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MDG 1: Eradicate Extreme Poverty and Hunger

Millennium Development Goal (MDG) 1 to eradicate extreme poverty and hunger has three targets:

1.A: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than a dollar a day. 
The $1-a-day poverty line is a purchasing power parity (PPP)-adjusted dollar that has the same 
purchasing power in all countries. This threshold was reviewed and increased to $1.25 (PPP) at 2005 
prices. For convenience, the target is still referred to by its old name. Aside from poverty incidence 
(i.e. the proportion living below the poverty line), two other measures for this target are the poverty 
gap ratio and the share of the bottom 20% in national consumption. The poverty gap ratio is a measure 
of the depth of poverty by considering how far, on the average, the poor are from that poverty line, 
while the share of the bottom 20% in national consumption is a measure of inequality.     

1.B: Achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all, including women and young people. 
Measures for this target are the employment-to-population ratio, the percentage of workers living 
on less than $1.25 (2005 PPP) a day, and the proportion of own-account and contributing family 
workers in total employment. The first indicator is a measure of the ability to provide employment 
in an economy, while the other two indicators are measures of decent work.

1.C: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger. Hunger and 
malnutrition are measured by the percentage of children under 5 years of age who are underweight 
(malnourished) and by the proportion of population consuming less than the daily minimum energy 
requirement (undernourished), respectively.

 Snapshots

 • Extreme poverty target has been achieved in most economies in developing Asia with around 
950 million people lifted out of extreme poverty between 1990 and 2011, leading to cutting down 
the proportion of people living on less than $1.25 (2005 PPP) per day by more than two-thirds.    

 • Employment opportunities are improving in the Asia and Pacific region with employment-to-
population ratios increasing in many economies, but a large workforce remains in low-paying 
vulnerable jobs in the informal sector in many developing economies. 

 • The proportion of workers living in extreme poverty is falling, suggesting progress in generating 
more decent jobs.

 • Prevalence of hunger, as measured by the proportion of children under 5 years of age moderately 
or severely underweight, continues to decline, but remains a serious problem in many economies, 
with majority of the developing Asian economies unable to meet the hunger target.
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Progress

A sizeable reduction of extreme poverty in 
developing Asia from 55.3% of the population in 
1990 to 15.3% in 2011 has steered global progress in 
meeting the MDG extreme poverty target much 
ahead of the 2015 deadline. In the People’s Republic 
of China (PRC) alone, extreme poverty (defined as 
people having an average income or consumption less 
than $1.25 a day in 2005 PPP prices) has been reduced 
from 60.7% of its population in 1990 to 6.3% in 2011. 
The number of extremely poor people in developing 
Asia also declined from nearly 1.5 billion in 1990 to 
about 544 million in the 2011 (Figure 1.1).  

Source: Asian Development Bank estimates using data from PovcalNet 
(accessed 12 January 2015). 
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While most economies in Asia and the Pacific 
have met the MDG target to halve extreme poverty 
by 2015 from their baselines in 1990 (Figure 1.2), 
progress in extreme poverty reduction is uneven. 
Extreme poverty, however, continues to be pervasive, 
with at least one in every five persons living on less 
than $1.25 (2005 PPP) per day in some economies 
as seen from available data for recent years. These 
economies include Bangladesh (43.3%), India (23.6%), 
the Lao People’s Democratic Republic (Lao PDR) 
(30.3%), Nepal (23.7%), and Timor-Leste (34.9%). 
The Federated States of Micronesia (FSM) (31.2%) 
and Turkmenistan (24.8%) too had poverty figures 
exceeding 20%, but their most recent available data 
are more than a decade old. 

Figure 1.1: Number and Proportion of People  
in the Asia and Pacific Region Living  
on Less than $1.25 (2005 PPP) a Day  

Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People’s Republic 
of China.
Source: Table 1.1.
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Figure 1.2: Proportion of Population Living  
on Less than $1.25 (2005 PPP) a day, Earliest (1990–2003)  

and Latest (1998–2012) Years 

Among the 21 economies in developing Asia 
with comparable data to track progress on extreme 
poverty target, 19 economies either had achieved the 
MDG target, or are expected to meet the target this 
year (Box 1.1). Bangladesh and Georgia have made 
slow progress in reducing extreme poverty and are 
expected to meet the target after 2015 only. With the 
exception of Fiji, Pacific economies have insufficient 
poverty data to assess progress.

At the time of finalizing this report, the 
international poverty line for estimating global 
poverty was updated to $1.90 per person per day 
in 2011 PPP by the World Bank. Updated estimates 
of global poverty from 33 developing member 
economies indicate a relatively small revision to 
poverty in developing Asia, from 15.3% to 14.8% in 
2011 (Box 1.2).  
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Box 1.2: Update to the “International Poverty Line”  
(defined earlier as “Proportion of population below $1.25 (2005 PPP) per person per day”) 

Since 2008, $1.25 (PPP) per day per person at 2005 prices has been used as the international poverty line to monitor the MDG target of 
reducing extreme poverty by half. This poverty line is based on the average of 15 national poverty lines from some of the world’s poorest 
countries converted to a common currency using purchasing power parity (PPP) exchange rates. The PPP exchange rates were constructed 
from internationally comparable prices collected in 2005 as part of the International Comparison Program (ICP) 2005.

To capture differences in the cost of living across the world since 2005, the ICP 2011 was implemented globally and a new set of PPP exchange 
rates for 2011 were released in 2014.  On 4 October 2015 the World Bank released the updated international poverty line equal to $1.90 per 
person per day using 2011 PPPs. The $1.90 PPP line is based on the national poverty lines of those same 15 poorest countries from 2005 and 
preserves their real purchasing power. Thus, $1.90 in 2011 prices buys the same goods and services as $1.25 bought in 2005. 

Using the $1.90 (2011 PPP) poverty line, the estimate of global poverty for 2011 has been revised from 14.5% based on the earlier poverty 
line to 14.2% based on the updated poverty line (Ferreira, et al, 2015). The changes in the poverty rate for developing Asia are also relatively 
small, from 15.3% using $1.25 (2005 PPP) poverty line to 14.6% using $1.90 (2011 PPP) poverty line if we limit our attention to the original 
26 ADB developing member economies (DMEs) for which poverty data was available. With additional data for 6 DMEs, bringing the total 
DMEs to 32, the 2011 poverty rate becomes 14.8% for $1.90 (2011 PPP) poverty line. The estimate of global poverty for 2012 using the $1.90 
(2011 PPP) poverty line is 12.8% while that of developing Asia—based on 32 DMEs with data—is 12.5%. With 451 million poor living in these 
economies, developing Asia accounted for half of the world’s poor in 2012. While the changes in the incidence of extreme poverty is small 
for developing Asia as a whole, there are some significant revisions in 
the poverty incidence of several economies. For more details please 
refer to the sources cited below. If the $1.90 (2011 PPP) poverty line is 
used to track progress of economies in Box 1.1, all economies with the 
exception of Bangladesh, Georgia, and the Lao People’s Democratic 
Republic (Lao PDR) will be classified as “achievers/on track”. This is 
same as the result based on the $1.25 (2005 PPP) poverty line with 
the exception of the Lao PDR. For the Lao PDR, the classification 
changes from “on track” (expected to achieve by 2015) to “off track-
slow” meaning that the target will be achieved only after 2015, the 
reason being, revision in the poverty estimates for the Lao PDR for the 
earliest year (1992) from 55.7% to 42.6%.

Sources: Francisco H. G. F., S. Chen, A. Dabalen, Y. Dikhanov, N. 
Hamadeh, D. Jolliffe, A. Narayan, E. B. Prydz, A. Revenga, P. Sangraula, 
U. Serajuddin and N. Yoshida. 2015. A Global Count of the Extreme Poor 
in 2012: Data Issues, Methodology and Initial Results. Policy Research 
Working Paper 7432. World Bank, Washington, DC; World Bank. 
PovcalNet Database. http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/
index.htm?0 (accessed 12 January 2015 for $1.25 (2005 PPP) and  
8 October 2015 for $1.90 (2011 PPP)).

HCR = headcount ratio, PPP = puchasing power parity.
Note: Estimates for $1.25 (2005 PPP) a day poverty in developing Asia 

are based on data for 26 DMEs. Estimates for $1.90 (2011 PPP) 
a day poverty are based on 32 DMEs. 
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Box Figure: Extreme Poverty in Developing Asia 

$1.25 (2005 PPP) a day vs. $1.90 (2011 PPP) a day

Box 1.1: Progress Toward Achieving the  
$1.25 (2005 PPP) a Day Target

Achievers/on track
Armenia Lao PDR
Azerbaijan Malaysia
Bhutan Nepal
Cambodia Pakistan
China, People’s Rep. of Philippines
Fiji Sri Lanka
India Tajikistan
Indonesia Thailand
Kazakhstan Viet Nam
Kyrgyz Republic

Off track - slow
Bangladesh Georgia

Lao PDR = Lao People’s Democratic Republic. 
Source: Derived from Table 1.1.

Since 1990, the poverty gap ratio—a measure of 
depth of poverty—has been significantly reduced. 
The poverty gap ratio has declined from 26% or less 
in the earlier years to 11% or less in the latest years 
across the Asia and Pacific economies (Figure 1.3). 
The larger the poverty gap ratio, the more resources 
are needed to lift everyone out of poverty.

In the Asia and Pacific region, the income or 
consumption share of the bottom 20% is at under 
10% for all economies. Figure 1.4a shows the income 
or consumption share of the poorest quintile for 
24 developing economies in the region for latest 
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Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People’s Republic 
of China.
Source: Table 1.1.
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Figure 1.3: Poverty Gap Ratio, Earliest (1990–2003)  
and Latest (1998–2012) Years

data available between 2007 and 2014. Economies 
in developing Asia that have relatively low shares 
(below 5%) of national income or consumption for 
the poorest quintile include Malaysia, Georgia, and 
the PRC. These economies also have relatively high 
Gini coefficients (a common measure of income 
inequality) ranging from 30% to 60% (Figure 1.4b). 
When economies have high income inequality, overall 
economic growth translates less successfully into 
higher incomes for the poor. In addition, economies 
that are more unequal often grow less rapidly. Poverty 
reduction can be accelerated by strategies, programs, 
and policies that not only increase economic growth, 
but also make economic growth inclusive.

Employment opportunities appear to be slightly 
outpacing the growth of the labor force in the 

Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People’s Republic 
of China.
Source: RT 1.9.
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Figure 1.4a: Share of Poorest Quintile in 
National Income or Consumption Latest Years 

(2007–2012)

Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People’s Republic 
of China.
Source: RT 1.9.
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Figure 1.4b: Gini Coefficient, Latest Years 
(2007–2012)
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Asia and Pacific region. Employment-to-population 
ratios have marginally increased in most reporting 
economies between earliest and latest years. The 
employment-to-population ratio, the proportion of a 
country’s working-age population that is employed, 
is an indicator of the economy’s ability to provide 
employment. For many (16 out of 33) Asia and Pacific 
economies with available data for earliest and latest 
years, the ratios for the latest year had generally 
slightly improved, and these ratios were in the  
30%–90% range (Figure 1.5). While economic growth 
has generally slowed down across the world since 
2008, employment in the Asia and Pacific region 
is still expanding, but only slightly faster than the 
growth of the labor force. 

With sharp declines in extreme poverty in the 
Asia and Pacific region in the past two and a half 
decades,  a significant reduction in the proportion 
of working poor (i.e., workers living on less than 
$1.25 a day) has been achieved. In all economies in 
the region, the proportion of working poor substantially 
declined since 1990 (Figure 1.6). Out of 23 economies 
with comparable data for earliest year in the 1990s 
and latest year around the first decade of 2000s, the 
number of economies with percentage of working poor 
exceeding 20% declined from fourteen to five. Bhutan 
(4.0  percentage points), Fiji (3.4  percentage points), 
Tajikistan (4.4  percentage points), and Viet  Nam 
(3.2 percentage points) have yielded the largest annual 
reductions (more than 3  percentage points) in the 
proportions of working poor.

Economies in developing Asia with still 
relatively high proportions of working poor (at least 
25%) include Afghanistan (47%), Bangladesh (42%), 
the Lao PDR (33%), Myanmar (36%), Timor-Leste 
(31%), and India (29%) (Table 1.2). 

Across developing Asia, vulnerable employment 
(defined as the percentage of own-account and 
contributing or unpaid family workers in total 
employment) has declined, but it has remained 
high at over 40%. The rate of vulnerable employment 

Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People’s Republic 
of China.
Source: Table 1.1.
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Figure 1.5: Employment-to-Population Ratio, 
Earliest (1990–2003) and Latest (2001–2013) Years

is indicative of the proportion of workers in informal 
working arrangements where incomes received are 
low and adequate social protection is deficient. 
While the share of own-account and contributing 
or unpaid family workers to total employment has 
slightly reduced across economies in the Asia and 
Pacific region except for Bangladesh; Georgia; Hong 
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(%)

Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People's Republic 
of China.
Source: Table 1.2.
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Figure 1.6: Proportion of Employed People 
Living Below $1.25 (2005 PPP) a Day, Earliest (1991-2003) 

and Latest (2004-2011) Years

developing Asia. The prevalence of moderately and 
severely underweight children under 5 years of age 
has decreased in 26 of the 31  economies with data 
for earliest and latest years (Figure 1.8). Afghanistan, 
Bangladesh, Cambodia, India, and Viet Nam have 
remarkable average annual reductions (of more 
than 1 percentage point per year) in the prevalence 
of underweight children since 1990. However, 
malnutrition remained high in 11 economies of the 
Asia and Pacific region (at more than 20%), which 
include the heavily populated economies of India 
(29.4%), Bangladesh (32.6%), and Pakistan (31.6%). 
Child malnourishment is a serious concern because 
it can affect children’s health which, in turn, can 

Kong, China; and Sri Lanka, vulnerable employment 
is still relatively high (50% or more) in 15 reporting 
economies (Figure 1.7). The vulnerable employment 
rate exceeds 80% in the Lao PDR (88%), Bangladesh 
(85%), and India (81%). In contrast, the rates are low 
at less than 10% in Hong Kong, China; Singapore; and 
Tuvalu. Large declines in the rates were achieved 
in the economies of Bhutan, Cambodia, Indonesia, 
the Maldives, Kazakhstan, Thailand, and Viet Nam 
between earliest and latest years for which data  
are available (Table 1.2).

Decent progress has been achieved in reducing 
hunger, but challenges to end hunger remain in 

Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic.
Source: Table 1.2.
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Figure 1.7: Proportion of Own-Account and Contributing 
Family Workers in Total Employment in the Asia and Pacific 
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Lao PDR = Lao People's Democratic Republic, PRC = People’s Republic 
of China.
Source: Table 1.3.
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Figure 1.8: Prevalence of Underweight Children 
Under 5 Years of Age, Earliest (1990–2005) 

and Latest (2004–2014) Years

either lead to their early death or hamper their future 
capacities to become productive members of society.

Compared with the progress in meeting the 
MDG target to reduce extreme poverty, the Asia and 
Pacific region had much slower progress in meeting 
the hunger target. Box 1.3 shows the progress toward 
the hunger target as indicated by trends based on 
available data in the reduction of the percentage of 
underweight children under 5 years of age about two-
fifths (11) of the 28 reporting economies had achieved 

or are expected to achieve the MDG target by 2015. 
Another 13 economies are making slow progress, with 
Cambodia and Azerbaijan expected to meet the target 
between 2016 and 2020, with another 9  economies 
between 2021 and 2030, and 3 economies beyond 
2030. Kazakhstan is making slow progress, but it had 
relatively low prevalence of underweight children 
(4.4%) in 1995 and has reduced it further to 3.7% in 
2010. A few economies, viz., Armenia (where a low 
prevalence of 2.7% in the year 1998 increased to 5.3 in 
2010), Papua New Guinea, Timor-Leste, and Vanuatu, 
are seen to be regressing or making no progress.

Box 1.3: Progress Toward the Hunger Target
Achievers/on track

Afghanistan Maldives
Bangladesh Mongolia
China, People's Rep. of Thailand
Georgia Uzbekistan
Kyrgyz Republic Viet Nam
Malaysia

Off track - slow
Azerbaijan Myanmar
Bhutan Nepal
Cambodia Pakistan
India Philippines
Indonesia Sri Lanka
Kazakhstan Tajikistan
Lao PDR 

No progress/regressing
Armenia Timor-Leste
Papua New Guinea Vanuatu

Lao PDR = Lao People’s Democratic Republic.
Source: Table 1.3.

Data issues and comparability

All the three indicators for monitoring poverty 
require information from household income or 
household consumption expenditure, with two of 
them (the incidence and depth of extreme poverty) 
also requiring the PPP dollar conversion rate for 
2005. Both the measurement of household income 
or expenditure in national currencies as well as 
the calculation of 2005 PPPs will have relatively 
high error margins in some countries. Poverty data 
based on the $1.25 (2005 PPP) a day poverty line 
are also not available for almost all the Pacific island 
economies. For the number of poor, population data 
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from the World Bank’s PovcalNet Database were 
used to maintain consistency.

The computation of labor productivity (or gross 
domestic product per person employed) uses data 
on the number of persons employed, which does 
not take into account the actual number of hours 
worked. Assuming a constant mix of economic 
activities, the best measure of labor input to compute 
labor productivity is the “total number of annual 
hours actually worked by all persons employed.” 
In addition, differences in the coverage of informal 
sector activities in the statistics of developing 
members may hamper cross-country comparability 
of estimates of labor productivity growth.

For the employment-to-population ratio, 
estimates across countries often are not strictly 
comparable because nationally reported data differ, 
mostly in age coverage.

The proportion of own-account and 
contributing family workers in total employment 
may not be able to capture vulnerable employment 
thoroughly because, while most own-account 
workers are more vulnerable or worse off than 
salaried workers, this is not always the case. Some 
salaried workers are in casual contracts, offering little 
or no social protection at all. This, however, does not 
diminish the indicator’s usefulness and relevance 
because high poverty rates are strongly correlated 
with large shares of vulnerable employment in 
developing economies.

The hunger indicators are based on standards 
devised by the Food and Agriculture Organization of 
the United Nations, the United Nations Children’s 
Fund, and the World Health Organization. While 
countries attempt to use the same standards, 
comparability is compromised by lack of regular data 
collection in many countries. Statistical techniques 
are typically used to extend data collected from 
household surveys to the full population. Such 
estimates may have large error margins.

Post-2015 agenda

Although the target for extreme poverty has been 
achieved and hunger has been considerably reduced, 
eradication of extreme poverty and hunger is far from 
being a reality. The reduction of poverty and hunger (to 
zero) will continue to be part of the global development 
goals in the post-2015 era.  

A finer granularity of data on poverty and hunger 
will be required to monitor progress in each economy so 
as not to leave anyone behind. Across developing Asia, the 
latest poverty data as well as data from earliest years in 
the MDG period show that most economies have higher 
rural poverty rates than those in urban area. The rural 
population is significantly more at risk of being poor than 
the urban population among these developing economies. 
Improved poverty reduction requires more focused 
attention on improving opportunities and livelihoods in 
the rural areas in order to bridge rural–urban disparities. 
In an economy, disparities across subpopulations will 
need regular monitoring so that gaps can be narrowed. 
Those who have managed to exit poverty will have high 
risks of sliding back into poverty, with the effects of 
shocks, such as the loss of a job, death or sickness in the 
family, as well as harmful effects on livelihood by price 
volatilities, conflicts, and natural disasters.

More timely data on poverty, inequality, and 
hunger will be helpful for accelerating assistance to 
those who need help the most. The use of information 
and communication technology tools for improved data 
capture and the applications of big data such as the use 
of telecommunication for yielding small area estimates 
of poverty, appear to be promising means of getting 
poverty information faster for appropriate policy action. 
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Goal 1 Targets and Indicators

Table 1.1: Target 1.A—Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than 
one dollar a day

Regional Member

1.1 Proportion of Population below the Poverty Line  
(%)

1.2 Poverty Gap Ratioa

1.3  Share of Poorest
Quintile in National 

Income or Consumption 
(%)a$1.25 a Day (PPP)a Nationalb

Earliest Year Latest Year Earliest Year Latest Year Earliest Year Latest Year Latest Year
Developing Member Economies
   Central and West Asia

Afghanistan …. …. 36.3 (2007) 35.8 (2011) …. …. 9.4 (2007)
Armenia 17.5 (1996) 1.8 (2012) 48.3 (2001) 32.0 (2013) 4.7 (1996) 0.3 (2012) 8.8 (2012)
Azerbaijan 25.2 (1995) 0.3 (2008) 49.6 (2001) 5.3 (2013) 7.5 (1995) 0.1 (2008) 8.1 (2008)
Georgia 17.5 (1997) 14.1 (2012) 24.6c (2004) 21.4c (2014) 6.0 (1997) 4.5 (2012) 5.3 (2012)
Kazakhstan 4.2 (1993) 0.1 (2010) 46.7 (2001) 2.9 (2013) 0.5 (1993) 0.0 (2010) 9.5 (2010)
Kyrgyz Republic 18.6 (1993) 5.1 (2011) 56.4 (2001) 30.6 (2014) 8.6 (1993) 1.2 (2011) 7.7 (2011)
Pakistan 64.7 (1990) 12.7 (2010) 30.6 (1998) 12.4 (2011) 23.2 (1990) 1.9 (2010) 9.6 (2010)
Tajikistan 50.1 (1999) 6.5 (2009) 96.0 (1999) 35.6 (2013) 15.4 (1999) 1.3 (2009) 8.4 (2009)
Turkmenistan 63.5 (1993) 24.8 (1998) …. …. 25.8 (1993) 7.0 (1998) 6.1 (1998)
Uzbekistan …. …. 27.5 (2001) 14.1 (2013) …. …. 7.4 (2003)

   East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 60.7d (1990) 6.3d (2011) 6.0 (1996) 8.5e (2013) 21.0d (1990) 1.3d (2011) 4.7 (2010)
Hong Kong, China …. …. ….   …. …. …. ….
Korea, Rep. of …. …. …. 16.5f (2012) …. …. ….
Mongolia …. …. 38.7 (2010) 27.4 (2012) …. …. 7.1 (2007)
Taipei,China …. …. 0.6g (1993) 1.6g (2013) …. …. ….

   South Asia
Bangladesh 70.2 (1991) 43.3 (2010) 56.6 (1991) 31.5 (2010) 23.8 (1991) 11.2 (2010) 8.9 (2010)
Bhutan 24.0 (2003) 2.4 (2012) 23.2 (2007) 12.0 (2012) 6.1 (2003) 0.4 (2012) 6.8 (2012)
India 49.4d (1993) 23.6d (2011) 45.3h (1993) 21.9h (2011) 13.6d (1993) 4.8d (2011) 8.5 (2009)
Maldives 25.6 (1998) 1.5 (2004) 21.0i (2003) 15.0j (2010) 13.1 (1998) 0.1 (2004) 6.5 (2004)
Nepal 68.0 (1995) 23.7 (2010) 41.8 (1996) 25.2 (2010) 25.6 (1995) 5.2 (2010) 8.3 (2010)
Sri Lanka 15.0 (1990) 4.1 (2009) 26.1 (1990) 6.7 (2013) 2.7 (1990) 0.7 (2009) 7.7 (2009)

   Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam …. …. …. …. …. …. ….
Cambodia 44.5 (1994) 10.1 (2011) 50.2 (2004) 18.9k (2012) 12.0 (1994) 1.4 (2011) 9.0 (2011)
Indonesia 54.3d (1990) 16.2d (2011) 17.6 (1996) 11.3 (2014) 15.6d (1990) 2.7d (2011) 7.6 (2010)
Lao PDR 55.7 (1992) 30.3 (2012) 46.0 (1992) 23.2 (2012) 16.2 (1992) 7.7 (2012) 7.6 (2012)
Malaysia 1.6 (1992) 0.0 (2009) 12.4 (1992) 1.7 (2012) 0.1 (1992) 0.0 (2009) 4.5 (2009)
Myanmar …. …. 32.1 (2005) 25.6 (2010) …. …. ….
Philippines 33.2 (1991) 19.0 (2012) 34.4 (1991) 25.2 (2012) 9.7 (1991) 4.0 (2012) 5.9 (2012)
Singapore …. …. …. …. …. …. ….
Thailand 11.6 (1990) 0.3 (2010) 58.1l (1990) 12.6l (2012) 2.4 (1990) 0.0 (2010) 6.8 (2010)
Viet Nam 63.8 (1993) 2.4 (2012) 20.7m (2010) 9.8 (2013) 23.6 (1993) 0.6 (2012) 7.0 (2012)

   The Pacific 
Cook Islands …. …. ….   28.4n (2006) …. …. ….
Fiji 29.2 (2002) 5.9 (2008) 35.0n (2003) 35.2n (2008) 11.3 (2002) 1.1 (2008) 6.2 (2008)
Kiribati …. …. ….   21.8n (2006) …. …. ….
Marshall Islands …. …. 20.0n (1999) 52.7n (2002) …. …. 1.1 (1999)
Micronesia, Fed. States of …. 31.2o (2000) 27.9n (1998) 31.4n (2005) …. 16.3o (2000) 1.6o (2000)
Nauru …. …. ….   25.1n (2001) …. …. ….
Palau …. …. ….   24.9n (2006) …. …. ….
Papua New Guinea 35.8 (1996) …. 37.5n (1996) 28.0n (2009) …. 12.3 (1996) 4.5 (1996)
Samoa …. …. 22.9n (2002) 26.9n (2008) …. …. ….
Solomon Islands …. …. …. 22.7n (2006) …. …. ….
Timor-Leste …. 34.9 (2007) 36.3n (2001) 49.9n (2007) …. 8.1 (2007) 9.1 (2007)
Tonga …. …. 16.2n (2001) 22.5n (2009) …. …. ….
Tuvalu …. …. 21.2n (2004) 26.3n (2010) …. …. ….
Vanuatu …. …. 13.0n (2006) 12.7n (2010) …. …. ….

Developed Member Economies
Australia …. …. ….   …. …. …. 7.0 (2003)
Japan …. …. ….   …. …. …. 7.4 (2008)
New Zealand …. …. ….   …. …. …. ….

…. = data not available at cutoff date, 0.0 = magnitude is less than half of unit employed, Lao PDR =  Lao People’s Democratic Republic, PPP = purchasing power parity. 

a Data are consumption-based, except for Armenia (1996), Kazakhstan (1993), Malaysia (1992 and 2009), the Federated States of Micronesia (2000), and Turkmenistan (1993), which are income-based.
b Data are consumption-based, except for the People’s Republic of China; the Republic of Korea; Malaysia; the Philippines; and Taipei,China, which are income-based. 
c Data refers to share of population under 60% of the median consumption.
d Weighted average of urban and rural estimates.
e Based on new national poverty line stipulated in the country’s rural poverty reduction target for 2012.
f Estimated using the equivalized disposable income based on 50% of the median income.
g Refers to percentage of low-income population to total population.
h Based on Tendulkar methodology, using mixed reference period.
i Data are adjusted for inflation.
j Based on half the median of Atoll expenditure per person per day (Rf. 22).
k Data are based on the new poverty line using the 2009 Cambodia Socioeconomic Survey and cannot be compared with previous published series.
l The entire series is updated based on revised national poverty line in 2013 and cannot be compared with previous published series.
m Data is based on the 2010 revised World Bank and General Statistics Office of Viet Nam expenditure poverty line and thus cannot be compared with the prior series. An alternative poverty headcount 

rate released by the goverment is 14.2, which is based on the official Ministry of Labour – Invalids and Social Affairs poverty lines (revised every 5 years for the Socio-economic Development Plan) and 
a “bottom up” system using community-level poverty counts aggregated up to district, province, and national levels.

n Data refer to percentage of population below the basic needs poverty line.
o Refers to urban areas only.

Sources: United Nations. Millennium Development Goals Indicators Database. http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/Data.aspx (accessed 6 July 2015); Pacific Regional Information System. 
National Minimum Development Indicators Database. http://www.spc.int/nmdi/ (accessed 16 July 2015); economy sources.
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Table 1.2: Target 1.B—Achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all, including women 
and young people 

Regional Member

1.4  Growth Rate of GDP  
per Person Employed

(%, at constant 1990 US$ PPP)

1.5  Employment-to-
Population Ratio

(%, aged 15 years and over)

1.6  Proportion of Employed 
People Living Below  
$1.25 (PPP) per Day 

(%)

1.7  Proportion of Own-Account 
and Contributing Family Workers 

in Total Employment 
(%)

Earliest Year Latest Year Earliest Year Latest Year Earliest Year Latest Year Earliest Year Latest Year
Developing Member Economies
   Central and West Asia

Afghanistan …. …. …. …. …. 46.8 (2005) …. ….
Armenia 9.4 (1994) 5.6 (2011) 41.9 (2001) 51.4 (2011) 11.3 (1998) 0.6 (2008) 35.7 (2007) 29.8 (2011)
Azerbaijan –1.5 (1991) 0.6 (2012) 45.4 (2002) 60.9 (2011) 15.4 (1995) 0.3 (2008) 62.4 (2003) 56.4 (2013)
Georgia 2.6 (1999) 2.5 (2012) 57.3 (1998) 56.8 (2012) 11.9 (2002) 11.2 (2008) 53.9 (1998) 60.6 (2010)
Kazakhstan –7.5 (1994) 2.5 (2012) 63.6 (2002) 67.9 (2012) 3.6 (1996) 0.1 (2009) 40.0 (2001) 28.6 (2013)
Kyrgyz Republic –8.2 (1991) 12.1 (2013) 56.3 (2002) 57.3 (2013) 16.0 (1993) 5.0 (2009) 51.5 (2002) 47.3 (2006)
Pakistan 9.2 (1991) –1.3 (2008) 40.5 (1990) 42.8 (2007) 54.7 (1991) 18.1 (2007) 64.9 (1995) 63.1 (2008)
Tajikistan –26.7 (1992) 20.9 (2009) 50.9 (2003) 58.4 (2004) 50.2 (1999) 5.9 (2009) …. 47.1 (2009)
Turkmenistan –17.7 (1992) 12.3 (1999) …. …. 16.8 (1998) …. …. ….
Uzbekistan –11.5 (1992) 7.0 (2007) …. …. …. …. …. ….

   East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 8.0 (1991) 7.3 (2013) 78.3 (1990) 68.6 (2013) 55.2 (1993) 11.5 (2008) …. ….
Hong Kong, China 4.1 (1991) 1.3 (2013) 61.5 (1990) 59.1 (2013) …. …. 5.5 (1993) 6.9 (2012)
Korea, Rep. of 6.4 (1991) 1.3 (2013) 58.6 (1990) 59.5 (2013) …. …. 30.0 (2000) 24.8 (2008)
Mongolia 2.9 (1994) 10.3 (2012) 55.9 (1998) 58.3 (2012) …. …. 56.6 (2000) 51.4 (2012)
Taipei,China …. …. …. …. …. …. …. ….

   South Asia
Bangladesh …. …. 68.2 (1991) 56.0 (2005) 70.4 (1991) 41.7 (2010) 69.4 (1996) 85.0 (2005)
Bhutan –9.0 (1999) 3.2 (2012) 69.8 (2003) 63.1 (2012) 26.8 (2003) 10.7 (2007) 68.0 (2006) 53.1 (2012)
India –9.3 (1995) 9.2 (1998) 58.3 (1994) 51.5 (2012) 46.3 (1994) 29.3 (2010) 83.1 (1994) 80.8 (2010)
Maldives …. …. 51.3 (1995) 46.0 (2010) 16.9 (1998) 1.1 (2004) 46.3 (1990) 29.6 (2006)
Nepal …. …. 67.2 (1996) 91.6 (2003) 62.9 (1996) 21.9 (2010) …. 71.6 (2001)
Sri Lanka 5.3 (1991) 7.2 (2012) 38.6 (1990) 50.5 (2012) 12.4 (1991) 5.8 (2007) 43.0 (1990) 43.1 (2013)

   Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam …. …. 62.6 (1991) 63.1 (2001) …. …. 4.1 (1991) ….
Cambodia –5.8 (2001) 9.9 (2012) 76.4 (2000) 84.1 (2012) 43.3 (1994) 19.9 (2008) 84.5 (2000) 64.1 (2012)
Indonesia 8.1 (1991) 3.8 (2013) 55.7 (1992) 62.7 (2013) 52.3 (1993) 15.5 (2011) 62.8 (1997) 33.0 (2013)
Lao PDR …. …. 68.6 (1995) 65.7 (2005) 57.1 (1992) 32.8 (2008) 90.1 (1995) 88.0 (2005)
Malaysia 4.9 (1993) 0.9 (2013) 63.5 (1990) 65.0 (2013) 1.3 (1992) 0.1 (2009) 28.8 (1991) 22.2 (2013)
Myanmar …. …. …. …. …. 35.6 (2005) …. ….
Philippines –2.5 (1991) 6.4 (2013) 59.3 (1990) 59.4 (2013) 25.7 (1991) 15.2 (2009) 44.9 (1998) 39.8 (2012)
Singapore 17.9 (1991) 1.3 (2012) 63.6 (1990) 64.1 (2012) …. …. 8.8 (1991) 8.7 (2013)
Thailand 7.5 (1991) 2.4 (2013) 76.9 (1990) 71.0 (2013) 6.6 (1992) 0.3 (2009) 70.3 (1990) 55.9 (2013)
Viet Nam 3.6 (1991) 4.4 (2013) 74.3 (1996) 76.0 (2013) 63.4 (1993) 15.8 (2008) 82.1 (1996) 62.6 (2013)

   The Pacific 
Cook Islands …. …. 60.0 (2001) 65.2 (2011) …. …. …. ….
Fiji 5.2 (2004) –2.3 (2009) 57.2 (1996) 35.9 (2009) 25.4 (2002) 5.0 (2008) 46.7 (2002) 38.8 (2008)
Kiribati …. …. …. 80.1 (2000) …. …. …. ….
Marshall Islands …. …. …. …. …. …. 26.7 (1999) ….
Micronesia, Fed. States of …. …. …. …. …. …. …. ….
Nauru …. …. …. …. …. …. …. ….
Palau …. …. …. …. …. …. …. ….
Papua New Guinea …. …. …. …. 34.2 (1996) …. …. ….
Samoa …. 31.3 (2012) 48.2 (2001) 29.4 (2012) …. …. 47.7 (2006) 38.1 (2011)
Solomon Islands …. …. 23.1 (1999) …. …. 23.6 (2005) …. ….
Timor-Leste …. …. 52.4 (2001) 40.2 (2010) 47.0 (2001) 30.9 (2007) …. 69.6 (2010)
Tonga …. …. 50.6 (1996) …. …. …. 57.0 (1996) 55.2 (2003)
Tuvalu …. …. …. 53.3 (2002) …. …. …. 2.0 (2002)
Vanuatu …. …. …. 67.6 (2009) …. …. …. 70.0 (2009)

Developed Member Economies
Australia 2.0 (1991) 1.5 (2013) 59.3 (1990) 61.3 (2013) …. …. 10.3 (1990) 9.0 (2008)
Japan 1.5 (1991) 0.9 (2013) 62.1 (1990) 56.9 (2013) …. …. 19.2 (1990) 10.5 (2008)
New Zealand 1.1 (1991) 0.4 (2013) 59.1 (1990) 64.1 (2013) …. …. 12.7 (1991) 12.1 (2008)

…. = data not available at cutoff date, Lao PDR = Lao People’s Democratic Republic, PPP = purchasing power parity. 

Source: United Nations. Millennium Development Goals Indicators Database. http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/Data.aspx (accessed 7 July 2015).
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Table 1.3: Target 1.C—Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger

Regional Member

1.8  Prevalence of Underweight
Children under 5 Years of Age

(%)

1.9  Proportion of Population  
below Minimum Level of Dietary  

Energy Consumption 
(%)Earliest Year Latest Year

Total Total 1991 a 2000 b 2014 c

Developing Member Economies
   Central and West Asia

Afghanistan 44.9 (1997) 25.0 (2013) 30 45 27
Armenia 2.7 (1998) 5.3 (2010) 27 21 6
Azerbaijan 8.8 (1996) 4.9 (2013) 24 23 <5
Georgia 2.7 (1999) 1.1 (2009) 57 15 7
Kazakhstan 4.4 (1995) 3.7 (2010) <5 <5 <5
Kyrgyz Republic 10.4 (1997) 2.8 (2014) 16 15 6
Pakistan 39.0 (1991) 31.6 (2012) 25 22 22
Tajikistan 14.9 (2005) 13.3 (2012) 28 39 33
Turkmenistan ... 10.5 (2000) 9 9 <5
Uzbekistan 13.3 (1996) 4.4 (2006) <5 12 <5

   East Asia
China, People's Rep. of 12.6 (1990) 3.4 (2010) 24 16 9
Hong Kong, China ... ... …. …. ….
Korea, Rep. of 0.9 (2003) 0.7 (2010) <5 <5 <5
Mongolia 11.8 (1992) 1.6 (2013) 30 38 21
Taipei,China ... ... …. …. ….

   South Asia
Bangladesh 61.5 (1990) 32.6 (2014) 33 23 16
Bhutan 14.1 (1999) 12.8 (2010) …. …. ….
India 52.8 (1992) 29.4 (2014) 24 17 15
Maldives 32.5 (1994) 17.8 (2009) 12 12 <5
Nepal 42.6 (1995) 30.1 (2014) 23 22 8
Sri Lanka 33.8 (1993) 26.3 (2012) 31 30 22

   Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam ... 9.6 (2009) <5 <5 <5
Cambodia 42.6 (1996) 23.9 (2014) 32 32 14
Indonesia 29.8 (1992) 19.9 (2013) 20 17 8
Lao PDR 39.8 (1993) 26.5 (2011) 43 39 19
Malaysia 22.1 (1990) 12.9 (2006) <5 <5 <5
Myanmar 32.5 (1990) 22.6 (2009) 63 52 14
Philippines 29.9 (1990) 19.9 (2013) 26 21 14
Singapore ... 3.3 (2000) …. …. ….
Thailand 16.3 (1993) 9.2 (2012) 35 19 7
Viet Nam 36.9 (1993) 12.1 (2013) 46 28 11

   The Pacific 
Cook Islands ... ... …. …. ….
Fiji 6.9 (1993) 5.3 (2004) 7 <5 <5
Kiribati ... 14.9 (2009) 8 <5 <5
Marshall Islands ... ... …. …. ….
Micronesia, Fed. States of ... ... …. …. ….
Nauru ... 4.8 (2007) …. …. ….
Palau ... ... …. …. ….
Papua New Guinea 18.1 (2005) 27.9 (2010) …. …. ….
Samoa 1.7 (1999) ... 11 7 <5
Solomon Islands ... 11.5 (2007) 25 15 11
Timor-Leste 40.6 (2002) 45.3 (2009) 45 44 27
Tonga ... 1.9 (2012) …. …. ….
Tuvalu ... 1.6 (2007) …. …. ….
Vanuatu 10.6 (1996) 10.7 (2013) 11 8 6

Developed Member Economies
Australia – (1995) 0.2 (2007) <5 <5 <5
Japan ... 3.4 (2010) <5 <5 <5
New Zealand ... ... <5 <5 <5

…. = data not available at cutoff date, Lao PDR = Lao People’s Democratic Republic. 

a Data refer to 3-year average from 1990 to 1992.
b Data refer to 3-year average from 1999 to 2001.
c Data refer to 3-year average from 2014 to 2016.

Sources: United Nations. Millennium Development Goals Indicators Database. http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/Data.aspx (accessed 7 July 2015) and World 
Health Organization. Joint child malnutrition estimates - Levels and trends (2015 edition). http://www.who.int/nutgrowthdb/estimates2014/en/ (accessed 
28 September 2015).


