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2023 SDG reporting rate for OIC members compared with 2017 
reporting rate 
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Average reporting rate: 61.04%
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Average reporting rate for OIC members compared with World, 
2017- 2023
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Development, testing and documentation of methods (e.g. data 

disaggregation techniques, use of EO dataé)

Data gap assessment and development of Statistics Strategic 

plans (including budget) that align with the SDG Indicator 

Framework 

Supporting implementation of new cost-effective data collection 

tools (e.g. AGRIS, Remote sensing, stock assessment)

Upgrading existing data collection tools to produce FAO-relevant    

SDG indicators

Improving data dissemination,analysis & use of FAO-SDG 

indicators for decision-making
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FAO Overall Strategy to support the monitoring of Food and 

Agriculture SDG indicators



Average reporting 
rate rose from 
32.7% in 2017 to
62.3% in 2023

40+training workshops 
since 2017

120 countries attended 
one or more workshops 
from all regions of the 
world

Corporate capacity development 
activities for SDG indicators (ongoing 
since 2016)

AIMS RESULT

1. Enlarge the pool of SDG
monitoring experts

2. Facilitate South-South 
cooperation

3. Facilitate pilot testing 
of new methods

ACTIONS
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2.1.1

Water stress and use efficiency

6.4.1

Fish stock sustainability
Small-scale fisheries

14.b.1

E- learning courses published, freely available online

²ƻƳŜƴΩǎ Ŝǉǳŀƭ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ǘƻ ƭŀƴŘ 
ownership

5.a.25.a.1

Forest area and sustainable 
forest management 

15.1.1 15.2.1  

Conservation of plant  and 
animal genetic resources

Public Investment in agriculture 
and food price volatility

2.a.12.5.1 2.5.2

Hunger and food insecurity

2.1.2

6.4.2

Productivity and  income of 
small-scale food producers

2.3.1 2.3.2

14.4.1
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Agricultural sustainability
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Webpages for the 21 
Indicators under FAO 
custodianship and 3 
Indicators where FAO is 
a contributing agency:

http://www.fao.org/susta
inable-development-
goals/indicators/en/

SDG portal

http://www.fao.org/sustainable-development-goals/indicators/en/
http://www.fao.org/sustainable-development-goals/indicators/en/




Data dissemination platform

Example of 
Data 
Visualization 
for Indicator 
2.a.1 



E f˫Ě ÎĆĀġĖíÌĥġíĆĀĚ ġĆ çúĆÌÀú ĖÙēĆĖġíĀç

The digital report paints a 

grim picture of progress in 

the food and agriculture 

domain. The most recent 

evidence available suggests 

that the world is not on track 

to meeting the majority of 

SDG targets related to 

sustainable agriculture and 

food security

http://www.fao.org/sdg-progress-report/en/

New edition launched on 

15 September 2023!

http://www.fao.org/sdg-progress-report/en/


Short overview of the 21 SDG 
indicators under FAO 

custodianship



Status of SDG indicators under FAO custodianship
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ÅDefinition: The prevalence of undernourishment (PoU) is an estimate of the proportion of the 

population whose habitual food consumption is insufficient to provide the dietary energy levels 

that are required to maintain a normal active and healthy life. 

ÅData Sources: Food Balance Sheets, Dietary Intake Surveys, Household Income and Expenditure 

Surveys, Demographic Data

Main Constraints for Country Reporting: 

ÅPrevalent use of methodologically different national indicators (e.g., Food Poverty Ratio, 

proportion consuming less the average recommended dietary intake)

ÅDue to high cost of individual dietary intake surveys, other less-than-ideal data sources not 

designed to collect this type of information are used

2.1.1: Prevalence Of Undernourishment



ÅDefinition: The indicator measures the percentage of   individuals in the population who have 
experienced food insecurity at moderate or severe levels during the reference period 

ÅData sources: An 8-question module (available in 200 languages) needs to be incorporated in any 
large-scale national household survey.

Main Constraints for Country Reporting

ÅTechnical and capacity development support for the correct analysis of the FIES data using the Rasch
model is needed

ÅThe eight-question module, though translated into 200 languages, may require further linguistic and 
cultural adaption in certain contexts

ÅCountry reluctance to use the new indicator, which also captures òmoderateó food insecurity and may 
therefore give the impression that the problem is larger than what traditional indicators on hunger or 
malnutrition suggest

2.1.2: Prevalence of moderate or severe food insecurity in the 
population, based on the food insecurity experience scale (FIES)   



2.1.2: The 8- question FIES module

During the last 12 
months , was there a 
time whenê

Q5. You ate less than you 
thought you should 
because of a lack of money 
or other resources? 

Q6. your household ran 
out of food because of 
a lack of money or other 
resources?

Q7. You were hungry but 
did not eat because there 
was not enough money or 
other resources for food?

Q8. You went without 
eating for a whole day
because of a lack of 
money or other resources? 

Q2 You were unable to 
eat healthy and 
nutritious food because 
of a lack of money? 

Q1. You were worried you 
would not have enough 
food to eat because of a 
lack of money or other 
resources?

Q3. You ate only a few 
kinds of foods because 
of a lack of money or 
other resources?
Q4. You had to skip a 
meal because there was 
not enough money or 
other resources to get 
food? 



ÅDefinition of small-scale food producers: producers that fall in the bottom 40 
percent of the distribution of land size and livestock heads and total revenues

ÅData sources: Agricultural Surveys collecting data at farm level (e.g. the AGRIS 
project of FAO) , Household surveys integrated with a module on agricultural 
activities (e.g. WBõs LSMS-ISA  and similar surveys); Administrative data sources, such 
as farmersõ registries, combined with other data sources. 

Main Constraints for Country Reporting

ÅMost countries do not collect all the required data in a single survey, as needed to 
compute the indicator

ÅCountries face difficulties in adjusting existing data collection tools (especially 
agricultural surveys) to fit the purpose.

2.3.1: Productivity of small- scale food producers

2.3.2: Incomes of small- scale food producers



2.4.1: Percentage of agricultural land under sustainable and productive agriculture 

Overview

ÅCalculated based on a dashboard of 11 sub-indicators, each with specific criteria defining three 
levels: sustainable, acceptableand unsustainable.

ÅData source: Preferred instrument for data collection is a farm survey, that should include the 
minimum set of questions needed to assess 2.4.1 (FAO has prepared a Questionnaire). 

×Aligned with efforts supported by FAO to develop farm surveys as the most relevant instrument for 
agricultural data (see AGRIS)

Main Constraints for Country Reporting

ÅMost countries do not collect the required data: existing data collection tools and sampling frames 
have not been adjusted to fit the purpose 



2.4.1: The 11 sub- indicator by sustainability dimension, theme 
and type

Theme Sub-indicators Type

E
co

n
o

m
ic Land productivity Farm output value per hectare Outcome

Profitability Net farm income Outcome

Resilience Risk mitigation mechanisms Mix

E
n
vi

ro
n
m

e
n
ta

l Soil health Prevalence of soil degradation Outcome

Water use Variation in water availability Mix

Fertilizer pollution risk Management of fertilizers Practice

Pesticide risk Management of pesticides Practice

Biodiversity Use of biodiversity-supportive practices Practice

S
o

c
ia

l Decent employment Wage rate in agriculture Outcome

Food security Food insecurity experience scale (FIES) Outcome

Land tenure Secure tenure rights to land Outcome



2.5.1.a: Number of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture secured in 
either medium or long- term conservation facilities

Methodology:

ÅThis sub-indicator is calculated as the total number of unique accessions of plant genetic 
resources, with actual or potential value for food and agriculture, secured in medium to 
long-term conservation facilities

Main Constraints to Reporting:

ÅMany countries have not identified a national focal point for plant genetic resources

ÅEven when a national focal point has been identified, there are cases where a 
replacement is not communicated to FAO in the event of a change of position

ÅDocumentation of plant genetic resources is poorly standardized within and across 
national repositories



ÅDefinition: calculated as the number of local AND transboundary breeds stored within a genebank 
collection with an amount of genetic material stored which is required to reconstitute the breed.

(A local breed of a country consists of a mammalian or avian livestock belonging to a specific breed 
that is found ONLY in the respective country.

Data source : 

ÅLocal breed genetic material information reported by officially nominated National Focal Points to 
FAOõs ðDomestic Animal Diversity Information System (DAD-IS)

Main Constraints to Country Reporting:

ÅWhen a national focal point has been identified, however FAO is not updated when there is a 
replacement in the position-holder

ÅNational Focal Points still lack awareness of their responsibility for reporting

2.5.1.b: Number of animal genetic resources for food and agriculture secured in 
either medium or long- term conservation facilities



ÅDefinition: Measures the percentage of livestock local breeds (i.e. breeds occurring in only one 
country) classified as being at risk of extinction at a certain moment in time.

ÅMethodology: The risk of extinction is calculated based on a number of parameters, but primarily 
the number of animals belonging to a breed: the lower the number the higher the risk.

Constraints for Country Reporting

ÅWhen a national focal point has been identified in the past, there are cases where FAO is not 
informed regarding the change in the position

ÅMany countries do not regularly conduct livestock censuses at breed level due to the elevated costs 
associated

2.5.2: Proportion of local breeds classified as being at risk of 
extinction


