberia -18.3 1.3 . 0.1 5.0 31 1.0 456 110 8
183 Chad . 17 40.8 . . 00 0.2 . 81 25.2 9.3 -109 3
184 Mozambique 2.0 0.8 51.2 73 959 01 -2.7 11 26 3.8 50.2 -9.1 7
185 Burundi -6.8 0.9 439 0.0 1.9 31 10.6 6.8 392 5
186 Niger 16.2 2.3 376 . .01 1.0 . 96 1.2 1.0 -36.8 3
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.8 51.6 40 962 00 -3.3 1.9 40 10.7 68.3 -3.5 6
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 1.3 41.8 88.9 111 3.3 -1.2 1.0 59 492 -278 9
Marshall Islands 1.6 70.2 12
Monaco . . .. 8
Nauru 14.2 0.0 0.0 14
San Marino . . . 8 . 0.0 0.0 0
Somalia 1.4 0.1 0.5 31 22.4 1.0 -16.7 7
Tuvalu 33.3 0.0 15
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 6.6 5.9 68.2 81.9 72 113 0.3 2.7 24 0.8 5.8 1.2 14
High human development 5.0 31 63.5 812 159 59 1.8 29 30 8.7 10.2 -34 "
Medium human development 21.2 1.6 50.3 713 222 32 39 1.2 61 4.4 29 8.3 13
Low human development 1.2 46.3 0.4 0.6 69 8.7 16 139 8
Regions
Arab States 21 56.4 889 109 46 2.3 15 89 1.1 1.8 10
East Asia and the Pacific . . . . .42 42 . . . 8.5 12.6 13
Europe and Central Asia 4.7 35 60.4 87.7 6.7 18 . 29 25 6.8 243 . 9
Latin America and the Caribbean 6.2 2.6 65.2 69.2 304 29 1.5 2.7 33 . . 12.2 =15 N
South Asia 229 1.0 49.0 69.8 297 1.5 34 0.8 70 6.2 30.1 55 -1.3 12
Sub-Saharan Africa 47 1.3 457 0.9 0.2 43 9.8 16 138 7
Least developed countries 1.2 46.7 0.2 0.1 68 10.0 20 122 8
Small island developing states . . .. .. . 26 1.9 . . . 14.2 11 15
World 18.3 2.4 54.4 723 251 44 2.5 1.7 52 2.4 17 1.2 12
NOTES Urban pollution: Particulate matter concentrations in terms of fine suspended particulates of human-

a. The sum of the shares of fossil fuels and renewable energy resources may be greater than 100
percent because some countries generate more electricity than they consume and export the excess.

. Datarefer to the most recent year available during the period specified.

. Lessthan 1 percent.

. For certain amphibian species endemic to Brazil, there was not time for the Global Amphibian As-
sessment (GAA) Coordinating Team and the experts on the species in Brazil to reach agreement on
the Red List Categories. The data for amphibians included in the data displayed here are those that
were agreed at the GAA Brazil workshop in April 2003. However, a subsequent GAA check found
that many of the assessments were inconsistent with the approach adopted elsewhere in the world,
and a “consistent Red List Category” was also assigned to these species. Therefore, data displayed
here may not match data in the Global Species Assessment.

oo o

DEFINITIONS

Adjusted net savings: Rate of savings in an economy that takes into account investments in human
capital, depletion of natural resources and damage caused by pollution (including particulate emissions),
expressedasa percentage of gross national income (GNI). A negative value implies an unsustainable path.
Ecological footprint: Amount of biologically productive land and sea area that a country requires to
produce the resources it consumes and to absorb the waste it generates.

Environmental performance index: Index comprising 25 performance indicators across 10 policy cat-
egories covering both environmental public health and ecosystem vitality.

Primary energy supply, fossil fuels: Percentage of total energy supply that comes from natural resources
formed from biomass in the geological past (such as coal, oil and natural gas).

Primary energy supply, renewables: Percentage of total energy supply that comes from constantly
replenished natural processes, including solar, wind, biomass, geothermal, hydropower and ocean re-
sources and some waste. Nuclear energy is not included.

Carbon dioxide emissions, per capita: Human-originated carbon dioxide emissions stemming from
the burning of fossil fuels, gas flaring and the production of cement, divided by midyear population.
Greenhouse gas emissions per capita: Emissions from methane, nitrous oxide and other greenhouse
gases, including hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride, divided by midyear popula-
tion. Carbon dioxide emissions are not included.

made or natural origin less than 10 microns (PM10) in diameter that are capable of penetrating deep into
the respiratory tract. Data are urban population—weighted PM10 levels in residential areas of cities with
more than 100,000 residents. The estimates represent the average annual exposure level of an urban
resident to outdoor particulate matter.

Natural resource depletion: Monetary expression of energy, mineral and forest depletion, expressed
as a percentage of total gross national income (GNI).

Fresh water withdrawals: Total fresh water withdrawn in a given year, expressed as a percentage of
total renewable water resources.

Forest area: Percentage of total land area spanning more than 0.5 hectares with trees higher than 5
metres and a canopy cover of more than 10 percent, or trees able to reach these thresholds, unless under
agricultural or urban land use.

Change in forest area: Percentage change in area under forest cover.

Endangered species: Percentage of animal species (including mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fish
andinvertebrates)classified as either critically endangered, endangered or vulnerable by the International
Union for the Conservation of Nature.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 9: World Bank (2011a).

Column 2: Global Footprint Network (2010).

Column 3: Emerson and others (2010).

Columns 4 and 5: HDRO calculations based on data on total primary energy supply from IEA (2011).
Columns 6 and 7: HDRO calculations based on data from Boden, Marland and Andres (2009).
Column 8: HDRO calculations based on data from World Bank (2011a) and UNDESA (2011).

Column 10: HDRO calculations based on World Bank (2011a).

Column 11: FAO (2011a).

Columns 12 and 13: HDRO calculations based on data on forest and total land area from FAO (2011a).
Column 14: [UCN (2010).
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Human development effects of environmental threats

IMPACT OF NATURAL
DISASTERS
Numberof  Ponulati Deaths due to Ponulati
agP: ';l:l?#:::#; ;i:)rm :Zat?lrso :Ff:;g: " Watt_er Indoor_air Outdoo.r air . ;:3::13 t‘;:n
———————  (average (average pollution pollution pollution Malaria Dengue degraded
Stunting  Wasting annual per annualper  (permillion (permillion  (permillion  (permillion  (per million land
(%) (%) million people) million people) people) people) people) people) people) (%)
2000-2009° 2000-2009°  2001/2010 2001/2010 2004 2004 2004 2009 2001-2010° 2010
VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway . . 0 33 . . 65 . . 0.2b
2 Australia . . 3 1,378 . . 35 . 0 9.0
3 Netherlands . . 12 0b . . 203 . . 5.4
4 United States 39 1.3 1 6,689 . . 138 . . 11
5 New Zealand . . 0 175 . . 0b . . 5.3
6 Canada . . 0 54 . . 85 . . 2.7
7 lIreland . . 0 " . . 0 . . 0.5°
8 Liechtenstein . . . . . . . . . .
9 Germany 1.3 11 12 404 . . 124 . . 8.1
10 Sweden . . 0 0 . . 56 . . 0.3°
11 Switzerland . . 14 71 . . 109 . . 0.5°
12 Japan . . 1 709 . . 196 . . 0.3°
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) . . 0 271 .
14 Iceland . . . . . . 0b . . .
15 Korea, Republic of . . 1 1,158 . . 152 0.0 . 29
16 Denmark . . 0 0 . . m . . 8.5
17 lsrael . . 1 270 . . 216 . . 12.9
18 Belgium . . 20 31 . . 203 . . 10.5
19 Austria . . 4 735 . . 147 . . 27
20 France . . 34 891 . . 81 . . 39
21 Slovenia . . 15 52 . . 150 . . 8.4
22 Finland . . 0 7 . . 19 . . 0.0°
23 Spain . . 33 14 . . 136 . . 1.4
24 ltaly . . 33 29 . . 137 . . 22
25 Luxembourg . . 34 0 . . . . .
26 Singapore 4.4 3.3 . . . . 264 . 5 .
27 Czech Republic 2.6 21 5 2,098 . . 167 . . 42
28 United Kingdom . . 1 617 . . 189 . . 27
29 Greece . . 1 12 . . 224 . . 11
30 United Arab Emirates . . . . . . 55 . . 1.9
31 Cyprus .. .. 0 4 . . 197 . . 1.4
32 Andorra
33 Brunei Darussalam . . . . . . . . . .
34 Estonia . . 0 7 . 0b 74 . . 5.0
35 Slovakia . . 2 212 . . 74 . . 9.1
36 Malta . . . . . . . . . .
37 Qatar . . . . . . 0 . . 01°
38 Hungary . . 7 467 . . 208 . . 171
39 Poland . . 3 318 . . 162 . . 132
40 Lithuania . . 1 0 . . 204 . . 48
41 Portugal . . 26 1,418 . . 190 . . 2.3
42 Bahrain . . . . . . 0b . . .
43 latvia . . 3 0 . . 0 . . 1.8
44 Chile 2.0 05 1 3,051 12 . 149 . 0 11
45 Argentina 8.2 2.3 0 1,790 8 . 342 0.0 0 1.7
46 Croatia . . 18 59 . 0b 225 . . 175
47 Barbados .. .. 0 1,968 .. .. .. . 0
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 13.9 6.0 1 4,548 . 0b 422 . 0 5.7
49 Palau . . . . . . . . 49 .
50 Romania 12.8 1315 3 764 . 18 439 . . 13.5
51 Cuba 46 39 0 87,392 18 53 160 . 0 17.0
52 Seychelles 0 7,860 . . . . .
53 Bahamas 4 5,979 . . . 0.0 0
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Human development effects of environmental threats

IMPACT OF NATURAL

DISASTERS
Numberof  Ponulati Deaths due to —
a;: %l::#:::: ; :I:)I;n lt;:‘at?lrso :ﬂ:cﬁgg ! Wat(_er Indour_air Outdoo_r air ) ﬂ\':.l:u; t(:?\n
— —  (average (average pollution pollution pollution Malaria Dengue degraded
Stunting  Wasting annual per annual per (permillion  (permillion ~ (permillion  (permillion  (per million land
(%) (%) million people) million people) people) people) people) people) people) (%)
2000-2009° 2000-2009°  2001/2010 2001/2010 2004 2004 2004 2009 2001-2010° 2010
54 Montenegro 79 2.2 0 1,249 . . . . . 8.0
55 Bulgaria 8.8 16 1 179 . 0b 437 . . 78
56 Saudi Arabia 9.3 5.3 1 86 . . 108 0.0 . 43
57 Mexico 15.5 3.4 1 7,097 43 41 88 0.0 0 3.8
58 Panama 191 39 2 3,612 63 63 63 0.0 0 41
59 Serbia 8.1 1.8 0 213 . . . . . 18.5
60 Antigua and Barbuda 0 34,720 0 . . . 0 .
61 Malaysia . . 0 1,573 35 b 23 0.0 4 1.2
62 Trinidad and Tobago 5.3 4.4 0 131 . 0b 0b . 9 .
63 Kuwait . . . . . . 137 . . 0.6
64 Libya 21.0 5.6 . . . b 318 . . 8.5
65 Belarus 45 1.3 0 19 . 10 . . . 47
66 Russian Federation . . 40 1,332 5 4 231 0.0¢ . 3.1
67 Grenada . . 38 59,003 . . . . 0 .
68 Kazakhstan 175 49 1 442 193 7 159 . . 235
69 Costa Rica . . 2 7,367 24 47 47 0.2 0 1.3
70 Albania 27.0 6.6 0 19,215 32 b 64 . . 5.7
71 Lebanon 16.5 42 0b 414 50 . 100 . . 1.2
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis . . . . . . . . 0 .
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 15.6 3.7 1 704 61 8 . 0.0 0 1.9
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 1.8 1.6 0 10,673 . 0b 79 . . 6.1
75 Georgia 14.7 2.3 0b 94 89 44 288 0.0 . 1.9
76 Ukraine 229 41 2 1.421 2 6 305 . . 6.2
77 Mauritius . . 0 81 . . 80 . . .
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 1.5 1.8 2 53,874 . Qb 148 . . 7.1
79 Jamaica 37 22 3 15,757 75 188 75 0.0 0 33
80 Peru 298 5.4 6 20,752 92 37 17 0.1 0 0.7
81 Dominica 7 11,372 0
82 Saint Lucia . . 6 1,721 . . . . 0 .
83 Ecuador 29.0 6.2 1 3,769 83 b 38 0.0 0 1.6
84 Brazil 71 22 1 3,440 137 58 74 0.4 0 79
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines . . 4 918 . . 0 0
86 Armenia 18.2 42 0 0 33 131 882 0.0 . 9.6
87 Colombia 16.2 5.1 4 14,482 50 57 61 0.3 0 2.0
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 1 2,156 . 4 132 0.0 . 25.1
89 Oman 5 722 . . 126 0.7 . 5.8
90 Tonga . . 0 15,857 . . . . . .
91 Azerbaijan 26.8 8.4 0 1,159 212 130 177 0.0 . 38
92 Turkey 15.6 35 0 224 97 51 299 0.0¢ . 5.5
93 Belize 22.2 49 13 28,239 . . . 0.0 0 1.1
94 Tunisia 9.0 3.3 0 320 82 10 82 . . 36.7
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 12.0 36 0 0 71 . 134 . . 22.0
96 Algeria 15.9 37 4 564 247 12 65 0.0 . 28.8
97 Srilanka 17.3 211 2 22,652 41 219 51 0.0 2 211
98 Dominican Republic 10.1 3.4 9 3,480 142 33 88 1.4 1 70
99 Samoa 5 0 . b . . .
100 Fiji . . 8 10,51 0b 0b . . 0 .
101 China 21.8 6.8 1 93,151 42 422 230 0.0¢ 0 8.6
102 Turkmenistan . . . . 532 . 170 0.0 . 1M1
103 Thailand 15.7 7.0 2 58,220 121 159 61 1.0 1 17.0
104 Suriname . . 1 6,013 0b . . 0.0 0 .
105 El Salvador 24.6 6.1 7 9,436 116 50 50 0.0 0 6.3
106 Gabon 26.3 8.8 0 149 298 74 . 133.3 . .
107 Paraguay . . 0 7,307 86 52 86 0.0 1 1.3
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 271 43 5 18,429 378 145 m 0.0 0 2.0
109 Maldives 319 25.7 0 522 0 0° 0° . 0 .
110 Mongolia 215 5.3 4 59,135 199 19 . . . 315
111 Moldova, Republic of 1.3 32 1 6,532 0b 78 261 . . 21.8
112 Philippines 33.8 20.7 10 48,370 182 86 54 0.3 5 2.2
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Human development effects of environmental threats

IMPACT OF NATURAL
DISASTERS
Numberof  Ponulati Deaths due to Ponulati
agP: ';TS#::::; ;i:)rm :Zlat?ll;o :Ff:;g: " Watt_er Indoor_air Outdoo.r air . ;:3::13 t‘;:n
ittt (average (average pollution pollution pollution Malaria Dengue degraded
Stunting  Wasting annual per annualper  (permillion  (permillion  (permillion  (permillion  (per million land
(%) (%) million people) million people) people) people) people) people) people) (%)
2000-2009° 2000-2009*  2001/2010 2001/2010 2004 2004 2004 2009 2001-2010° 2010
113 Egypt 30.7 6.8 0 5 137 8 213 0.0¢ 253
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory . . 0 12 . . . . .
115 Uzbekistan 19.6 4.4 0 5 335 241 148 0.0 21.0
116 Micronesia, Federated States of . . 43 771 0b . . .
117 Guyana 18.2 10.8 5 54,311 269 0b . 0.0 0 .
118 Botswana 29.1 10.7 0 499 486 270 0 3.0 22.0
119 Syrian Arab Republic 28.6 10.0 1 6,371 89 39 100 0.0 333
120 Namibia 29.6 17.5 7 40,481 98 49 0 20.5 . 28.5
121 Honduras 29.9 8.6 4 13,628 178 119 89 0.1 1 15.0
122 Kiribati 0 85 . . . . .
123 South Africa . . 1 30,398 260 68 23 0.9 . 17.5
124 Indonesia 401 19.6 2 1,364 14 202 144 3.8 5 3.1
125 Vanuatu . . 2 24,519 0b 0° . 8.6 .
126 Kyrgyzstan 18.1 2.7 2 37,899 259 418 80 0.0 9.7
127 Tajikistan 331 14.9 3 47,642 751 516 47 0.0 . 10.5
128 Viet Nam 305 20.2 3 19,794 72 289 81 0.3 1 8.0
129 Nicaragua 18.8 43 7 11,487 168 131 19 0.0 2 13.9
130 Morocco 23.1 9.9 1 419 140 17 30 0.0° . 391
131 Guatemala 54.3 17.7 14 26,888 314 13 40 0.0 0 9.1
132 Iraq 215 7. 0 226 879 23 387 0.0 45
133 Cape Verde . . 1 6,048 214 0® 0 41 . .
134 India 479 435 2 41,245 405 435 107 0.9 0 9.6
135 Ghana 28.6 14.3 1 2,925 961 308 33 141.8 1.4
136 Equatorial Guinea 35.0 10.6 . 1,187 . .. 33.8 .
137 Congo 31.2 1.8 0 2,102 435 290 145 29.4 . 0.1°b
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 476 316 1 15,096 406 459 0b 0.8 1 41
139 Cambodia 39.5 28.8 1 34,829 826 500 23 20.0 1 393
140 Swaziland 295 6.1 0 117,337 456 274 0b i . .
141 Bhutan 375 12.0 2 0 467 3N 5.6 0 0.1°
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands 32.8 11.5 4 4,672 219 219 . 1011 .
143 Kenya 358 16.5 2 27,446 683 412 17 0.0 31.0
144 S&o Tomé and Principe 29.3 13.1 . .. 665 0° . 141.5 .
145 Pakistan 415 31.3 3 18,218 380 360 192 0.0 . 45
146 Bangladesh 43.2 41.3 6 47,203 469 356 68 0.3 0 1.3
147 Timor-Leste 55.7 40.6 0 1177 308 . . 48.2 35 .
148 Angola 50.8 215 2 4,989 3,014 2,099 169 567.5 . 3.3
149 Myanmar 40.6 29.6 290 6,551 432 393 96 20.4 3 19.2
150 Cameroon 36.4 16.6 0 204 1,066 664 128 257.8 15.3
151 Madagascar 52.8 36.8 5 17121 1,175 732 35 8.6 0.0°
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 44.4 16.7 0 13,270 865 500 32 18.8 . 25.0
153 Papua New Guinea 43.9 18.1 4 3,987 an 269 . 90.1 0 .
154 Yemen 57.7 431 2 135 734 335 55 1.6 32.4
155 Senegal 20.1 14.5 0 7,377 1,219 595 170 474 16.2
156 Nigeria 41.0 26.7 0 1,295 1,304 699 136 48.7 . 11.5
157 Nepal 493 38.8 7 9,738 520 326 30 0.3 0 2.3
158 Haiti 29.7 18.9 66 12,565 619 402 65 0.0 15.2
159 Mauritania 24.2 16.7 1 41,693 776 405 67 26.9 23.8
160 Lesotho 452 16.6 0 45,203 195 98 0 . 63.6
161 Uganda 38.7 16.4 2 9,460 988 716 4 194.5 235
162 Togo 26.9 20.5 1 4,972 908 605 38 263.6 5.1
163 Comoros 46.9 25.0 0 381 479 160 0b 0.0 .
164 Zambia 458 14.9 1 32,196 1,135 777 98 303.5 46
165 Djibouti 326 29.6 6 82,450 630 0b 252 0.0 75
166 Rwanda 51.7 18.0 1 9,919 1,854 1,387 33 78.5 10.1
167 Benin 447 20.2 1 12,662 1,271 770 54 159.9 1.6
168 Gambia 27.6 15.8 1 4,106 753 411 137 142.7 17.9
169 Sudan 379 317 1 13,909 477 3N 141 329 399
170 Céte d'lvoire 401 16.7 0 96 1,246 705 51 938.3 1.3
171 Malawi 53.2 15.5 4 64,924 1,459 1,042 48 4519 19.4



Human development effects of environmental threats

IMPACT OF NATURAL

DISASTERS
Numberof  Ponulati Deaths due to —
a;:gl::#::}:; :I:)I;n l&?at?lgo :ﬂ:cﬁgg“ Wat(_er Indour_air Outdoo_r air ) I?\I:il:l;tt;?\n
— —  (average (average pollution pollution pollution Malaria Dengue degraded
Stunting  Wasting annual per annual per (permillion  (permillion ~ (permillion  (permillion  (per million land
(%) (%) million people) million people) people) people) people) people) people) (%)
2000-2009%  2000-2009°  2001/2010 2001/2010 2004 2004 2004 2009 2001-2010° 2010
172  Afghanistan 59.3 329 " 9,799 2,499 2,023 15 1.0 1.0
173 Zimbabwe 358 14.0 0 78,319 532 302 48 11 29.4
174 Ethiopia 50.7 34.6 2 35,049 1,546 998" 34 13.8 72.3
175 Mali 385 279 0 11,678 1,769 1,198 78 156.3 59.5
176 Guinea-Bissau 281 17.2 0 12,575 2,088 1,268 149 248.6 1.0
177 FEritrea 437 345 0 32,492 M 440 46 45 58.8
178 Guinea 40.0 20.8 0 3,355 1,080 641 67 60.0 0.8
179 Central African Republic 446 218 0 1,696 1,088 759 0b 154.5
180 Sierra Leone 374 213 3 361 3,271 2,181 141 3021 .
181 Burkina Faso 445 374 1 2,723 1,733 1197 87 499.4 73.2
182 Liberia 394 20.4 0 924 2,134 1,261 32 4447 .
183 Chad 448 339 2 33141 1,509 1,013 84 20.2 454
184 Mozambique 47.0 21.2 1 25,059 840 548 44 163.9 1.9
185 Burundi 63.1 389 2 29,916 2,088 1,449 43 87.4 18.5
186 Niger 54.8 399 0 96,596 3,212 2,192 80 144.2 25.0
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 45.8 28.2 0 325 1,924 1,356 72 329.7 0.1°
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 431 20.6 5 7,513 191 242 0.0 . 2.9
Marshall Islands . . 0 1,110 0
Monaco
Nauru
San Marino . . . . . . . . .
Somalia 421 328 2 69,471 2,068 1,383 36 49 26.3
Tuvalu 10.0 1.6
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development . . 8 2,331 150 3.2
High human development . . 7 4,890 . . 159 . 74
Medium human development 357 247 2 54,444 212 357 156 1.8 10.0
Low human development 43.8 28.3 14 19,221 1,035 696 91 92.5 18.8
Regions
Arab States 298 15.2 1 4,529 . 146 24.9
East Asia and the Pacific 9 69,648 84 . .
Europe and Central Asia . . 13 2,357 . 240 . . 8.6
Latin America and the Caribbean 15.8 4.4 3 8,741 104 . 103 0.2 0 5.3
South Asia 46.8 412 2 36,336 443 424 109 07 0 9.9
Sub-Saharan Africa 42.9 24.5 1 16,966 1,286 798 70 143.7 221
Least developed countries 455 29.6 20 23,357 1,151 794 63 99.0 233
Small island developing states . . 16 25,300 . .
World . . 6 32,575 145 10.1

NOTES

a. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified.
b. Lessthan1.

c. Lessthan0.05.

DEFINITIONS

Population under age 5 suffering from stunting: Percentage of children under age 5 falling two standard
deviations or more below the median height-for-age of the reference population.

Population under age 5 suffering from wasting: Percentage of children under age 5 falling two standard
deviations or more below the median weight-for-height of the reference population.

Number of deaths due to natural disasters: People confirmed as dead, or missing and presumed dead,
as a result of natural disasters, which include drought, extreme temperature, flood, mass movement,
wet storm and wildfire.

Population affected by natural disasters: People requiring immediate assistance during a period of
emergency as aresult of anatural disaster (as defined above), including displaced, evacuated, homeless
and injured people.

Deaths due to water pollution: Deaths due to diarrhoea attributable to poor water, sanitation or hygiene.
Deaths due to indoor air pollution: Deaths due to acute respiratory infections (children under age 5),
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (adults over age 30) and lung cancer (adults over age 30) attribut-
able to indoor smoke from solid fuels.

Deaths due to outdoor air pollution: Deaths due torespiratory infections and diseases, lung cancer and
selected cardiovascular diseases attributable to outdoor air pollution.

Deaths due to malaria: Deaths due to malaria.

Deaths due to dengue: Deaths due to dengue fever, dengue haemorrhagic fever and dengue shock
syndrome.

Population living on degraded land: Percentage of the population living on severely and very severely
degraded land. Land degradation estimates consider biomass, soil health, water quantity and biodiversity,
and range in severity.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 2: WHO (2010b).

Columns 3 and 4: WHO Collaborating Centre for Research on the Epidemiology of Disasters (2011)
and UNDESA (2011).

Columns 5-7: HDRO calculations based on WHO (2009) and UNDESA (2011).

Column 8: WHO (2010c).

Column 9: HDRO calculations based on WHO (2011) and UNDESA (2011).

Column 10: FAO (2011b).
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Perceptions about well-being and the environment

WELL-BEING

Overall life
satisfaction
(0, least satisfied;
10, most satisfied)

2006-2010°

Humans
cause
global warming
(% yes)

2006-2010°

Global warming
threat
(% serious?)

2006-2010°

Active in
environmental
group
(% yes)

2006-2010°

ENVIRONMENT

Satisfaction
with government
to reduce
emissions
(% satisfied)

2006-2010°

Satisfaction
with actions
to preserve
the environment
(% satisfied)

2006-2010°

Satisfaction
with
air quality
(% satisfied)

2006-2010°

Satisfaction
with
water quality
(% satisfied)

2006-2010°

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

1 Norway 76 46.8 437 1.6 51.5 89.3 95.3
2 Australia 75 451 70.5 19.5 63.8 93.1 93.4
3 Netherlands 75 43.6 52.6 15.5 . 66.1 81.5 94.2
4 United States 72 359 54.7 17.6 439 57.8 87.8 89.5
5 New Zealand 7.2 411 59.0 24.6 . 74.8 93.0 89.0
6 Canada 11 55.8 73.9 19.3 340 61.7 845 91.3
7 lreland 73 476 58.7 58.9 94.8 90.6
8 Liechtenstein . . . . . . . .
9 Germany 6.7 59.7 60.4 12.8 491 61.8 86.3 95.0
10 Sweden 75 50.1 48.6 1.4 476 62.9 89.3 96.7
11 Switzerland 75 . . . 54.4 63.9 83.7 96.1
12 Japan 6.1 83.7 713 141 33.0 46.8 78.2 87.8
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 5.6 80.0 68.6 . 21.6 414 278 78.4
14 Iceland 6.9 379 34.4 12.5 . 56.0 85.2 96.9
15 Korea, Republic of 6.1 85.3 82.8 9.4 29.3 36.4 72.0 81.6
16 Denmark 78 453 328 18.1 335 64.3 91.6 97.4
17 lsrael 74 40.9 67.4 14.3 377 58.4 55.7
18 Belgium 6.9 42.6 63.1 21.4 . 56.0 74.0 84.7
19 Austria 73 52.7 60.4 . 4.3 63.9 88.0 971
20 France 6.8 58.6 65.5 10.0 57.5 76.6 83.9
21 Slovenia 6.1 65.1 69.2 55.9 80.2 90.0
22 Finland 74 55.1 4.7 . 57.3 89.7 95.0
23 Spain 6.2 63.2 70.9 10.4 46.0 82.0 83.6
24 ltaly 6.4 57.0 87.0 14.6 29.7 69.8 80.6
25 Luxembourg 7.1 53.7 62.1 15.5 . 76.8 85.7 92.3
26 Singapore 6.5 57.2 72.7 19.8 69.8 80.5 911 92.9
27 Czech Republic 6.2 452 355 13.0 26.6 56.6 69.0 89.2
28 United Kingdom 70 385 58.8 17.2 . 66.8 88.8 94.8
29 Greece 5.8 81.3 95.5 6.0 16.0 19.8 68.7 64.7
30 United Arab Emirates 7.1 29.2 71.0 89.7 81.5 84.4
31 Cyprus 6.4 794 89.4 457 63.0 67.4
32 Andorra
33 Brunei Darussalam . . . . . . . .
34 Estonia 5.1 443 36.0 6.8 16.8 452 75.0 66.8
35 Slovakia 6.1 56.9 54.7 . 42.8 70.4 86.0
36 Malta 5.8 66.8 85.8 13.0 53.8 44.4 64.0
37 Qatar 6.8 39.3 67.4 . 871 80.6 79.6
38 Hungary 47 51.0 745 6.1 . 32.7 83.5 86.2
39 Poland 5.8 432 55.1 6.2 175 43.6 80.3 79.6
40 Lithuania 5.1 51.4 49.7 43 11.0 29.9 70.2 69.7
41 Portugal 4.9 61.5 90.7 10.0 28.5 372 85.7 90.0
42 Bahrain 5.9 35.4 743 . . 65.3 85.6 85.0
43 latvia 47 49.2 396 39 212 389 75.1 65.3
44 Chile 6.6 68.5 931 76 26.8 421 69.5 84.5
45 Argentina 6.4 80.4 97.4 42 7.0 339 75.0 73.8
46 Croatia 5.6 61.5 381 75.0 81.2
47 Barbados
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 6.1 72.9 85.6 41 327 70.5 85.6 929
49 Palau . . . . . .. . .
50 Romania 49 449 74.3 35 17.4 14.3 .4 69.5
51 Cuba 5.4 54.5 52.8 59.3
52 Seychelles
53 Bahamas . . . . .
54 Montenegro 5.5 59.9 . . 50.1 66.2 78.2
55 Bulgaria 4.2 49.3 66.0 10.9 19.4 69.3 60.8
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Perceptions about well-being and the environment

WELL-BEING ENVIRONMENT
Satisfaction Satisfaction

Overall life Humans Active in with government  with actions Satisfaction Satisfaction

satisfaction cause Global warming environmental to reduce to preserve with with

(0, least satisfied; global warming threat group emissions the environment air quality water quality

10, most satisfied) (% yes) (% serious?) (% yes) (% satisfied) (% satisfied) (% satisfied) (% satisfied)

2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010°
56 Saudi Arabia 6.3 34.6 78.6 10.6 . 53.3 55.5 60.4
57 Mexico 6.8 70.9 94.5 6.1 22.7 46.8 78.0 67.7
58 Panama 73 66.6 97.0 9.2 16.5 44.1 85.2 75.9
59 Serbia 45 64.1 . . . 28.1 61.9 60.2
60 Antigua and Barbuda . . . . . . . .
61 Malaysia 5.6 65.5 711 273 171 64.2 82.3 82.9
62 Trinidad and Tobago 6.7 75.8 98.2 6.2 . 26.3 75.8 74.0
63 Kuwait 6.8 333 58.8 . . 69.2 55.7 67.8
64 Libya 49 22.8 64.3 . . . 65.0 69.9
65 Belarus 5.5 48.7 48.6 5.0 20.0 50.6 65.1 62.6
66 Russian Federation 5.4 48.0 48.9 5.7 9.4 18.3 57.6 52.8
67 Grenada . . . . . . . .
68 Kazakhstan 5.5 43.8 57.2 8.7 14.3 374 61.6 55.7
69 Costa Rica 73 80.5 92.2 13.0 332 59.6 86.3 88.7
70 Albania 5.3 30.7 . . . 274 54.5 50.2
71 Lebanon 5.0 68.2 79.7 . . 23.7 50.5 47.3
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis . . . . . . . .
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 75 61.4 97.9 5.8 272 59.8 771 67.9
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 47 66.4 . . . 221 7.2 7.7
75 Georgia 41 40.8 78.2 3.6 15.2 38.0 67.4 66.4
76 Ukraine 5.1 60.9 68.2 5.1 3.2 8.8 55.4 51.0
77 Mauritius . . . . . . . .
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 4.2 54.8 . . . 39.8 73.0 69.7
79 Jamaica 6.2 . . . . 329 85.8 88.8
80 Peru 5.6 66.5 96.0 10.7 15.5 355 64.7 67.8
81 Dominica
82 Saint Lucia . . . . . . . .
83 Ecuador 5.8 58.6 97.7 9.1 33.0 391 60.7 62.4
84 Brazil 6.8 81.3 94.9 72 29.6 48.2 68.2 83.1
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines . . . . . . . .
86 Armenia 4.4 31.6 80.0 9.8 12.4 21.8 58.9 61.3
87 Colombia 6.4 73.1 96.1 12.5 30.6 535 737 80.2
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 51 61.7 77.6 9.2 . 55.2 66.6 58.4
89 Oman
90 Tonga . . . . . . . .
91 Azerbaijan 42 373 85.2 13.0 211 28.1 65.4 51.0
92 Turkey 5.5 55.1 86.0 12.4 12.9 41.9 72.3 64.1
93 Belize 6.5 59.0 85.7 20.3 . 30.3 70.7 63.3
94 Tunisia 5.1 33.0 58.6 . .. 66.7 66.7 50.3
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 5.6 60.2 68.7 29 . 59.4 VAN 59.0
96 Algeria 5.3 39.4 59.6 . . 42.4 57.1 60.7
97 Sri Lanka 4.0 56.5 76.3 10.0 401 61.7 91.7 88.0
98 Dominican Republic 47 54.6 92.0 15.8 14.7 53.1 69.2 69.7
99 Samoa
100 Fiji . . . . . . . .
101 China 47 475 317 11.6 334 73.0 75.1 733
102 Turkmenistan 6.6 29.4 . . . . 80.8 7.2
103 Thailand 6.2 74.9 66.7 438 287 75.5 83.0 82.8
104 Suriname . . . . . . . .
105 El Salvador 6.7 72.0 92.8 12.9 233 39.7 74.0 70.4
106 Gabon . . . . . . . .
107 Paraguay 5.8 72.4 95.2 8.6 13.5 455 87.7 83.9
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 5.8 72.5 95.6 11.6 20.1 455 72.8 74.4
109 Maldives . . . . . . . .
110 Mongolia 46 58.6 65.5 1.4 . 16.7 55.4 59.7
111 Moldova, Republic of 5.6 48.6 83.2 1.3 45 15.5 62.8 60.1
112 Philippines 49 76.2 92.9 30.4 26.8 86.2 82.4 83.4
113 Egypt 47 451 66.7 41 . 25.7 83.2 76.1
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory 47 474 58.0 1.8 . 28.4 62.3 58.4
115 Uzbekistan 5.1 16.9 67.0 6.2 445 7.4 86.5 82.1

116 Micronesia, Federated States of
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Perceptions about well-being and the environment

WELL-BEING ENVIRONMENT
Satisfaction Satisfaction

Overall life Humans Active in with government  with actions Satisfaction Satisfaction

satisfaction cause Global warming  environmental to reduce to preserve with with

(0, least satisfied; global warming threat group emissions the environment EIETE water quality

10, most satisfied) (% yes) (% serious?) (% yes) (% satisfied) (% satisfied) (% satisfied) (% satisfied)

2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010°
117 Guyana 6.0 36.2 83.3 21.8 . 34.1 78.7 53.8
118 Botswana 3.6 25.6 79.9 26.1 . 76.1 70.1 72.4
119 Syrian Arab Republic 45 53.2 50.0 . . 50.4 55.7 49.8
120 Namibia 49 48.6 75.4 17.6 . 57.9 76.4 81.6
121 Honduras 5.9 54.1 88.9 25.3 12.2 39.3 74.4 69.7
122 Kiribati . . . . . . . .
123 South Africa 47 372 70.4 26.8 345 55.7 85.7 53.4
124 Indonesia 5.5 75.5 88.1 18.9 28.7 48.2 82.1 86.9
125 Vanuatu . . . . . . . .
126 Kyrgyzstan 5.0 46.4 68.9 15.5 5.7 211 87.3 82.9
127 Tajikistan 4.4 16.7 66.7 24.9 31.4 42.8 84.0 65.0
128 Viet Nam 5.3 71.3 68.8 16.8 14.9 67.6 62.9 62.3
129 Nicaragua 5.7 70.6 94.8 14.7 215 56.2 82.4 68.5
130 Morocco 47 67.4 89.0 3.2 . 32.6 57.9 63.9
131 Guatemala 6.3 74.9 94.6 16.9 14.7 39.1 82.4 66.8
132 lraq 5.1 40.1 62.3 . . 15.8 61.5 44.4
133 Cape Verde . . . . . . . .
134 India 5.0 49.4 83.4 11.6 41.6 454 79.1 62.7
135 Ghana 4.6 58.6 69.0 278 339 59.9 89.1 72.0
136 Equatorial Guinea . . . . . . . .
137 Congo 3.8 58.3 75.4 12.9 . 21.8 65.5 &35
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 5.0 71.6 63.3 479 . 725 88.6 82.7
139 Cambodia 41 414 89.6 8.6 42.8 85.5 83.1 73.0
140 Swaziland
141 Bhutan
LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Solomon Islands . . . . . . . .
143 Kenya 4.3 62.8 82.9 23.7 17.9 63.2 86.0 51.8
144 S&o Tomé and Principe . . . . . . . .
145 Pakistan 5.8 32.4 71.6 10.1 249 211 71.6 55.0
146 Bangladesh 4.9 66.7 921 11.9 452 473 83.1 69.5
147 Timor-Leste . . . . . . . .
148 Angola 42 70.0 89.2 32.0 . 69.9 59.9 47.4
149 Myanmar 5.3 . . . . . 88.4 .
150 Cameroon 46 57.2 68.2 14.6 15.7 442 82.9 51.4
151 Madagascar 4.6 66.8 94.0 6.4 . 43.8 81.0 52.6
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 32 52.9 835 471 30.6 51.3 61.7 347
153 Papua New Guinea . . . . . . . .
154 Yemen 4.4 65.7 65.8 . . 30.1 80.0 56.4
155 Senegal 44 4.0 72.0 17.3 15.3 30.8 719 67.3
156 Nigeria 48 375 67.5 39.6 10.9 322 73.9 46.8
157 Nepal 43 59.7 88.6 24.9 19.3 424 87.9 81.8
158 Haiti 38 12.6 79.6 326 . 24.9 38.8 26.0
159 Mauritania 48 51.2 74.2 15.9 . 321 64.2 57.4
160 Lesotho . . . . . . . .
161 Uganda 42 52.8 731 25.6 337 47.9 81.4 59.6
162 Togo 2.8 431 71.3 16.7 . 234 52.4 33.8
163 Comoros 3.8 34.4 82.1 . . 36.6 76.7 55.8
164 Zambia 5.3 63.0 66.5 314 221 45.0 82.4 53.9
165 Djibouti 5.0 51.9 82.4 55.4 . 54.0 69.0 63.5
166 Rwanda 4.0 48.1 74.4 31.2 76.8 90.3 78.5 54.5
167 Benin 37 457 71.3 12.0 . 34.6 781 55.6
168 Gambia . . . . . . . .
169 Sudan 4.4 58.5 80.1 19.0 . 38.9 80.3 62.4
170 Céte d'lvoire 42 79.8 . . 5.8 321 74.8 52.1
171 Malawi 5.1 46.9 . . 60.8 82.3 911 61.8
172 Afghanistan 48 31.2 75.6 12.2 14.2 455 67.1 60.7
173 Zimbabwe 47 36.5 53.5 . 10.2 50.1 73.1 62.3
174 Ethiopia 4.4 . . . . 36.6 72.0 29.2
175 Mali 38 64.6 939 21.4 26.2 44.7 79.5 57.0
176 Guinea-Bissau
177 FEritrea
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Perceptions about well-being and the environment

WELL-BEING ENVIRONMENT
Satisfaction Satisfaction
Overall life Humans Active in with government  with actions Satisfaction Satisfaction
satisfaction cause Global warming environmental to reduce to preserve with with
(0, least satisfied; global warming threat group emissions the environment air quality water quality
10, most satisfied) (% yes) (% serious?) (% yes) (% satisfied) (% satisfied) (% satisfied) (% satisfied)
2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010° 2006-2010°

178 Guinea 43 39.8 78.4 30.8 227 54.9 38.3
179 Central African Republic 3.6 67.2 713 . 63.5 87.0 4.2
180 Sierra Leone 4.1 52.1 74.0 50.8 . 29.8 727 36.6
181 Burkina Faso 40 525 96.3 14.3 . 48.5 73.8 394
182 Liberia 4.2 321 71.8 43.2 . 34.4 79.4 50.7
183 Chad 37 55.0 96.0 29.9 12.9 56.8 57.1 349
184 Mozambique 47 53.0 87.8 8.4 . 53.6 791 71.4
185 Burundi 3.8 458 91.6 16.1 28.1 55.7 84.9 52.1
186 Niger 4.1 . 14.4 259 58.3 90.9 63.0
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 4.0 477 16.3 31.0 70.5 221
Human Development Index groups

Very high human development 6.7 54.4 66.3 52.4 81.7 87.2

High human development 59 62.3 . 40.9 67.5 67.0

Medium human development 49 52.1 62.2 58.2 772 69.8

Low human development 47 49.6 78.4 39.9 76.7 51.8
Regions

Arab States 5.0 48.2 69.1 88 69.7 62.8

East Asia and the Pacific . . . . . .

Europe and Central Asia 53 47.6 62.8 .. . 30.8 67.1 63.2

Latin America and the Caribbean 6.5 72.8 94.8 8.8 . 46.3 71.8 74.6

South Asia 5.0 49.7 82.6 11.6 39.2 43.6 78.8 62.9

Sub-Saharan Africa 4.4 49.5 445 75.7 46.6
Least developed countries 44 455 76.8 52.6
Small island developing states . . . . .
World 5.3 53.5 67.9 51.6 76.5 69.2
NOTES Humans cause global warming: Temperature rise is a part of global warming or climate change. Do you

The typical World Poll survey includes at least 1,000 surveys of randomly selected individuals. In some
countries oversamples are collected in major cities or areas of special interest. Additionally, in some
large countries, such as China and the Russian Federation, sample sizes of at least 2,000 are collected.
Although rare, in some instances the sample size is between 500 and 1,000. Quality control procedures
are used to validate that correct samples are selected and that the correct person is randomly selected
ineach household. Gallup’s methodology ensures that the reported data are representative of 95 percent
of the world's adult population (ages 15and older). For further information, see https://worldview.gallup.
com/content/methodology.aspx.

a. Very serious and somewhat serious.

b. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified.

SURVEY QUESTIONS

Overall life satisfaction: Please imagine a ladder, with steps numbered from zero at the bottom to ten at
the top. Suppose we say that the top of the ladder represents the best possible life for you, and the bottom
of the ladder represents the worst possible life for you. On which step of the ladder would you say you
personally feel you stand at this time, assuming that the higher the step the better you feel about your
life, and the lower the step the worse you feel about it? Which step comes closest to the way you feel?

thinkrising temperatures are a result of human activities? (Asked of those who said they know something
or a great deal about global warming and climate change.)

Global warming threat: How serious of a threat is global warming to you and your family? (Asked of those
who said they know something or a great deal about global warming and climate change.)

Active in environmental group: Which of these, if any, have you done in the past year? Been active in
a group or organization that works to protect the environment.

Satisfaction with governmentto reduce emissions: Do you think the government of this country is doing
enough to reduce emissions of gases released by motor vehicles and factories, or not?

Satisfaction with actions to preserve the environment: In this country, are you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the efforts to preserve the environment?

Satisfaction with air quality: In the city or area where you live, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with
the quality of air?

Satisfaction with water quality: In the city or area where you live, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with
the quality of water?

MAIN DATA SOURCE
Columns 1-8: Gallup (2011).
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Education and health

EDUCATION HEALTH

One-year-olds
Primary education lacking

Gross enrolment ratio resources immunization against Mortality v

Adult Pupil-  School Under Adult prevalence
literacy teacher teachers five (per 1,000 Yout Health-

f
rate ratio trained (per o 5, adjusted life

(% ages 15 Primary Secondary Tertiary (pupils per  toteach DTP Measles 1,000 live Lp\e) W) expectancy®

and older) (%) %) (%) teacher) (%) (%) (%) births) Female Male Female Male (years)

20052010 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2005-2010° 2005-2010° 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2007

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

1 Norway . 98.7 110.4 735 8 8 3 50 83 <01 <01 73
2 Australia . 106.4 132.7 82.3 . . 8 6 5 45 79 01 0.1 74
3 Netherlands . 106.9 120.8 61.6 . . 3 4 4 56 75 <01 0.1 73
4 United States . 98.2 93.6 85.9 13.9 5 8 8 78 134 02 0.3 70
5 New Zealand . 101.2 126.3 835 14.6 . 8 " 6 57 86 <01 <01 73
6 Canada . 98.4 102.2 62.3 . . 20 7 6 53 87 0.1 0.1 73
7 Ireland . 104.6 118.1 60.6 15.8 . 7 " 4 57 97 041 0.1 73
8 Liechtenstein . 108.9 105.0 347 6.5 . . 2 . . . . .
9 Germany . 103.6 101.7 . 13.0 7 4 4 53 99 <01 0.1 73
10 Sweden . 96.2 102.6 715 9.3 2 3 3 47 74 <01 <01 74
11 Switzerland . 103.4 96.0 51.2 . 5 10 4 43 74 01 0.2 75
12 Japan . 102.3 101.0 58.6 181 . 2 3 42 86 <01 <01 76
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) . 104.0 82.1 56.6 15.9 95.1 . . . . . . . .
14 Iceland . 98.3 108.3 74.3 . 4 8 3 43 65 0.1 0.1 74
15 Korea, Republic of . 104.3 972 100.0 224 6 7 5 46 109 <01 <041 Al
16 Denmark . 98.6 118.4 71.0 . " 16 4 65 107 0.1 0.1 72
17 lsrael . ma 89.1 62.5 131 7 4 4 45 78 <01 0.1 73
18 Belgium . 103.4 107.5 66.3 1 1 6 5 59 105 <01 <01 72
19 Austria . 98.7 100.4 59.3 "4 17 17 4 50 102 02 03 72
20 France . 108.7 113.0 55.3 18.7 1 10 4 54 "7 0.1 0.2 73
21 Slovenia 99.7 98.4 96.8 87.6 17.2 4 5 3 54 131 <01 <01 Al
22 Finland . 974 109.0 90.9 13.6 1 2 3 56 124 <01 0.1 72
23 Spain 97.7 107.2 120.8 73.4 12.6 4 2 4 43 94 01 0.2 74
24 ltaly 98.9 103.3 100.5 67.2 10.3 4 9 4 4 77 <01 <01 74
25 Luxembourg . 100.4 96.0 10.0 1.9 . 1 4 3 57 95 01 0.1 73
26 Singapore 94.7 . . . 174 94.3 3 5 3 42 76 <01 <01 73
27 Czech Republic . 103.5 95.1 60.9 18.5 1 2 4 63 138 <01 <01 70
28 United Kingdom . 106.4 99.0 59.0 18.3 7 14 6 58 95 01 0.2 72
29 Greece 972 101.2 101.8 90.8 10.3 . 1 1 3 44 106 0.1 0.1 72
30 United Arab Emirates 90.0 105.4 95.2 304 15.6 100.0 8 8 7 66 84 . . 68
31 Cyprus 97.9 105.4 98.4 52.0 14.2 . 1 13 4 41 81 . . 70
32 Andorra . 89.0 80.8 10.3 10.3 100.0 1 2 4 44 94 . . 74
33 Brunei Darussalam 95.3 106.5 98.2 171 11.9 84.1 1 1 7 82 105 . . 66
34 Estonia 99.8 100.2 99.3 63.7 12.2 5 5 6 77 234 02 0.3 66
35 Slovakia . 102.1 92.0 55.8 15.7 1 1 7 74 184 <01 <01 67
36 Malta 92.4 98.6 100.3 322 10.5 . 27 18 7 44 76 <01 <01 72
37 Qatar 94.7 105.9 85.2 10.2 1.2 48.9 1 1 1 48 69 <01 <01 67
38 Hungary 99.4 99.7 98.8 62.5 10.5 1 1 6 99 229 <01 <01 66
39 Poland 99.5 971 98.9 1.4 9.6 1 2 7 76 197 <01 <01 67
40 Lithuania 99.7 97.2 99.2 79.5 12.8 2 4 6 95 274 <01 <01 63
41 Portugal 94.9 112.3 106.8 61.2 1.2 4 5 4 54 123 0.2 0.3 n
42 Bahrain 91.4 106.6 96.4 51.2 . 2 1 12 87 127 . . 66
43 latvia 99.8 98.7 92.7 67.3 10.4 5 4 8 105 284 01 02 64
44 Chile 98.6 106.4 90.4 54.8 24.6 3 4 9 59 116 01 0.2 70
45 Argentina 97.7 116.7 85.9 69.4 16.3 6 1 14 88 160 0.2 0.3 67
46 Croatia 98.8 95.3 95.2 48.9 14.8 . 4 2 5 60 153 <01 <01 68
47 Barbados . . . . 141 58.1 7 6 11 80 136 1.1 0.9 67
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 98.3 113.6 87.9 64.9 15.0 . 5 6 13 84 156 0.2 0.3 67
49 Palau . 101.4 95.7 379 12.5 . 51 25 15 10 229 . . 64
50 Romania 977 99.3 93.5 67.1 15.8 . 3 3 12 90 219 <01 0.1 65
51 Cuba 99.8 103.6 89.6 17.8 9.4 100.0 4 4 6 78 120 01 0.1 69
52 Seychelles 91.8 106.2 105.0 . 13.8 99.4 1 3 12 108 227 . . 63
53 Bahamas . 103.4 93.3 . 15.8 91.1 4 2 12 126 202 31 1.4 65

HUMAN DEVELOPMENT REPORT 2011 SAMMANFATTNING



Education and health

EDUCATION HEALTH
One-year-olds
Primary education lacking
Gross enrolment ratio resources immunization against Mortality HIV
Adult Pupil-  School Under Adult prevalence
literacy teac_her teaghers five (per 1,000 Youth ! _
rate . . ra_tlo trained 1per_ ple) es 15-24) adjusted life
(% ages 15 Primary Secondary Tertiary (pupilsper toteach DTP  Measles 1,000 live ——————— expectancy®
and older) %) (%) (%) JCEI] (%) %) %) births) Female Male Female Male (years)
2005-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2005-2010° 2005-2010° 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2007
54 Montenegro . 106.1 102.1 . . . 8 14 9 85 161 . . 65
55 Bulgaria 98.3 101.5 87.6 53.6 17.3 . 6 4 10 86 205 <01 <041 66
56 Saudi Arabia 86.1 98.9 96.8 32.8 1.4 915 2 2 21 102 186 . . 62
57 Mexico 934 116.6 90.2 219 28.1 95.6 M 5 17 88 157 01 0.2 67
58 Panama 93.6 109.0 72.7 451 23.6 91.5 16 15 23 82 145 03 0.4 67
59 Serbia 97.8 97.7 91.5 49.8 16.2 94.2 5 5 7 90 184 0.1 0.1 65
60 Antigua and Barbuda 99.0 99.8 110.5 147 16.2 571 1 1 12 158 197 . . 66
61 Malaysia 925 94.6 68.7 36.5 14.6 . 5 5 6 95 175 <01 0.1 64
62 Trinidad and Tobago 98.7 104.2 88.8 1.6 17.6 88.0 10 6 35 120 225 07 1 62
63 Kuwait 939 94.8 89.9 18.9 8.6 100.0 2 3 10 50 66 . . 69
64 Libya 88.9 110.3 93.5 55.7 . . 2 2 19 101 175 . . 64
65 Belarus 99.7 99.0 90.1 71.0 15.0 99.9 4 1 12 M7 324 01 <01 62
66 Russian Federation 99.6 96.8 84.8 71.2 17.4 . 2 2 12 144 391 03 0.2 60
67 Grenada . 107.2 99.1 535 171 68.8 1 1 15 143 248 . . 61
68 Kazakhstan 99.7 108.8 98.5 395 16.2 . 2 1 29 185 432 02 0.1 56
69 Costa Rica 96.1 109.9 96.1 25.3 18.4 87.6 14 19 " 69 15 01 0.2 69
70 Albania 95.9 118.9 724 19.3 20.2 2 3 15 88 126 . . 64
71 Lebanon 89.6 103.2 82.1 52.5 13.9 . 26 47 12 85 166 <0.1 0.1 62
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis . 95.7 96.3 18.4 14.3 61.6 1 1 15 90 185 . . 64
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 95.2 103.2 82.1 78.2 14.5 86.3 17 17 18 92 196 . . 66
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 97.8 108.9 91.2 37.0 . . 10 7 14 67 145 . . 67
75 Georgia 99.7 107.8 87.5 25.8 8.9 94.6 12 17 29 97 235 <01 <01 64
76  Ukraine 99.7 97.5 94.5 81.1 15.6 99.9 10 6 15 148 395 0.3 0.2 60
77 Mauritius 87.9 100.0 87.2 25.9 21.6 100.0 1 1 17 99 219 02 0.3 63
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia ~ 97.1 88.9 83.2 40.6 16.4 4 4 " 79 144 . . 66
79 Jamaica 86.4 93.3 91.2 24.2 277 10 12 31 131 224 07 1 64
80 Peru 89.6 1091 89.1 345 209 . 7 9 21 96 123 01 0.2 67
81 Dominica . 112.3 105.5 35 16.1 57.8 1 1 10 103 192 . . 66
82 Saint Lucia . 96.7 95.8 16.0 20.0 87.6 5 1 20 90 188 . . 66
83 Ecuador 84.2 175 75.4 424 19.2 719 25 34 24 96 173 02 0.2 64
84 Brazil 90.0 127.5 100.8 34.4 23.0 . 1 1 21 102 205 . . 64
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines . 106.9 109.1 . 17.0 79.6 1 1 12 110 204 . . 63
86 Armenia 99.5 98.5 93.1 50.1 19.3 715 7 4 22 103 246 <01 <01 61
87 Colombia 93.2 120.2 94.6 37.0 29.3 100.0 8 5 19 80 166 0.1 0.2 66
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 85.0 102.8 83.1 36.5 20.3 98.4 1 1 31 90 144 <01 <01 61
83 Oman 86.6 83.9 91.3 26.4 11.8 100.0 2 3 12 85 157 <01 <041 65
90 Tonga 99.0 11.8 102.7 6.4 223 . 1 1 19 233 135 . . 63
91 Azerbaijan 99.5 95.1 99.4 19.1 1M1 99.9 27 33 34 134 221 01 <041 59
92 Turkey 90.8 99.3 82.0 38.4 . . 4 3 20 73 134 <01 <041 66
93 Belize . 121.9 75.6 1.2 22.6 425 3 3 18 129 202 18 0.7 60
94 Tunisia 71.6 108.2 90.2 34.4 17.0 1 2 21 70 129 <01 <04 66
MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 Jordan 92.2 96.8 88.2 40.7 . . 2 5 25 m 195 . . 63
96 Algeria 72.6 107.7 96.5 30.6 23.0 99.3 7 12 32 105 135 <01 0.1 62
97 Srilanka 90.6 96.9 87.0 . 231 . 3 4 15 82 275 <01 <01 63
98 Dominican Republic 88.2 106.2 76.8 333 252 83.6 18 21 32 149 172 07 0.3 63
99 Samoa 98.8 100.3 76.1 74 31.7 . 28 51 25 167 198 . . 61
100 Fiji . 94.2 80.9 15.4 26.0 97.8 1 6 18 157 263 0. 0.1 62
101 China 94.0 127 78.2 24.5 17.2 . 3 6 19 87 142 . . 66
102 Turkmenistan 99.6 . . . . . 4 1 45 212 380 . . 55
103 Thailand 935 911 71.0 45.0 16.0 . 1 2 14 139 270 . . 62
104 Suriname 94.6 113.8 754 12.3 16.0 100.0 13 12 26 124 217 04 0.6 61
105 El Salvador 84.1 115.0 63.6 24.6 32.6 93.2 9 5 17 128 281 03 0.4 61
106 Gabon 87.7 134.3 53.1 . . . 55 45 69 262 321 35 1.4 52
107 Paraguay 94.6 99.4 66.8 36.5 26.5 . 8 9 23 98 168 0.1 0.2 64
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 90.7 107.2 81.3 38.3 24.2 . 15 14 51 132 203 01 0.1 58
109 Maldives 98.4 111.0 83.7 — 12.7 741 2 2 13 70 97 <01 <01 64
110 Mongolia 97.5 110.1 92.2 52.7 304 100.0 5 6 29 141 305 <01 <01 58
111 Moldova, Republic of 98.5 93.6 88.6 38.3 16.7 . 15 10 17 134 309 01 0.1 61
112 Philippines 95.4 110.1 82.5 28.7 337 . 13 12 33 130 240 <01 <01 62
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Education and health

EDUCATION HEALTH
One-year-olds
Primary education lacking
Gross enrolment ratio resources immunization against Mortality IV
Adult Pupil-  School Under Adult prevalence

literacy teac_her teat_:hers five (per 1,000 Youth .Health-.

rate . . ra_tlo trained (per_ people) (% ages 15-24) adjusted life

(% ages 15 Primary Secondary Tertiary (pupilsper toteach DTP  Measles 1,000lve ————— ————— expectancy®
and older) (%) %) (%) teacher) (%) (%) (%) births) Female Male Female Male (vears)
2005-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2005-2010° 2005-2010° 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2007
113 Egypt 66.4 1011 67.2 28.5 27.2 . 8 5 21 130 215 <01 <041 60
114 Qccupied Palestinian Territory 94.6 78.9 87.1 457 28.0 100.0 . . 30 . . . . .
115 Uzbekistan 99.3 91.8 103.5 9.8 171 100.0 2 5 36 139 220 <01 <01 59
116 Micronesia, Federated States of . 110.3 90.5 . 16.6 . 9 14 39 161 183 . . 62
117 Guyana . 103.0 103.4 1.2 25.6 63.7 2 3 35 224 286 08 0.6 53
118 Botswana 84.1 109.4 81.5 76 252 974 4 6 57 324 372 M8 5.2 49
119 Syrian Arab Republic 84.2 122.2 74.7 . 17.8 . 20 19 16 95 159 . . 63
120 Namibia 88.5 121 64.7 8.9 301 95.6 17 24 48 357 540 58 2.3 52
121 Honduras 83.6 116.0 64.5 18.7 333 36.4 2 1 30 134 237 02 0.3 62
122 Kiribati . 116.5 84.8 . 25.0 85.4 14 18 46 173 325 . . 58
123 South Africa 88.7 101.2 93.9 . 30.7 87.4 31 38 62 479 521 136 45 48
124 Indonesia 92.2 120.8 79.5 235 16.6 . 18 18 39 143 234 <01 0.1 60
125 Vanuatu 82.0 108.1 47.3 48 23.8 100.0 32 48 16 159 200 . . 61
126 Kyrgyzstan 99.2 95.2 84.1 50.8 24.0 65.7 5 1 37 162 327 01 0.1 57
127 Tajikistan 99.7 102.2 84.4 19.8 227 88.3 7 " 61 160 183 <01 <01 57
128 Viet Nam 92.8 104.1 66.9 9.7 19.5 99.6 4 3 24 107 173 01 0.1 64
129 Nicaragua 78.0 116.9 67.9 18.0 29.2 727 2 1 26 122 210 01 0.1 64
130 Morocco 56.1 107.4 55.8 12.9 26.6 100.0 1 2 38 87 126 01 0.1 62
131 Guatemala 745 113.6 56.6 177 294 8 8 40 151 280 0.3 0.5 60
132 lIraq 78.1 102.5 51.5 15.5 17.0 . 35 31 44 145 292 . . 54
133 Cape Verde 84.8 98.1 81.5 14.9 23.9 86.5 1 4 28 m 272 . . 61
134 India 62.8 116.9 60.0 135 . . 34 29 66 169 250 01 0.1 56
135 Ghana 66.6 105.2 57.2 8.6 331 47.6 6 7 69 253 402 13 0.5 50
136 Equatorial Guinea 93.3 83.2 26.2 . 212 453 67 49 145 355 373 5 1.9 46
2R3 137 Congo . 119.5 431 6.4 64.4 89.0 9 24 128 320 409 26 1.2 48
9 138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 727 11.8 43.9 13.4 305 96.9 43 1 59 251 289 0.2 0.1 54
139 Cambodia 776 116.5 40.4 7.0 49.1 99.5 6 8 88 190 350 01 0.1 53
140 Swaziland 86.9 107.9 53.3 4.4 32.4 94.0 5 5 73 560 674 156 6.5 42
141 Bhutan 52.8 109.1 61.7 6.6 21.1 91.5 4 2 79 194 256 <0.1 0.1 55

LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

142 Solomon Islands . 107.3 34.8 . . . 19 40 36 19 170 . . 59
143 Kenya 87.0 12.7 59.5 41 46.8 96.8 25 26 84 282 358 41 1.8 48
144 S&o Tomé and Principe 88.8 130.4 51.0 4.4 26.2 48.1 2 10 78 104 161 . . 53
145 Pakistan 55.5 85.1 33.1 5.2 39.7 85.2 15 20 87 189 225 <041 0.1 55
146 Bangladesh 55.9 95.1 42.3 79 45.8 58.4 6 " 52 222 246 <01 <041 56
147 Timor-Leste 50.6 125 51.2 15.2 291 . 28 30 56 154 233 . . 53
148 Angola 70.0 1277 23.0 2.8 . . 27 23 161 353 377 16 0.6 45
149  Myanmar 92.0 115.8 53.1 10.7 28.4 98.9 10 13 7 188 275 03 0.3 50
150 Cameroon 70.7 113.8 415 9.0 46.3 61.8 20 26 154 409 420 39 1.6 45
151 Madagascar 64.5 160.4 315 3.6 47.9 . 22 36 58 198 273 01 0.1 52
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 72.9 104.9 274 1.4 53.7 100.0 15 9 108 311 456 39 1.7 45
153 Papua New Guinea 60.1 54.9 » . 358 . 36 42 68 221 274 08 0.3 56
154 Yemen 62.4 85.4 45.7 10.2 . . 34 42 66 180 237 . . 54
155 Senegal 49.7 83.7 30.1 8.0 347 . 14 21 93 218 266 0.7 0.3 51
156 Nigeria 60.8 89.5 305 101 46.3 51.2 58 59 138 365 377 29 1.2 42
157 Nepal 59.1 14.9 435 5.6 319 737 18 21 48 159 234 01 0.2 55
158 Haiti 48.7 . . . . . 41 41 87 227 2718 13 0.6 54
159 Mauritania 575 104.4 245 3.8 39.1 100.0 36 41 17 262 315 03 0.4 51
160 Lesotho 89.7 104.4 45.0 3.6 33.8 57.6 17 15 84 573 676 142 5.4 40
161 Uganda 73.2 121.6 274 41 49.3 89.4 36 32 128 348 539 48 2.3 42
162 Togo 56.9 115.2 41.3 5.3 41.3 14.6 " 16 98 278 338 22 0.9 51
163 Comoros 74.2 119.4 458 5.2 30.2 57.4 17 21 104 229 284 <01 <041 56
164 Zambia 70.9 112.9 . . 60.5 . 19 15 141 477 580 89 4.2 40
165 Djibouti . 54.5 305 35 341 100.0 N 27 94 2711 326 19 0.8 48
166 Rwanda 70.7 150.7 26.7 48 68.3 93.9 8 8 m 258 304 19 1.3 43
167 Benin M7 121.9 36.3 5.8 449 71.8 17 28 118 246 385 07 0.3 50
168 Gambia 46.5 84.7 55.7 4.6 36.6 . 2 4 103 246 296 24 0.9 51
169 Sudan 70.2 74.0 38.0 . 38.4 59.7 16 18 108 275 291 1.3 0.5 50
170 Céte d'lvoire 55.3 73.6 26.3 8.4 421 100.0 19 33 19 456 528 15 0.7 47
171 Malawi 737 119.3 295 — . . 7 8 110 496 691 6.8 3.1 44
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Education and health

EDUCATION HEALTH
One-year-olds
Primary education lacking
Gross enrolment ratio resources immunization against Mortality HIV
Adult Pupil-  School Under Adult prevalence
literacy teac_her teaghers five (per 1,000 Youth ! _
rate . . ra_tlo trained 1per_ ple) es 15-24) adjusted life
(% ages 15 Primary Secondary Tertiary (pupilsper toteach DTP  Measles 1,000 live ——————— expectancy®
and older) %) (%) (%) JCEI] (%) %) % births) Female Male Female Male (years)
2005-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2001-2010° 2005-2010° 2005-2010° 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2007
172 Afghanistan 103.9 43.8 3.6 42.8 17 24 199 352 440 . . 36
173 Zimbabwe 91.9 . . . . . 27 24 90 574 672 69 33 39
174 Ethiopia 298 102.5 344 36 57.9 84.6 21 25 104 379 445 . . 50
175 Mali 26.2 97.2 41.6 6.0 50.1 50.0 26 29 191 218 357 05 0.2 42
176 Guinea-Bissau 52.2 119.7 359 2.9 62.2 . 32 24 193 369 431 2 0.8 42
177 FEritrea 66.6 48.3 31.8 2.0 38.5 92.2 1 5 55 179 249 04 0.2 55
178 Guinea 395 89.8 37.0 9.2 43.7 731 43 49 142 337 474 089 0.4 47
179 Central African Republic 55.2 91.3 12.4 2.5 84.3 46 38 7 470 461 2.2 1 42
180 Sierra Leone 40.9 85.1 26.5 2.0 . . 25 29 192 363 414 15 0.6 35
181 Burkina Faso 28.7 79.2 21.4 34 47.8 86.1 18 25 166 262 443 08 0.5 43
182 Liberia 59.1 90.6 . . 243 40.2 36 36 12 337 389 07 0.3 48
183 Chad 336 89.7 241 2.0 60.9 34.6 71 71 209 384 412 25 1 40
184 Mozambique 55.1 115.7 255 1.5 58.5 75.9 24 23 142 434 557 8.6 3.1 42
185 Burundi 66.6 146.6 21.2 27 51.4 91.2 8 9 166 407 424 21 1 43
186 Niger 28.7 66.6 133 1.4 386 96.7 30 27 160 224229 05 0.2 44
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 66.8 90.3 36.7 6.0 37.3 93.4 23 24 199 331 442 45
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 100.0 . . . 7 2 33 126 207 59
Marshall Islands 90.3 78.2 15.9 7 6 35 386 429 52
Monaco 1277 1534 . . 1 1 4 51 12 73
Nauru 93.0 62.9 22.4 74.2 1 1 44 303 448 55
San Marino 929 95.6 6.2 8 8 2 48 57 . . 75
Somalia 32.6 77 — 355 69 76 180 350 382 06 0.4 45
Tuvalu 100.1 79.5 11 10 35 280 255 58
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development . 102.7 99.7 72.9 0.0 5 7 6 60 14 72
High human development 93.2 110.3 90.4 49.3 0.0 6 5 19 106 223 64
Medium human development 819 13.3 69.7 20.5 0.0 19 18 44 131 204 61
Low human development 59.8 96.5 35.0 6.2 0.0 26 28 17 287 346 48
Regions
Arab States 72.9 95.0 66.5 25.8 0.0 16 18 49 139 198 59
East Asia and the Pacific 935 112.3 76.9 24.9 0.0 7 9 26 103 168 64
Europe and Central Asia 98.0 98.5 90.7 57.1 0.0 . 4 4 19 118 281 62
Latin America and the Caribbean 91.0 116.8 90.7 427 0.0 91.7 8 7 22 99 181 65
South Asia 62.8 109.8 55.9 13.1 0.0 771 27 25 69 173 245 56
Sub-Saharan Africa 61.6 100.2 353 5.9 0.0 76.0 30 32 129 355 430 45
Least developed countries 59.2 99.6 35.6 5.7 0.0 21 23 120 282 357 49
Small island developing states 95.1 76.9 51.6 0.0 24 26 57 155 207 61
World 80.9 106.9 68.4 21.6 0.0 18 18 58 137 1 61
NOTES One-year-olds lacking immunization against DTP: Percentage of one-year-olds who have not received
a. Based on methods described in the statistical annex of WHO (2007). Estimates for 2007 have been  three doses of the combined diphtheria, tetanus toxoid and pertussis (DTP) vaccine.

revised to take into account the Global Burden of Disease estimates for 2004 and may not be entirely
comparable with those for 2002 published in WHO (2004).
b. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified.
DEFINITIONS
Adult literacy rate: Percentage of the population ages 15 and older who can, with understanding, both
read and write a short simple statement on their everyday life.
Gross enrolment ratio: Total enrolment in a given level of education (primary, secondary or tertiary),
regardless of age, expressed as a percentage of the official school-age population for the same level
of education.
Pupil-teacher ratio: Average number of pupils (students) per teacher in primary education in a given
school year.
School teachers trained to teach: Percentage of primary school teachers who have received the mini-
mum organized teacher training (pre-service or in-service) required for teaching at the primary level of
education.

One-year-olds lacking immunization against measles: Percentage of one-year-olds who have not
received at least one dose of a measles vaccine.

Under-five mortality: Probability of dying between birthand exactly age 5, expressed per 1,000 live births.
Adult mortality: Probability that a 15-year-old person will die before reaching age 60, expressed per
1,000 adults.

HIV prevalence: Percentage of the population ages 15—-24 who are infected with HIV.
Health-adjusted life expectancy at birth: Average number of years that a person can expect to live in
“full health” taking into account years lived in less than full health due to disease and injury.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1-6: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (2011).
Columns 7,8, 10, 11 and 14: WHO (2010a).

Columns 9, 12 and 13: UNICEF (2011).
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10 Population and economy

POPULATION ECONOMY
Foreign  Net official Public
GDP direct  development expenditure Total
Average annual Urban® Median Dependency per investment assistance Remittance on expenditure
Total growth % of age ratio capita netinflows received inflows education  on health
(millions) (%) total)  (years) (%) (PPP$) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)
2011 2030 1990/1995 2010/2015 2011 2010 2011 2009 2009 2009 2009 2006-2009 2009
VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 49  56° 05° 0.7¢ 79.8¢ 387 50.7 56,214 3.0 . 0.2 9.7 9.7
2 Australia 2269 2784 1.2¢ 1.3¢ 89.3¢  36.9 48.6 39,539 24 . 0.4 8.5 8.5
3 Netherlands 167 173 07 0.3 83.3 40.7 498 40,676 42 . 0.5 10.8 10.8
4 United States 3131 3617 1.0 0.9 82.6 36.9 50.1 45,989 1.0 . 0.0 16.2 16.2
5 New Zealand 44 52 1.6 1.0 86.2 36.6 50.9 28,993 -1.0 . 0.5 9.7 9.7
6 Canada 343 398 11 0.9 80.7 39.9 445 37,808 1.5 » . 10.9 10.9
7 lreland 45 54 0.4 11 62.3 34.7 50.0 40,697 11 . 0.3 9.7 9.7
8 Liechtenstein 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.8 14.3 . . . . . . . .
9 Germany 822 795 0.7 -0.2 74.0 443 515 36,338 12 . 0.3 1.3 1.3
10 Sweden 94 104 0.6 0.6 84.8 40.7 542 37377 28 . 0.2 9.9 9.9
11 Switzerland 71 8.1 1.0 0.4 73.7 41.4 474 45,224 5.6 . 0.5 1.3 1.3
12 Japan 1265 1202 0.4 -0.1 67.0 447 57.9 32,418 0.2 . 0.0 8.3 8.3
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 71 8.5 1.2 1.0 100.0 418 321 43,229 24.9 . 0.2 . .
14 Iceland 0.3 0.4 1.0 1.2 93.5 34.8 49.2 36,795 0.5 . 0.2 8.2 8.2
15 Korea, Republic of 484 503 0.8 0.4 83.3 379 381 27,100 0.2 . 0.3 6.5 6.5
16 Denmark 5.6 59 0.4 0.3 871 40.6 53.3 37,720 0.9 . 0.3 1.2 1.2
17 lsrael 16 938 3.4 1.7 91.9 30.1 61.0 27,656 2.0 . 0.6 16 16
18 Belgium 108 1.2 0.3 0.3 97.4 412 52.7 36,313 -8.2 . 2.2 11.8 11.8
19 Austria 8.4 8.6 0.7 0.2 67.8 418 479 38818 2.3 . 0.9 1.0 1.0
20 France 631 685 0.4 0.5 85.9 39.9 549 33674 2.3 . 0.6 1.7 1.7
21 Slovenia 2.0 2.1 0.4 0.2 49.5 4.7 443 27,133 -1.2 . 0.6 9.1 9.1
22 Finland 5.4 5.6 0.5 0.3 85.4¢ 420 52.1 35,265 0.0 . 0.4 9.7 9.7
23 Spain 465  50.0 0.3 0.6 71.6 401 47.6 32,150 0.4 . 0.7 9.7 9.7
24 ltaly 60.8 609 0.0 0.2 68.6 432 53.1 32,430 1.4 . 0.1 9.5 9.5
25 Luxembourg 0.5 06 1.3 1.4 85.4 38.9 46.1 83,820 372.6 . 3.0 18 78
26 Singapore 5.2 6.0 2.9 1.1 100.0 37.6 356 50,633 9.2 . . 3.9 3.9
27 Czech Republic 105 108 0.0 0.3 73.6 39.4 416 25,581 1.4 . 0.6 16 16
28 United Kingdom 624 693 0.3 0.6 79.8 39.8 52.0 35,155 34 p 0.3 9.3 9.3
29 Greece "4 16 1.0 0.2 61.7 41.4 50.1 29,617 0.7 . 0.6 10.6 10.6
30 United Arab Emirates 79 105 5.2 2.2 84.4 301 21.0 57,744 . . . 2.8 2.8
31 Cyprus 11 1.3 2.2 11 70.5 34.2 414 30,848 23.6 . 0.6 6.0 6.0
32 Andorra 01 0.1 4.1 1.5 87.6 . . . . . . 75 75
33 Brunei Darussalam 0.4 05 28 1.7 76.1 28.9 41.9 » . . . 3.0 3.0
34 Estonia 1.3 13 =17 -0.1 69.5 39.7 49.1 19,693 9.2 . 1.7 7.0 7.0
35 Slovakia 55 Bib| 0.4 0.2 54.9 36.9 376 22,882 0.0 . 19 8.5 8.5
36 Malta 0.4 0.4 1.0 0.3 94.8 39.5 414 24814 1.2 0.3f 0.6 75 75
37 Qatar 1.9 24 11 29 95.9 31.6 177 91,379 . . . 2.5 2.5
38 Hungary 10.0 96 -01 -0.2 68.5 39.8 458 20,312 2.2 . 1.7 7.3 7.3
39 Poland 383 378 0.2 0.0 60.9 38.0 40.0 18,905 32 . 1.9 71 71
40 Lithuania 33 31 -04 -0.4 671 39.3 44.9 17,308 0.6 p 3.1 6.6 6.6
41 Portugal 10.7 103 0.4 0.0 61.3 41.0 49.6 24,920 1.2 . 1.5 1.3 1.3
42 Bahrain 1.3 17 25 2.1 88.7 301 28.8 ; 1.2 0.5f . 45 45
43 latvia 22 21 13 -0.4 67.7 40.2 46.8 16,437 0.4 . 2.3 6.5 6.5
44 Chile 173 195 1.8 0.9 89.2 321 45.4 14,311 78 0.1 0.0 8.2 8.2
45 Argentina 408  46.8 1.3 0.9 92.6 304 547 14,538 1.3 0.0 0.2 9.5 9.5
46 Croatia 44 42 0.7 -0.2 58.0 415 476 19,986 47 0.3 2.3 1.8 7.8
47 Barbados 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 45.1 37.5 40.2 .. 8.3 -0.1 3.2 6.8 6.8
HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Uruguay 34 36 0.7 0.3 92.6 337 56.6 13,189 4.0 0.2 0.3 74 74
49 Palau 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.8 84.3 . . . . 279 . 1.2 11.2
50 Romania 214 203 05 -0.2 58.0 385 43.3 14,278 39 . 31 5.4 5.4
51 Cuba 113 110 0.6 0.0 75.2 38.4 42.0 . . 0.2f . 1.8 1.8
52 Seychelles 0.1 0.1 1.0 0.3 5519 . . 19,587 325 815 1.6 4.0 4.0
53 Bahamas 0.3 0.4 1.8 11 84.3 309 41.3 » p . p 12 12
54 Montenegro 0.6 06 11 0.1 61.5 359 46.4 13,086 32.0 1.8 . 9.3 9.3
55 Bulgaria 14 65 -1 -0.7 7.7 41.6 46.3 13,870 9.4 . 3.2 74 74
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POPULATION ECON
Foreign  Net official Public

GDP direct  development expenditure Total

Average annual  Urban® Median Dependency per investment assistance Remittance on expenditure

Total growth (% of age ratio capita netinflows received inflows  education on health

(millions) (%) total)  (years) (%) (PPP$) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)
2011 2030 1990/1995 2010/2015 2011 2010 2011 2009 2009 2009 2009 20062009 2009
56 Saudi Arabia 281 385 27 2.1 82.3 259 495 23,480 2.8 0.0f 0.1 5.0 5.0
57 Mexico 1148 1354 1.8 11 781 26.6 54.1 14,258 1.7 0.0 2.5 6.5 6.5
58 Panama 36 45 2.1 1.5 75.5 213 547 13,057 12 0.3 0.7 8.3 8.3
59 Serbia 99 9.5 1.3 0.1 56.4 376 46.7 11,893 45 1.4 12.6 9.9 9.9
60 Antigua and Barbuda 0.1 0.1 2.0 1.0 30.4 . . 18,778 1.4 0.6 22 5.1 5.1
61 Malaysia 289 373 2.6 1.6 73.0 26.0 53.4 14,012 0.7 0.1 0.6 4.8 4.8
62 Trinidad and Tobago 1.3 1.4 0.7 0.3 14.2 30.8 383 25,572 3.3 0.0 0.5 5.7 5.7
63 Kuwait 28 40 5.0 2.4 98.4 28.2 41.3 . . . p 33 33
64 Libya 6.4 78 1.9 0.8 781 25.9 54.1 16,502 27 0.1 0.0 3.9 3.9
65 Belarus 9.6 8.9 0.0 -0.3 75.2 38.3 40.2 13,040 3.8 0.2 0.7 5.8 5.8
66 Russian Federation 1428 136.4 0.1 -0.1 73.2 379 391 18,932 3.0 . 0.4 5.4 5.4
67 Grenada 0.1 0.1 0.8 0.4 397 25.0 52.6 8,362 14.5 8.3 8.6 74 74
68 Kazakhstan 6.2 189 -07 1.0 58.8 29.0 46.4 11,510 1.8 0.3 0.1 45 45
69 Costa Rica 47 5.7 2.4 1.4 64.9 28.4 451 11,106 4.6 0.4 1.8 10.5 10.5
70 Albania 3.2 33 -09 0.3 52.9 30.0 46.9 8,716 8.1 3.0 1.0 6.9 6.9
71 Lebanon 43 47 32 0.7 87.4 29.1 46.3 13,070 13.9 1.8 21.9 8.1 8.1
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.1 0.1 11 1.2 326 . . 14,527 245 11 74 6.0 6.0
73 Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 294 370 23 1.5 93.6 26.1 536 12,323 -1.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 6.0
74 Bosnia and Herzegovina 38 35 b1 -0.2 49.2 39.4 40.8 8,578 1.4 24 12.2 10.9 10.9
75 Georgia 43 38 15 —-0.6 52.8 373 446 4,774 6.1 8.6 6.6 10.1 101
76 Ukraine 452 405 02 -0.5 69.1 39.3 425 6,318 4.2 0.6 45 70 70
77 Mauritius 13 1.4 1.4 0.5 4199 324 398 12,838 3.0 1.8 25 5.7 5.7
78 Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 2.1 2.0 0.6 0.1 59.4 359 41.4 11,159 2.7 2.2 4.1 6.9 6.9
79 Jamaica 2.8 28 0.8 0.4 52.1 21.0 57.4 7,633 45 1.3 15.8 5.1 5.1
80 Peru 294 355 1.9 11 773 25.6 55.7 8,629 37 0.4 1.8 4.6 4.6
81 Dominica 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 67.4 . . 8,883 13.3 101 6.1 6.4 6.4
82 Saint Lucia 0.2 0.2 1.3 1.0 281 214 477 9,605 16.5 47 29 8.1 8.1
83 Ecuador 147 179 2.1 1.3 67.6 255 57.0 8,268 0.6 0.4 4.4 6.1 6.1
84 Brazil 196.7 2205 1.6 0.8 86.9 29.1 47.3 10,367 1.6 0.0 0.3 9.0 9.0
85 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 0.1 01 0.1 0.0 498 219 491 9,154 18.9 5.5 5.1 5.6 5.6
86 Armenia 31 31 19 0.3 64.3 321 452 5,279 8.9 5.9 8.8 47 47
87 Colombia 469 569 1.9 1.3 75.4 26.8 51.9 8,959 3.1 0.5 1.8 6.4 6.4
88 Iran, Islamic Republic of 748 844 17 1.0 713 271 389 11,558 0.9 0.0 0.3 55 55
89 Oman 28 36 3.6 1.9 73.3 25.3 42.4 . 4.8 0.1f 0.1f 3.0 3.0
90 Tonga 0.1 01 0.2 0.4 235 213 76.4 4,466 47 12.4 279 6.2 6.2
91 Azerbaijan 93 108 1.5 1.2 52.1 29.5 38.0 9,638 11 0.6 3.0 5.8 5.8
92 Turkey 736 867 1.7 11 70.1 28.3 47.3 13,668 1.4 0.2 0.2 6.7 6.7
93 Belize 0.3 0.4 2.9 2.0 52.7 21.8 62.3 6,628 7.0 2.0f 5.9 4.9 4.9
94 Tunisia 106 122 1.7 1.0 67.7 28.9 43.4 8,273 4.0 1.3 5.0 6.2 6.2

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

95 Jordan 6.3 8.4 5.0 1.9 78.6 20.7 69.0 5,597 9.5 3.0 14.3 9.3 9.3
96 Algeria 36.0 435 22 1.4 67.1 26.2 458 8,172 2.0 0.2 1.5 5.8 5.8
97 Srilanka 210 231 1.0 0.8 14.3 30.7 49.9 4,772 1.0 17 8.0 4.0 4.0
98 Dominican Republic 101 121 1.9 1.2 69.8 25.1 58.8 8,433 4.4 0.3 74 59 5.9
99 Samoa 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.5 201 20.9 73.8 4,405 0.6 16.1 25.1 70 70
100 Fiji 0.9 1.0 1.3 0.8 52.3 26.4 51.5 4,526 2.0 25 5.4 34 34
101 China 1,3476"1,3931"  1.2h 0.4h 478" 345 379 6,828 1.6 0.0 1.0 46 46
102 Turkmenistan 5.1 6.2 27 1.2 50.0 245 49.0 1,242 6.8 0.2 . 2.3 2.3
103 Thailand 695 733 0.9 0.5 344 342 413 7,995 1.9 0.0 0.6 4.3 4.3
104 Suriname 05 0.6 1.4 0.9 69.8 216 53.1 . » 3.7f 0.1 76 76
105 El Salvador 6.2 71 1.4 0.6 64.8 23.2 62.4 6,629 2.0 1.4 16.5 6.4 6.4
106 Gabon 15 21 3.1 1.9 86.4 21.6 64.9 14,419 0.3 0.8 0.1 35 35
107 Paraguay 6.6 8.7 2.4 1.7 62.1 23.1 62.1 4,523 1.4 11 4.3 71 71
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 101 134 23 1.6 67.0 217 67.7 4,419 2.4 4.4 6.2 5.0 5.0
109 Maldives 0.3 0.4 25 1.3 413 24.6 45.0 5,476 76 24 0.3 8.0 8.0
110 Mongolia 28 35 1.0 1.5 62.5 25.4 46.8 3,522 14.8 9.4 4.8 47 47
111 Moldova, Republic of 35 31 01 -07 477 35.2 38.7 2,854 2.4 43 22.4 1.9 1.9
112 Philippines 949 1263 2.3 17 49.1 22.2 63.2 3,542 1.2 0.2 12.3 3.8 3.8
113 Egypt 825 106.5 1.8 1.7 435 24.4 57.4 5,673 3.6 05 3.8 5.0 5.0
114 Occupied Palestinian Territory 42 6.8 4.4 2.8 74.4 18.1 81.0 . .. 25.3° 17.6 . .
115 Uzbekistan 278 334 22 11 36.3 242 49.8 2,875 2.3 0.6 . 5.2 5.2
116 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.1 0.1 2.1 0.5 22.8 20.8 66.2 3,088 . 42.0 p 13.8 13.8
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POPULATION ECONOMY
Foreign  Net official Public

GDP direct  development expenditure Total

Average annual Urban® Median Dependency per investment assistance Remittance on expenditure

Total growth (% of age ratio capita netinflows received inflows  education on health

(millions) (%) total)  (years) (%) (PPP$) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)
2011 2030 1990/1995 2010/2015 2011 2010 2011 2009 2009 2009 2009 2006-2009° 2009
117 Guyana 0.8 08 0.1 0.2 28.7 23.8 58.2 3,240 71 8.5 12.5 8.1 8.1
118 Botswana 2.0 2.3 2.7 11 61.8 22.9 57.2 13,384 2.1 2.5 0.7 10.3 10.3
119 Syrian Arab Republic 208 279 28 1.7 56.2 211 67.1 4,730 2.7 0.5 26 29 29
120 Namibia 23 3.0 31 1.7 38.6 212 65.9 6,410 5.3 36 0.1 5.9 5.9
121 Honduras 78 107 26 20 52.2 21.0 68.3 3,842 35 33 17.6 6.0 6.0
122 Kiribati 01 0.1 1.5 1.5 440 . . 2,432 17 15.6 6.4 12.2 12.2
123 South Africa 505 547 2.4 0.5 62.2 249 53.0 10,278 1.9 0.4 0.3 8.5 8.5
124 Indonesia 242.3 2197 1.6 1.0 446 278 47.8 4,199 0.9 0.2 1.3 24 24
125 Vanuatu 0.2 0.4 2.8 2.4 26.0 20.6 70.8 4,438 53 16.5 1.0 4.0 4.0
126 Kyrgyzstan 5.4 6.7 0.9 11 345 238 52.3 2,283 41 71 217 6.8 6.8
127 Tajikistan 7.0 9.0 1.7 15 26.4 20.4 66.6 1,972 0.3 8.3 351 53 5.3
128 Viet Nam 88.8 1015 2.0 1.0 31.0 28.2 413 2,953 8.4 4.4 14 12 12
129 Nicaragua 59 12 2.4 1.4 57.6 221 62.7 2,641 7.1 131 12.5 9.5 9.5
130 Morocco 323 3715 1.7 1.0 58.8 26.3 49.8 4,494 22 1.0 6.9 5.5 5.5
131 Guatemala 148 227 2.3 25 49.9 18.9 83.4 4,720 1.6 1.0 10.8 1 71
132 lraq 327 553 3.1 3.1 66.1 18.3 85.6 3,548 1.6 45 01f 39 39
133 Cape Verde 0.5 06 25 0.9 61.8 22.8 58.1 3,644 77 13.1 9.4 3.9 39
134 India 1,241.5 1,5235 2.0 1.3 30.3 25.1 54.4 3,296 2.5 0.2 3.6 4.2 4.2
135 Ghana 250 365 2.8 23 52.2 20.5 73.3 1,652 6.4 6.1 0.4 6.9 6.9
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.7 11 3.4 2.7 39.9 20.3 72.5 31,779 15.7 0.5 . 39 39
137 Congo 41 6.2 217 2.2 62.5 19.6 79.4 4,238 217 41 0.1 3.0 3.0
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 6.3 78 2.7 1.3 34.3 215 60.3 2,255 5.4 72 0.6 41 41
139 Cambodia 143 174 32 1.2 20.4 22.9 54.3 1,915 5.4 11 34 5.9 5.9
140 Swaziland 1.2 15 22 1.4 213 19.5 70.5 4,998 2.2 2.0 3.1 6.3 6.3
141 Bhutan 0.7 09 -15 1.5 35.5 24.6 50.7 5113 2.9 9.6 .. 5.5 5.5

LOW HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

142 Solomon Islands 0.6 08 28 25 18.9 19.9 74.1 2,547 17.9 42.9 0.4 5.4 5.4
143 Kenya M6 659 3.1 21 22.5 18.5 82.1 1,573 0.5 6.1 5.7 4.3 4.3
144 S&o Tomé and Principe 0.2 0.2 1.9 2.0 63.0 19.3 714 1,820 39 15.8 1.0f 71 71
145 Pakistan 176.7 2344 26 1.8 36.2 217 64.7 2,609 1.5 17 5.4 2.6 2.6
TABLE 146 Bangladesh 1505 181.9 2.2 1.3 28.6 24.2 54.4 1,416 0.8 1.3 11.8 34 34
147 Timor-Leste 1.2 20 28 29 28.6 16.6 95.3 805 . 9.5 . 12.3 12.3
10 148 Angola 196 308 3.2 2.7 59.4 16.6 95.1 5,812 29 0.4 01f 4.6 4.6
149 Myanmar 483 543 1.4 0.8 343 28.2 43.8 » . . . 2.0 2.0
150 Cameroon 200 288 21 2.1 59.2 19.3 78.6 2,205 1.5 29 0.7 5.6 5.6
151 Madagascar 213 353 3.0 2.8 30.6 18.2 84.9 1,004 6.3 5.2 0.1 41 41
152 Tanzania, United Republic of 46.2 819 32 31 26.9 17.5 92.2 1,362 1.9 137 0.1 5.1 5.1
153 Papua New Guinea 70 102 2.5 2.2 12.6 20.4 7.3 2,281 5.4 5.3 0.2 3.1 3.1
154 Yemen 248 M43 47 3.0 324 17.4 871 2,470 0.5 2.0 4.4 5.6 5.6
155 Senegal 128 200 29 26 42.7 17.8 85.0 1,817 1.6 8.0 10.6 5.7 5.7
156 Nigeria 162.5 257.8 24 25 50.5 18.5 86.1 2,203 33 1.0 5.5 5.8 5.8
157 Nepal 305 399 25 1.7 19.2 21.4 65.8 1,155 0.3 6.7 23.8 5.8 5.8
158 Haiti 101 125 2.0 1.3 53.6 21.5 66.6 1,151 0.6 . 21.2 6.1 6.1
159 Mauritania 35 5.2 28 2.2 417 19.8 73.7 1,929 -1.3 9.4 0.1 2.5 2.5
160 Lesotho 22 26 1.8 1.0 216 20.3 70.3 1,468 4.0 6.4 26.2 8.2 8.2
161 Uganda 345 598 3.3 3.1 13.5 15.7 103.5 1,217 38 1.4 47 8.2 8.2
162 Togo 6.2 8.7 2.2 20 441 19.7 74.6 850 1.8 175 10.7 5.9 5.9
163 Comoros 0.8 1.2 24 25 28.3 18.9 83.0 1,183 1.7 9.5 2.1 3.4 3.4
164 Zambia 135 245 2.5 3.0 Ry 16.7 98.4 1,430 5.5 1M1 0.3 48 48
165 Djibouti 0.9 1.3 22 1.9 76.3 21.4 63.5 2,319 9.2 14.5 3.1 70 7.0
166 Rwanda 109 176 -49 29 19.2 18.7 83.6 1,136 2.3 18.0 1.8 9.0 9.0
167 Benin 91 1486 34 2.7 42.5 17.9 87.4 1,508 1.4 10.3 36 42 42
168 Gambia 18 28 31 217 58.9 17.8 84.8 1,415 5.4 18.5 10.9 6.0 6.0
169 Sudan 446  66.9 2.6 24 40.8 19.7 76.7 2,210 49 4.6 5.5 73 73
170 Céte d'lvoire 202 298 32 2.2 51.3 19.2 80.1 1,701 1.6 10.6 0.8 5.1 5.1
171 Malawi 154 282 1.0 3.2 20.3 16.9 96.0 794 1.3 16.6 0.0 6.2 6.2
172 Afghanistan 324 533 8.4 3.1 229 16.6 93.9 1,321 13 4571 . 74 74
173 Zimbabwe 128 176 2.2 2.2 388 19.3 73.6 » 11 14.1 . . »
174 Ethiopia 84.7 1185 33 2.1 16.8 18.7 79.2 934 0.8 13.4 0.9 43 43
175 Mali 158 268 2.5 3.0 36.6 16.3 97.6 1,185 1.2 1.0 45 5.6 5.6
176 Guinea-Bissau 15 23 2.0 2.1 30.2 19.0 80.2 1,071 17 17.6 5.6 6.1 6.1
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Population and economy

POPULATION ECONOMY

Net official Public
GDP direct  development expenditure
Urban® Median Dependency per investment assistance Remittance on
(% of age ratio capita netinflows received inflows  education
total)  (years) (%) (PPP$) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)

Foreign
Total
expenditure
on health
(% of GDP)

Average annual
growth
(millions) (%)

Total

2011 2030 1990/1995 2010/2015 2011 2010 2011 2009 2009 2009 2009 20062009 2009
177 Eritrea 54 8.4 0.3 29 221 19.0 78.9 581 0.0 7.8 ; 2.2 2.2
178 Guinea 102 159 B1b 25 35.9 18.3 85.6 1,048 1.2 5.8 1.6 5.7 5.7
179 Central African Republic 45 6.4 25 2.0 39.2 19.4 78.9 757 2.1 1.9 . 4.3 4.3
180 Sierra Leone 6.0 85 -04 2.1 38.8 18.4 81.4 808 38 23.0 2.4 131 131
181 Burkina Faso 170 291 2.7 3.0 26.5 17.1 90.6 1187 2.1 13.5 1.2 6.4 6.4
182 Liberia 4.1 65 -03 26 48.2 18.2 86.2 396 249 78.3 6.2 13.2 13.2
183 Chad 15 184 3.0 26 28.2 171 93.1 1,300 6.8 9.2 . 70 7.0
184 Mozambique 239 359 32 2.2 39.2 17.8 89.5 885 9.0 20.8 1.1 5.7 5.7
185 Burundi 86 114 17 19 1.3 20.2 68.2 392 0.0 41.2 2.1 131 131
186 Niger 161 308 33 35 17.2 15.5 104.9 690 13.7 8.9 1.7 6.1 6.1
187 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 678 106.0 3.8 2.6 35.9 16.7 95.0 319 9.0 23.9 . 9.5 9.5
OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 245  26.2 1.6 0.4 60.3 32.9 47.4 . . . . . .
Marshall Islands 0.1 0.1 1.5 1.6 721 . . . . 321 . 16.5 16.5
Monaco 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 100.0 . . . . . . 39 39
Nauru 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.6 100.0 . . . . . . . .
San Marino 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.6 941 . . . . . . 71 71
Somalia 96 164 -02 26 379 175 91.2 . . . . . .
Tuvalu 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.2 50.9 .. . . .. . .. 9.9 9.9
Human Development Index groups
Very high human development 11295 1,2185 0.7 0.5 78.3 39.3 499 35,768 1.8 . 0.3 1.9 1.2
High human development 972.9 1,082.5 11 0.8 75.7 30.5 46.7 12,861 25 0.3 1.2 6.5 6.7
Medium human development 35455 4,087.6 1.6 1.0 41.3 28.9 48.1 5,077 2.2 0.5 2.2 4.6 45
Low human development 1,259.7 1,857.2 2.8 2.2 339 19.8 71.1 1,671 217 8.7 5.1 5.0 5.1
Regions
Arab States 360.7 4969 24 2.0 56.7 23.2 61.9 8,256 32 1.9 2.7 5.0 5.3
East Asia and the Pacific 19785 21353 1.3 0.6 46.1 32.3 415 6,227 19 0.4 1.4 4.4 4.3
Europe and Central Asia 4805 4913 0.3 0.2 64.6 34.9 433 14,244 34 . 1.4 6.4 6.3
Latin America and the Caribbean 591.2  696.0 1.7 11 79.8 215 53.0 10,739 21 0.4 1.5 17 7.6
South Asia 17285 21418 21 1.4 32.0 24.6 55.7 3,368 21 1.4 45 4.0 41

Sub-Saharan Africa 877671,3538" 277 247 3777 1867 83,57 2,181 37 9.9 2.2 6.4 6.2
Least developed countries 851.171,256.8T 277 227 2977 1977 76.37 1,379 3.2 12.0 5.2 54 5.6
Small island developing states 532 638 1.5 1.1 52.0 26.6 59.0 5,241 39 3.7 6.7 5.6 7.0
World 6,974.078,32147 157 117 5087 2927 5227 10,715 2.3 2.2 0.7 10.2 6.0
NOTES GDP per capita: Gross domestic product (GDP) expressed in purchasing power parity international dollar

a. Because dataare based on national definitions of what constitutes a city or metropolitan area, cross-
country comparison should be made with caution.

. Data refer to the most recent year available during the period specified.

. Includes Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands.

. Includes Christmas Island, Cocos (Keeling) Islands and Norfolk Island.

. Includes Aland Islands.
Refers to an earlier year than that specified.

. Includes Agalega, Rodrigues and Saint Brandon.

. Includes Taiwan Province of China and excludes Hong Kong Special Administrative Region and Macao
Special Administrative Region.

terms, divided by midyear population.

Foreign directinvestment netinflows: Sum of equity capital, reinvestment of earnings, other long-term
capital and short-term capital, expressed as a percentage of gross domestic product (GDP).

Net official development assistance received: Disbursements of loans made on concessional terms (net
of repayments of principal) and grants by official agencies to promote economic development and welfare
in countries and territories in part | of the Development Assistance Committee list of aid recipients,
expressed as a percentage of the recipient country’s gross national income (GNI).

Remittance inflows: Earnings and material resources transferred by international migrants or refugees
to recipients in their country of origin or countries in which the migrant formerly resided, expressed as
a percentage of the receiving country’s GDP.

Public expenditure on education: Total public expenditure (currentand capital) on education, expressed

TQe "o a0 o

DEFINITIONS

Total population: De facto population in a country, area or region as of 1 July.

Average annual population growth: Average annual exponential growth rate for the period indicated.
Urban population: De facto population living in areas classified as urban according to the criteria used
by each area or country as of 1 July.

Median age: Age that divides the population distribution into two equal parts—that is, 50 percent of
the population is above that age and 50 percent is below it.

Dependency ratio: Ratio of the sum of the population ages 0—14 and that ages 65 and older to the
population ages 15—64.

as a percentage of gross domestic product (GDP).

Total expenditure on health: The sum of public and private health expenditure. It includes the provision
of health services (preventive and curative), family planning activities, nutrition activities and emergency
aid designated for health but does not include provision of water and sanitation.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1-4, 6 and 7: UNDESA (2011).
Column 5: UNDESA (2010).

Columns 8-13: World Bank (2011a).

STATISTICAL TABLES m



Begrepp och forkortningar

Mansklig utveckling

Mansklig utveckling (Human Development, HD) handlar om att ka méanniskors valfrihet och starka deras handlingsformaga
och méjlighet att paverka sin egen situation. Mansklig utveckling &r alltsa bade en process och ett mal. De tre viktigaste
forutsattningarna for utveckling ar ett Iangt friskt liv, utbildning och tillrackliga resurser fér en drdglig levnadsstandard.
Mansklig utveckling strécker sig dock I&dngre &n sa och innefattar delaktighet, trygghet, manskliga réttigheter och héallbar
utveckling. Mansklig utveckling ger manniskor mdjlighet till kreativitet och produktivitet, sjalvaktning, ekonomiskt och
politiskt inflytande och kénslan av tillhdrighet i samhallet.

Grupper med mycket hdgt HDI, hogt HDI, medelhdgt HDI och lagt HDI

Landernas indelning grundar sig pa deras placering i indexet for ménsklig utveckling (HDI). Ett land tillhér kategorin mycket

hogt utvecklade Iander om dess HDI &r i den dvre kvartilen, kategorin hégt utvecklade lander om dess HDI &r i percentilerna
51-75, kategorin medelutvecklade Iander om dess HDI &r i percentilerna 26-50 och kategorin |&gt utvecklade lander om dess
HDI &r i den undre kvartilen. | tidigare rapporter har man anvant absoluta istéllet fér relativa troskelvarden.

Indexet for mansklig utveckling (HDI — Human Development Index)

HDI &r ett sammansatt index som méter tre grundldggande aspekter av mansklig utveckling — inkomst, halsa och utbildning.
For att det ska vara |4tt att jdmftra placeras det genomsnittliga vardet av resultaten fér dessa tre aspekter pa en skala fran 0
till 1, ju hogre varde desto béttre. Indikatorerna sammanstalls sedan geometriskt.

HDI justerat efter ojamlikhet (IHDI — Inequality-adjusted HDI)

IHDI mater den genomsnittliga nivan av mansklig utveckling for ménniskor i ett samhalle dar ojamlikheterna har vagts in. Om
det rader fullstandig jamlikhet ar HDI-vardet och IHDI-vérdet detsamma. Ju stdrre skillnaden ar mellan de bada vardena desto
mer ojamlikhet.

Det mangdimensionella fattigdomsindexet (MPI — Multidimensional Poverty Index)
MPI &r ett matt pa allvarliga brister i frdga om fattiga ménniskors halsa, utbildning och levnadsstandard. Mattet forenar
antalet fattiga med graden av deras fattigdom.

Indexet fir bristande jamstilldhet mellan kinen (Gl — Gender Inequality index)
GlI mater frénvaron av framsteg pa grund av skillnader mellan kénen i frdga om reproduktiv hélsa, medinflytande och
arbetskraftsdeltagande. Vardena strécker sig mellan 0 (fullstandig jamlikhet) och 1 (fullstandig ojémlikhet).
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Global, Regional and National Human Development reports

Human Development Reports: The annual global Human Development Reports (HDRs) have been published by UNDP
since 1990 as intellectually independent and empirically grounded analyses of development issues, trends, progress and
policies. Resources related to the 2011 Report and earlier HDRSs are available free of charge at hdr.undp.org, including full
texts and summaries in major UN languages, summaries of consultations and network discussions, the Human Develop-
ment Research Paper Series and HDR news bulletins and other public information materials. Also available are statistical
indicators, other data tools, interactive maps, country fact sheets and additional information associated with the HDRs.

Regional Human Development Reports: More than 40 editorially autonomous HDRs with a regional focus have been
produced in the past two decades with support from UNDP’s regional bureaus. With often provocative analyses and
policy advocacy, these reports have examined such critical issues as civil liberties and the empowerment of women in the
Arab States, corruption in Asia and the Pacific, treatment of the Roma and other minorities in Central Europe and the
inequitable distribution of wealth in Latin America and the Caribbean.

National Human Development Reports: Since the release of the first National HDR in 1992, National HDRs have been
produced in 140 countries by local editorial teams with UNDP support. These reports—more than 650 have been
published to date—bring a human development perspective to national policy concerns through locally managed consul-
tations and research. National HDRs often focus on issues of gender, ethnicity or rural-urban divides to help identify
inequality, measure progress and detect early warning signs of potential conflict. Because these reports are grounded in
national needs and perspectives, many have had substantial influence on national policies, including strategies for achiev-
ing the Millennium Development Goals and other human development priorities.

For more information on National and Regional HDRs, including related training and reference resources, see
hdr.undp.org/en/nhdr/.

Human Development Reports 1990-2010

1990 Concept and Measurement of Human Development
1991 Financing Human Development
1992 Global Dimensions of Human Development
1993 People’s Participation
1994 New Dimensions of Human Security
1995 Gender and Human Development
1996 Economic Growth and Human Development
1997 Human Development to Eradicate Poverty
1998 Consumption for Human Development
1999 Globalization with a Human Face
2000 Human Rights and Human Development
2001 Making New Technologies Work for Human Development
2002 Deepening Democracy in a Fragmented World
2003 Millennium Development Goals: A Compact among Nations to End Human Poverty
2004 Cultural Liberty in Today’s Diverse World
2005 International Cooperation at a Crossroads: Aid, Trade and Security in an Unequal World
2006 Beyond Scarcity: Power, Poverty and the Global Water Crisis
2007/2008  Fighting Climate Change: Human Solidarity in a Divided World
2009 Overcoming Barriers: Human Mobility and Development
2010 The Real Wealth of Nations: Pathways to Human Development

For more information visit:
http://hdr.undp.org
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