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2023 SDG reporting rate for OIC members compared with 2017
reporting rate
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Average reporting rate for OIC members compared with World,
20172023
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FAO Overall Strategy to support the monitoring of Food and
Agriculture SDG indicators

Development, testing and documentation of metho(@sg. data
di saggregation techniques, U:j

Data gap assessment and development of Statistics Strategic
plans (including budget}hat align with the SDG Indicator

Supporting implementation of new cosffective data collection
tools (e.g. AGRIS, Remote sensing, stock assessment)

Upgrading existing data collection toolspimduce FAGrelevant
SDG indicators

Improvingdata disseminationanalysis & use of FAGSDG
indicators for decisiormaking




Corporate capacity development

activities for SDG indicators (ongoing
since 2016)

AIMS ACTIONS RESULT

1. Enlarge the pool @DG | 40+training workshops Average reporting

monitoring experts ince 2017 rate rose from
. 32.7%in 2017to
2. FacilitateSouth-South 120 countries attended 62.3%in 2023

cooperation
P one or more workshops

rom all regions of the

3. Facilitate pilot testing
orld

of new methods




FAO Elearning Center 500,000
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E-learning courses published, freely available online
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SDG portal
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2.1.1 Hunger
2.1.2 Severity of food insecurity

2.3.1 Productivity of small-scale
food producers

2.3.2 Income of small-scale food
producer

2.4.1 Agricultural sustainability

2.5.1 Conservation of genetic
resources for food and agriculture

2.5.2 Risk status of livestock
breeds

2.a.1 Public Investment in
agriculture

2.c.1 Food price volatility
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12.3.1 Global food losses

GENDER
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5.a.1 Women's ownership of
agricultural land

5.a.2 Women's equal rights to land
ownership
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14.4.1 Fish stocks sustainability

14.6.1 lllegal, unreported
unregulated fishing

14.7.1 Value added of sustainable
fisheries

14.b.1 Access rights for small-scale
fisheries
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6.4.1 Water use efficiency

6.4.2 Water stress
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15.1.1 Forest area

15.2.1 Sustainable forest
management

15.4.2 Mountain Green Cover

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/



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

Food and Agriculture Organization

of the United Nations
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Sustainable Development Goals
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15.1.1 Forest area as a percentage of total land area

This indicator measures the proportion of the world's land area that is forested and is
expressed as a percentage. Changes in forest area reflect changes in demand for land
for other uses and may help in identifying unsustainable practices in the forest and
agriculture sectors. The indicator will measure progress towards 5DG Target 15.1.

Target 15.1

By 2020, ensure the conservation, restoration and sustainable use of terrestrial and inland freshwater
ecosystems and their services, in particular forests, wetlands, mountains and drnylands, in line with obligations
under international agreements.

Methodology

» Metadata

Impact
Tier: |
Together with indicator 15.2.1, this indicator ensures forests are efficiently managed, and a better balance is
struck beoween conservation and sustainable use of natural resocurces, » Tier Classification
Key results Data
Forest area as a percentage of total land area in 2015 = 15.1.1-5DG Indicatars Globa
Database
= FAOSTAT

Capacity development
=  Expert Consulation on Global

Forest Resources Assessment
Towards FRA 2020

Related links

= Global Forest Resources
Azzessments

* Keeping an eye on SDG 15:

WA~ vrlrivner smiitby vt e e




Data dissemination platform

Indicator

2.2.1 The agriculture orientation index for government expenditures

Select Year 2. Select Regional Grouping

015 values for all countries reporting data in selected regions

Target 2.0

ncrease investment, InCiuging Through enhanced international cooperation, in
rural infrastructure, BQricuitural résearch and extension services, Technology

development

CTive CaDacity

ant and iivestock gene Denks in order to enhenrce &

n geveioping countries, in particu'ar least cevelopes




http://www.fao.org/sdo-progressreport/en/ The digital report paints a

grim picture of progress in

S the food and agriculture
00 Q._ domain. The most recent
Tracklng progress oOrl food and evidence available suggests

agriculture-related SDG indicators thatthe world iiot on track
to meeting the majority of

2022 SDG targets related to
sustainable agriculture and
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MEASURING PRODUCTIVE AND SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE CONFLICT, COVID-19 AND FOOD INSECURITY SNAPSHOT METHODS



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

- As of November 2015
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Food security,
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STATUS OF SDG INDICATORS UNDER FAO CUSTODIANSHIP
- AS OF MAY 2023

GOAL 2:

Food security,
Nutrition, Sustainable
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GOAL 5:
Gender equality

GOAL 6:
Use of water

Level of Development

TIER ¢ Established methodology

(SBOA!_ 15: exists and data already
ustainable widely available
consumption

and production

GOAL 14:
Oceans

TIER It Methodology established
but insufficient coverage
(>50% country coverage)
GOAL 15: TIER 11t Internationally agreed
Life on land

methodology not yet
developed




2.1.1: Prevalence Of Undernourishment

Definition: The prevalence of undernourishmiat)(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.

Data Sources-ood Balance Sheets, Dietary Intake Surveys, Household Income and Expenditu
Surveys, Demographic Data

Main Constraints for Country Reporting:

Prevalent use of methodologically different national indicators (e.g., Food Poverty Ratio,
proportion consuming less the average recommended dietary intake)

Due to high cost of individual dietary intake surveys, othethi@sgleal data sources not
designed to collect this type of information are used



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

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

Data sourcesAn 8question module (available in 200 languages) needs to be incorporated in an
large-scale national household survey.

Main Constraints for Country Reporting

Technical and capacity development support for the correct analysis of the FIES data Rasghthe
model is needed

The eighguestion module, though translated into 200 languages, may require further linguistic :
cultural adaption in certain contexts

Country reluctance to use the new iIindicato
therefore give the impression that the problem is larger than what traditional indicators on hung
malnutrition suggest



2.1.2: The-&uestion FIES module
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2.3.1: Productivity of smalscale food producers
2.3.2. Incomes of smaHlscale food producers

Definition of smallscale food producersproducers that fall in the bottom 40
percent of the distribution of land siaed livestock headand total revenues

Data sourcesAgricultural Surveys collecting data at farm level (e.g. the AGRIS
project of FAO) , Household surveys integrated with a module on agricultural
acti viti es -ISAcandsimilaViiiveys); IAdnhStrative data sources, such
as farmerso registries, combined with

Main Constraints for Country Reporting

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

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



2.4.1: Percentage of agricultural land under sustainable and productive agriculture

Overview

Calculated based on a dashboard of 11 sudicators, each with specific criteria defining three
levels:isustainable and unsustainable

Data sourcePreferred instrument for data collection imiam survey, that should include the
minimum set of questions needed to assess 2.4.1 (FAO has prepared a Questionnaire).

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

Main Constraints for Country Reporting

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



2.4.1: The 11 subdicator by sustainability dimension, theme
and type

- Type

Economic
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Land productivity
Profitability
Resilience

Soil health

Water use

Fertilizer pollution risk
Pesticide risk
Biodiversity

Decent employment
Food security

Land tenure

Farm output value per hectare

Net farm income

Risk mitigation mechanisms

Prevalence of soil degradation

Variation in water availability
Management of fertilizers

Management of pesticides

Use of biodiversitsupportive practices
Wage rate in agriculture

Food insecurity experience scale (FIES)

Secure tenure rights to land

Outcome
Outcome
Mix
Outcome
Mix
Practice
Practice
Practice
Outcome
Outcome

Outcome



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

Methodology:

This suindicator 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:
Many countries have not identified a national focal point for plant genetic resources

Even 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

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



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

Definition: calculated as the number of local AND transboundary breeds stored within a gene
collection with an amount of genetic material stored which is required to reconstitute the bree

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

Data source :

Local breed genetic material information reported by officially nominated National Focal Poin
F A OddDemestic Animal Diversity Information SystemI&AD

Main Constraints to Country Reporting:

When a national focal point has been identified, however FAO is not updated when there is a
replacement in the posititwolder

National Focal Points still lack awareness of their responsibility for reporting



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

Definition: 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.

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

Constraints for Country Reporting

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

Many countries do not regularly conduct livestock cerdusesd leveldue to the elevated costs
associated



