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Abstract

:

The purpose of the study is to determine the implementation status of the 2030 Agenda sustainable development goals (SDG) in Poland. The current situation in the country is characterized in the introduction, with particular emphasis on the socio-economic situation, economic growth, sustainable development, crucial strategic documents, development policies, non-governmental organizations and good governance. The next part of the article presents the selected for analyses indicators, which monitor the implementation of SDG at the national level (National SDG indicators). The study covers the period 2010–2016. In terms of the research methodology, the dynamic analysis methods were used, i.e., individual dynamics indexes (fixed-base and chain type). The average rate of particular phenomena changes over time was also determined. The data for calculations were retrieved from Statistics Poland resources. The article provides recommendations regarding the effective implementation of SDG in Poland in the years to come. The research results showed that the implementation status of SDG is satisfactory. In the case of 57 indicators out of the 73 analysed, the direction of expected changes was positive; thus the country remains on the right path towards sustainable development. Among the diagnosed problems the following can be listed: obesity, civilization diseases, lower income, government expenditure and R&D outlays in agriculture, fewer adults participating in education, gender pay gap, lower revenues from selling innovative products, unfavourable ratio of disposable income in rural areas against the city, unsatisfactory quality of the law-making, relatively low percentage of energy from renewable sources in transport and land requiring reclamation.
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1. Introduction


The origin of the presented study results from a significant need to analyse the implementation status of SDG in Poland. The awareness of the country situation regarding the implementation processes of the sustainable development concept makes it is easier to plan future activities, identify areas requiring special intervention, control progress and check whether we find ourselves on the right path. Despite the unquestionable economic success observed in the recent years and the ongoing economic growth since 1992, Poland still has to invest efforts in catching up with the civilization distance to the most developed countries in the world. At this point it should be noted that only few countries worldwide have recorded such long-lasting economic growth (measured by GDP). During this time, a significant developmental distance was covered, for example, in 1991 GDP per capita in Poland, against Western Europe, was as low as 31%, whereas in 2018 it will most likely go up to 67%. In addition, Poland was as the only country on the continent that avoided recession and maintained the ability to develop during the 2009–2010 crisis and in the subsequent period of economic downturn observed in Europe and globally [1]. Also, in relation to the Human Development Index (HDI), Poland has achieved a visible improvement of its position. In general terms, HDI is a synthetic measure describing the level of socio-economic development of individual countries. In 1990, the index value for Poland was 0.712, whereas in 2017 it amounted to 0.865, which was 33rd worldwide. In the discussed period, the index value increased by 21.5% [2].



Among other symbolic events, it should be mentioned that Poland was the first country from the former Soviet bloc that was included in the so-called “developed markets”. In September 2018, FTSE Russell the global index agency re-classified Poland from the group of “emerging markets” to “developed markets”. As a result, the country joined the world’s leading economies [3]. Currently, it is the eighth largest economy in the European Union and the largest one among the Central and Eastern Europe countries. The status of the developed market should change the way investors perceive Poland [4,5]. In the long term it also means more interest in Polish stock exchange and an increased investment potential for foreign entities.



Despite the aforementioned positive processes, Poland still has much to catch up in terms of individual areas responsible for socio-economic development, not necessarily expressed in numerical values only. Equally important is the level of life quality, subjectively experienced by the residents of the country [6,7,8,9]. It can be said that the implementation of sustainable development goals is a natural process for Poland and the subsequent stage in building a better place to live for future generations. In addition, this approach allows focusing actions in a coordinated manner, based on the set principles, guidelines and indicators [10,11]. It is easier to determine the scale of developmental progress having defined the signposts (SDG) and paths to follow (assumptions of the 2030 Agenda).



For the purposes of this study, sustainable development is defined as the process of transformations, which ensures meeting the needs of the present generation without reducing the development opportunities of future generations, e.g., owing to integrated activities in the field of economic, social and environmental development [12,13,14,15,16]. The above mentioned definition assumes that both economic and civilization development of the present generation should not be carried out at the expense of depleting the non-renewable resources and damaging the environment, but having in mind the benefit of future generations who will also have their rights to develop [17,18]. At this point, the importance of intergenerational justice should be emphasized and approached as the need for preserving the nature capital for future generations through economical management of natural resources, only a partial use of its potential, maintaining a dynamic environmental balance and the recirculation of resources. Therefore, sustainable development stands not only for fairness in meeting the current needs, but for a deeper concept’ of intergenerational justice. The problems of today should be solved in a manner that ensures sustainable material and social and environmental foundations for further development. Intergenerational justice has to take into account the possible inevitability of the present generation giving up, meeting its needs more extensively so as not to limit the chances available for the next generation [19,20,21]. Such an understanding of sustainable development has been adopted based on the report of the World Commission on Environment and Development entitled Our Common Future [22]. Further development of this idea was continued on the Earth Summit 1992, and as a result, the Action Programme—Agenda 21 was developed [23]. Another milestone in the activities for sustainable development took the form of the United Nations Millennium Declaration, which defined the Millennium Development Goals [24,25]. The implementation of these goals was to allow effective coping with the challenges of the 21st century in the perspective till 2015. The provisions of the 1992 Summit were renewed in Johannesburg in 2002 and then at the Rio de Janeiro summit in 2012, referred to as Rio+20 [26]. At this summit, the Future We Want declaration was adopted, in which the participants expressed their willingness to promote the idea of a sustainable future not only in economic, but also in social and environmental terms. In 2015, the Millennium Development Goals were replaced by the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) presented in the Transforming our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development [27]. The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development is a development plan for the world, assuming the elimination of poverty, a decent life for all people and ensuring peace by 2030. Sustainable development, or rather striving for its fullest achievement, remains, beyond any doubt, one of the most important challenges faced by the modern world.



It is worth adding at this point that, in recent years, the identification of sustainable development predominantly with environmental and ecological aspects has been one of the biggest simplifications and mental shortcuts, not reflecting the reality, whereas it is the social area [28], taking into account the level of ecological education [29,30,31,32,33] and the above-mentioned development which seems to be crucial for achieving satisfactory results in the future, as it radiates and affects all the other dimensions of sustainable development. Hence, sustainable development does not stand for environmental protection in traditional terms. It primarily means development, however, conditioned by ecological space, and through the assumed synergy of economic, environmental and social aspects, also safe and beneficial for a human being, for the environment and the economy. Nevertheless, the environmental aspect is of fundamental importance for the quality of our lives as well as the lives of future generations [34,35].



It should be noted that in Poland the policy of sustainable development is carried out based on strategic documents. The Strategy for Responsible Development [36] adopted by the Government of the Republic of Poland on 14 February 2017 is the primary, horizontal strategy, presenting Poland’s response to the 2030 Agenda. The development model for Poland included in the strategy is essentially consistent with the vision of the world, as defined in the Agenda by the UN. Following the adoption of the Strategy for Responsible Development, in 2018 at the Ministry level, the detailed and most important of Poland’s priorities were defined in the context of achieving the 2030 Agenda goals.



The main goal of the strategy is to create conditions for the growth of Polish residents’ income, along with increasing cohesion in the social, economic, environmental and territorial dimension. The detailed objectives include: sustainable economic growth based, to a greater extent, on knowledge, data and organizational excellence (areas: reindustrialisation, development of innovative companies, small and medium enterprises, capital for development, foreign expansion); socially sensitive and balanced territorial development (areas: social cohesion, balanced territorial development); and an effective state and institutions for growth and social and economic inclusion (areas: law for the citizens and the economy, pro-development institutions and strategic development management, e-state, public finance, effective use of the EU funds). It is easily noticeable that the adopted main goal and the specific objectives for Poland, for the coming years, are directly correlated with the concept of sustainable development. It should be noted that the environmental aspect permeates and co-creates the listed goals on the basis of synergy.



The sustainable development goals (SDG) are crucial for the research results presented in this study [37,38,39,40,41]. The names of the listed goals have been quoted in their full form (see Table 1). The carried out analyses basically cover the years 2010–2016, i.e., have a retrospective nature, in the sense that they cover the period before the official adoption of the latest sustainable development goals (SDG). This, however, is not an obstacle for conducting the research properly, interpreting the results and providing further recommendations on this basis.



There are, obviously, more approaches to the problem of monitoring the processes for the sustainable development concept implementation [42,43,44]. For example, the division of thematic areas performed in previous years and the resulting indicators inspired by the European Union’s view of sustainable development [45]. Among the aforementioned thematic areas (SDI scheme), the following are included: socioeconomic development, sustainable consumption and production, social inclusion, demographic changes, public health, climate change and energy, sustainable transport, natural resources, global partnership and good governance. On the basis of the EU scheme, providing the substantive framework, the research on the indicator-based measurement of the sustainable development level in various parts of the world, e.g., in Russia, Poland, Asian or African countries was carried out. In each of the mentioned cases, the studies covered a relatively long period of time, up to a dozen or so years [46,47]. The described EU approach has not been used in this study as it concerns the implementation of SDG, i.e., a more recent approach and subject to the current evaluation.



At this point, good governance [48,49] should be mentioned, which can be perceived from the perspective of its base, the key determinant affecting the effective implementation of development goals, including those directly related to sustainable development. In Poland and also in other countries, the very concept of good governance is related to institutionalized values such as democracy, respect for human rights, accountability, transparency and greater efficiency and effectiveness of the public sector [50]. In other words, there is no effective implementation of the sustainable development concept without good governance at the national, regional and local level [51,52].



In terms of good governance, as the component of sustainable development concept, a special place is occupied by non-governmental organizations, which can provide important support for public authorities. The optimal solution is the cooperation between social leaders [53], community representatives of a given area and the business and public administration sector leaders, thus co-creating the network of effective space management [54]. The activities performed by the organizations themselves are perceived as an important phenomenon, manifested in creating development perspectives for the poorer part of society and the participation in current social and economic policy development [55]. In other words, non-governmental organizations, in addition to business and public administration sectors, constitute inseparable components and remain the creators of social and economic development [56]. Moreover, through their activity they support obtaining social consensus for the most important development projects. They can also play the role of a natural incubator for ecological [57], creative and innovative solutions, the source of tolerance and empathy, as well as the forge of human talents taking advantage of endogenous developmental potentials ingrained in the community [58].



Referring, at this point, to the so-called third sector (non-governmental organizations) is deliberate, particularly in relation to Poland, where social activity and endogenous initiatives after several decades of the socialist system, formally ended in 1989 and did not reach the levels observed in Western European countries. The simplest measurements of this activity include electoral turnout, or just the number and activities of foundations and associations. However, one should bear in mind that the observed situation may also result from social mentality, the cultural code in this part of Europe, significantly different from e.g., in Anglo-Saxon culture.



The main purpose of this study is to determine the implementation status of sustainable development goals (SDG) in Poland, based on the indicators monitoring this development at the national level (National SDG indicators) [59]. The study covers the period 2010–2016. The indicators used in the analysis constitute an extensive list retrieved from the official national public statistics. The research methodology used to assess the SDG implementation included the dynamic analysis methods, i.e., individual dynamics indexes (fixed-base and chain type). The average rate of change regarding particular phenomena over time was also determined. The data for calculations originate from the sources of Statistics Poland [59]. Recommendations for an effective implementation of SDG in Poland, in the years to come, can also be distinguished among other research purposes of the article.




2. Research Method


As mentioned earlier, the concept of sustainable development is implemented in Poland based on strategic documents, among which the most important one is the Strategy for Responsible Development [36]. In addition, the shard responsibility model for the implementation of sustainable development goals is applied, as recommended in the 2030 Agenda. At the political level, both programmes and actions are developed and designated to ensure progress in achieving the set objectives. Public statistics are responsible for their monitoring [60,61]. The compliance of the Strategy for Responsible Development with the 2030 Agenda is noticeable at the level of goals, areas and priority actions, as well as the indicators monitoring progress in their implementation. The Ministry of Investment and Economic Development is the coordinator of the Strategy for Responsible Development implementation. The Ministry of Entrepreneurship and Technology coordinates the implementation of the UN Agenda at the government level in Poland, also ensuring the consistency of goals with the national development policy.



The Agenda highlights the importance of an efficient monitoring and reporting system in achieving the set goals. In Poland, the activities in this respect are coordinated by the Central Statistical Office (Statistics Poland). It is responsible, e.g., for reporting indicators, providing reliable and credible data, both in the national and global dimension. The reporting platform [59], provided by Statistics Poland, monitors the goals of sustainable development and transfers data for the global needs.



Generally, the overall SDG monitoring covers four sets of indicators: the set of global sustainability indicators (adopted by the UN) providing values for Poland; the set of national sustainability indicators (used in this study); and two sets of indicators for the monitoring of sustainable development at lower territorial levels (regional and local). This time the set of indicators presented in the national module (National SDG indicators) was selected for the research, as it best corresponds to the actual Polish nationwide conditions.



As it has already been mentioned, in Poland, the Strategy for Responsible Development is the response to the 2030 Agenda. The country development model included in the strategy is consistent with the vision of the world specified in the UN Agenda. In Poland, the set of national indicators, defined by the Statistics Poland, is used for the purposes of reporting. These indicators differ from the global approach (Global SDG Indicators) due to the specificity of the country and the adopted internal regulations [59]. In the aforementioned national module, the indicators are assigned to 17 goals corresponding to the SDG defined in the 2030 Agenda (Table 1).



The methods of dynamic analysis [62,63,64,65,66,67] were used to assess the implementation of sustainable development patterns in Poland. For each of the sustainable development indicators, individual dynamics indexes were calculated. Dynamics indexes represent measures determining the ratio of the phenomenon size in two different periods. Dynamics indexes may refer to homogeneous phenomena, described by a single time series. Such indexes are referred to as individual dynamics indexes. Having assumed the basic period t* = 1 and the analysed period t = n, the fixed-base individual indexes are expressed by the following formula:


in/1=yny1×100%



(1)




where yn is the phenomenon level in a given period (moment) and y1 is the phenomenon level in a comparative period.



The chain index is expressed by the below formula:


inn−1=ynyn−1×100%



(2)




where yn is the phenomenon level in a given period (moment) and yn−1 is the phenomenon level in the previous period.



Both the fixed-base and chain indexes allow for assessing changes in the studied phenomenon between the selected periods (moments). The index value ranging from 0% to 100% indicates the phenomenon decline. The value higher than 100% means an increase in the phenomenon level within the analysed period, and the value equal 100% indicates an unchanged level of the studied phenomenon.



An equally important aspect is the assessment of changes in a given phenomenon throughout the entire period covered by the study. For this purpose, an average rate of the phenomenon change over time can be used. It is determined by applying the geometric mean of chain indexes using the following formula:


iG¯=∏in/1n−1



(3)







The medium-term rate of change in the analysed periods is calculated as the difference:


Tn¯=iG×100−100



(4)







As a result of using these indicators it will be possible to show how their value changed from year to year and also against the first research period, which will allow showing whether the changes in a given indicator are beneficial from the perspective of the sustainable development concept implementation. Determining the medium-term rate of change will show the average annual level of change.




3. Results and Discussion


The table below presents comprehensive research results obtained using the dynamic analysis methods, individual dynamics indexes (fixed-base and chain type) and determining the average rate of change for individual phenomena over time (Table 2). Based on the research results it is possible to formulate analytical conclusions and recommendations for the future, as presented later in the study.



Evidently positive changes can be observed in the range of indicator values monitoring the goal of no poverty. The directions of changes in the values of all indicators in this area were positive. In terms of zero hunger, the values of indicators varied regarding their impact on sustainable development. Positive changes are observed in the percentage of people aged 18 and over suffering from obesity. The increased share of agricultural land area in farms exceeding 30 ha in the total agricultural land area in fames was recorded. Unfavourable changes are observed regarding the average monthly income per capita from private farms in agriculture in relation to income per capita from self-employment. In turn, positive changes can be observed in relation to the share of the certified agricultural land area of organic farms in the total agricultural land area of farms. In each of the analysed years, the Agricultural Orientation Index for government expenditures (AOI) was below 1. This signifies a decline in the orientation of expenditure on agriculture at the central government level against the total central government expenditure, i.e., total expenditure of the central subsector and the insurance sub-sector expenditure (according to the Classification of the Functions of the Government—COFOG). R&D expenditure in agriculture in relation to GDP in the analysed period presented an unchanged level ranging from 0.04% to 0.06% in each of the studied years.



The occurring changes cannot be unequivocally assessed in the area of good health and life quality. The value of the Active Aging Index (AAI) can take point values on the scale from 0 to 100; the higher the point value, the greater the contribution of older people to society and the better conditions for active aging. In the case of Poland, the change in the indicator value remains favourable. Longer average life expectancy in the health of both women and men should be assessed positively. Death rate due to cardiovascular diseases per 100,000 population went down in the analysed period. However, the number of deaths caused by diabetes per 100,000 population went up. The same situation referred to the number of deaths from malignant tumours per 100,000 population. In turn, the number of deaths resulting from chronic respiratory diseases per 100,000 population declined. The increase was recorded in the number of doctors per 10,000 population as well as the number of nurses and midwives per 10,000 population.



The changes occurring in the field of good quality of education can be assessed positively. Negative changes are observed in relation to one indicator only, i.e., the percentage of adults participating in education or training (aged 25–64). The changes in the next area, i.e., gender equality can also be assessed positively. The problem is, however, an increasing gender pay gap (wage gap). The area where the changes can unequivocally be assessed as positive is clean water and sanitary conditions. The values of all indicators in this area show changes heading in the desired direction.



The next area subject to analysis was clean and affordable energy. The increased share of energy from renewable sources in final gross energy consumption was recorded. The SAIDI (System Average Interruption Duration Index) expressed in minutes per customer per year is the sum of products of a long and a very long interruption duration in electricity supply and the number of customers exposed to such interruption effects in a year divided by the total number of customers. The SAIDI indicator informs about the total duration of interruptions in electricity supply (in minutes) to be expected, on average, by a consumer in a year. In the years 2010–2015, the value of this indicator went down. The ODEX indicator (Aggregate Energy Efficiency Index, 2000 = 100) shows aggregated changes in unit energy consumption, observed at a given time at specific levels of end use, calculated as the quotient of actual energy consumption in a given year and theoretical energy consumption, not taking into account the effect of unit consumption (i.e., assuming the current energy consumption of the manufacturing processes of given products). The ODEX indicator does not show the current level of energy intensity, but the progress against the base year. The lower the indicator, the higher the improvement in energy efficiency. In the case of Poland, the indicator value declined in the period 2010–2015.



Positive changes took place in the area of economic growth and decent work. The total employment rate of people aged 15 and over (according to BAEL) increased for both women and men. According to BAEL, positive changes are also observed in the employment rate of women with the youngest child up to 5 years old. Its value went up in the analysed period. The share of exports of high technology products in total exports also increased. The percentage of people employed based on employment contracts went slightly down. Poland improved its position in the Doing Business ranking. A significant increase can be observed regarding the percentage of children aged 1–3 covered by various forms of institutional care.



The next studied area was industry, innovation and infrastructure. In this area, positive changes are observed regarding the vast majority of indicators. R&D expenditure in relation to GDP in 2016 against 2010 went up. The expenditure of the enterprise sector on R&D in relation to GDP also recorded an increase. The Public Transport Accessibility Index (PTAI) was defined for the years 2013–2015, and in this period its value increased. An increase was also recorded in the percentage of households with broadband Internet access at home in the years 2010–2016. The only indicator recording unfavourable changes was the share of net revenues from sales of new or significantly improved products in net revenues from total sales in industrial enterprises. The value of this indicator in the analysed years showed a decline.



Small changes are observed in inequality reduction. The indicators monitoring this area were practically unchanged in the analysed period. The changes of all indicators referring to the goal of sustainable cities and communities are positive. Responsible consumption and production was the next analysed area. The level of recycling and preparation for reusing selected municipal waste fractions, i.e., paper, metals, plastics and glass also increased. Domestic Material Consumption (DMC) per capita and resource productivity went up.



The activities undertaken in the field of climate cannot be assessed unequivocally. It is confirmed by value changes of two indicators monitoring this area. The percentage of energy generated from renewable sources in transport declined in the analysed period. In turn, the dynamics of greenhouse gas emissions (1990 = 100) were reduced. Another analysed area was life below water. The cargo turnover at seaports and the percentage of average employment in the maritime economy increased. In the area of life on land, the values of four indicators were analysed. The percentage of Natura 2000 sites covered by management plans was higher. Poland is a country characterised by an extensive forest cover. In the analysed period, the value of Farmland Bird Index FBI (2000 = 100) went down. The share of devastated and degraded land requiring reclamation presented an insignificant level in the total area and slightly increased.



Peace, justice and strong institutions represent yet another area under analysis. The first of the studied indicators was the quality of the enacted law. It is used to assess the government’s ability to develop and implement correct policies and regulations allowing for the promotion of private sector development. It assumes values in the range from −2.5 to +2.5, with higher values indicating a higher level of good governance. In the analysed period, the values for Poland ranged between 0.93 and 1.05. Positive changes are observed regarding the average time needed to recover contractual receivables in courts. In 2010 it was 830 days, whereas starting from 2013 it was 685 days. Another analysed indicator was the government effectiveness index. This indicator assesses the quality of public services, the quality of bureaucracy, the competence of public officials, the independence of state administration (civil service) against political pressure and the social credibility of the authorities in terms of the conducted policy. The indicator takes values between −2.5 and 2.5. In the analysed period, its value ranged from 0.62 in 2011 to 0.83 in 2014. An increased percentage of people using the Internet in contacts with public administration to submit completed applications was recorded. The last studied area was partnerships for goals. Within this area, net official development assistance as the proportion of gross national income in total and for the least developed countries is monitored. Its value increased in the analysed period. The support for the least developed countries also went up.




4. Conclusions


To summarize and make general conclusions, it can be stated that in terms of achieving the 2030 Agenda goals in Poland the situation is following the right path. In the case of 57 indicators out of the 73 in total, the direction of the expected changes was positive. In other words, Poland finds itself on the way towards sustainable development, allowing for the elimination of poverty, ensuring a higher quality of life for all residents and peace and care for the natural environment, thus meeting the provisions of the 2030 Agenda.



Obviously not all indicators presented the desired direction for change. Unfavorable tendencies could be primarily observed in the case of: the percentage of adults suffering from obesity, income per capita in individual agricultural holdings, the reduction in the level of central government funds allocated to the sector of agriculture, R&D expenditure in agriculture in relation to GDP, deaths caused by diabetes and malignant tumors, adults participating in education or training, gender pay gap, the share of net revenues from selling new or significantly improved products in net revenues on total sales, the relationship of average annual disposable income of households in rural areas against the city, domestic material consumption, the percentage of energy from renewable sources in transport, the abundance of common birds in agricultural landscape, land requiring reclamation and also the quality of law-making.



At this point, it should be added that Poland is a relatively strongly decentralized country, i.e., local governments have numerous duties in terms of stimulating socio-economic development but, at the same time, they also have the tools and public funds at their disposal to support such development, including its sustainable aspect [68,69]. Therefore, it should be approached having in mind that local government units in Poland (at voivodship, poviats and, in particular, municipal level) represent an important link on the way towards implementing the concept of sustainable development.




5. Recommendations for Poland


The below table presents recommendations regarding the effective implementation of SDG in Poland in the years to come (Table 3). The recommendations were developed based on the research results, with particular emphasis on the diagnosed areas and problematic phenomena. Similarly to the research part, the national module monitoring sustainable development (National SDG indicators) was taken into account. The discussed characteristics should be approached as an auxiliary material and an added value for the creators of the sustainable development process in both the national and regional dimensions, i.e., for the representatives of government administration, local government, business sector, non-governmental organizations and the world of science.




6. Further Research Directions


The conducted research and its interpretation, as well as the recommendations made on this basis, represent one of the stages in monitoring the implementation of sustainable development goals (SDG) in Poland. Further research directions can include permanent monitoring of the progress made in concept of sustainable development implementation, based on the data provided by Statistics Poland in the global, national, regional and local dimension.



In addition to using public statistics, own research based on survey questionnaires can be carried out. The representatives of the community (including NGOs), public administration, entrepreneurs and scientists can be asked how they assess the process of reaching sustainable development in Poland. Such a study, taking into account endogenous social potentials, will have a significant cognitive value. In addition, more detailed research can cover virtually any of the suggested indicators monitoring the implementation of SDG.



Poland finds itself on the right path towards sustainable development. Future research directions can be based on comparative analyses of Poland’s position in terms of the level of SDG implementation in relation to other countries of the region, the continent and the world. Access to reliable statistics may turn out problematic in this respect. At this point, however, it is assumed that each of the countries which adopted the 2030 Agenda will successively monitor progress in achieving their goals. Comparing Poland to other countries will be important in the context of finding its place against the others and supporting the most sensitive areas. The data for the study can be derived from the sources of Statistics Poland (global module).
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Table 1. The sustainable development goals and the corresponding indicators monitoring sustainable development at the national level (national SDG indicators).
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	Goal
	National SDG indicators





	1. No poverty (End poverty in all its forms everywhere)
	1.1 At-risk-of-relative poverty rate

1.2 Real adjusted gross disposable income of households per capita at PPP (UE28 = 100)

1.3 Number of dwellings per 1000 population

1.4 Overcrowding rate



	2. Zero hunger (End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture)
	2.1 Prevalence of obesity among adults

2.2 Agricultural land area in farms exceeding 30 ha as % of agricultural land area in farms in total

2.3 Average monthly income per capita from private farm in agriculture in relation to income per capita from self-employment

2.4 Agricultural Orientation Index for government expenditures (AOI)

2.5 Share of certified agricultural land area of organic farms in total agricultural land area of farms

2.6 Expenditure on R&D in agriculture in relation to GDP



	3. Good health and well-being (Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all at all ages)
	3.1 Healthy Life Years—males

3.2 Healthy Life Years—females

3.3 Active Ageing Index (AAI)

3.4 Deaths due to diseases of the circulatory system per 100 thous. population

3.5 Deaths due to diabetes mellitus 