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Partnership 
 
 
To mobilize the means required to implement this agenda through a revitalized  
Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, based on a spirit of strengthened 
global solidarity, focused in particular on the needs of the poorest and most  
vulnerable and with the participation of all countries, all stakeholders, and all people.

 Snapshot

• In four-fifths of 40 developing economies in Asia and the Pacific, the average financial and technical 
assistance (through North–South, South–South, and triangular cooperation) has risen between 
2000–2007 and 2008–2015.

• More than 90% of regional economies have conducted a population census since 2007. Nearly half 
of the developing economies (23 out of 45) have prepared a national statistical plan to address the 
growing demand for statistics to monitor development.

The attainment of the Global Goals by 2030 
requires strengthened partnerships and improved 
coordination across governments, the development 
community, and the private sector. This will not 
only ensure that financial and technical resources 
are mobilized strategically, but also increase 
transparency and accountability. 

SDG 17: Strengthen the Means of 
Implementation and Revitalize the 
Global Partnership for Sustainable 
Development

Dollar value of financial and technical assistance 
(including through North–South, South–South 
and triangular cooperation) committed to 
developing countries. Since the value of financial 
and technical assistance can fluctuate annually, it 
is useful to examine averages over a longer period. 
Upon examining the periods 2000–2007 and 2008–
2015, it is observed that in four-fifths of 40 developing 
economies, financial and technical assistance has, 
on average, risen between the two periods (Figure 
6.1). The value of financial and technical assistance 
in Myanmar increased by more 8.7 times, from $15.2 

million in 2000–2007 to $131.7 million in 2008–2015. 
This was followed by Kazakhstan, Afghanistan, 
Uzbekistan, and the Philippines, respectively, which 
all experienced at least a two time increase in value 
of financial and technical assistance between 2000–
2007 and 2008–2015. Afghanistan received the 
largest financial and technical assistance, averaging 
at $1.5 billion per year between 2008 and 2015. Other 
developing economies receiving over $500 million, 
on average, in 2008–2015 include Indonesia ($1,326.4 
million), Pakistan ($744.0 million), Viet Nam ($658.4 
million), India ($604.2 million), and the PRC ($533.2 
million). Less than $5 million of financial and 
technical assistance were provided in 2008–2015 to 
the Pacific economies of Palau ($3.2 million), Tuvalu 
($3.7 million), and the Cook Islands ($4.1 million).  

Value of all resources made available to 
strengthen statistical capacity in developing 
countries. Data on value of resources made available 
to strengthen statistical capacity are available 
for 40 out of 45 developing economies in 2014.  
Viet Nam ($6,559,859.4), reported the highest value 
for this indicator, followed by Armenia ($3,696,148.0) 
and Afghanistan ($3,020,102.4) (Table 6.1). 



81Partnership
Sustainable D

evelopm
ent G

oals
81

Number of countries that have conducted 
at least one population and housing census in 
the last 10 years. While statistics production does 
not fully reflect statistical capacity, the non-conduct 
of key statistical activities such as population 
censuses that are considered vital suggest the 
lack of support from governments for national 
statistical systems. This indicator not only tracks 
countries that have conducted a population and 
housing census, but also those compiling detailed 
population and housing statistics from population 
registers, administrative records, sample surveys, 
and other sources. In the Asia and Pacific region, 
42 out of 45 developing economies have conducted 
a population and housing census since 2007  
(Table 6.1).

Equity, Data Gaps, and Other 
Related Issues

Indicators for various targets under the theme of 
partnership are not available, and when available, 
they are sparse and not regularly updated. Difficulty 
in monitoring progress with respect to SDG 17 may 
also arise due to the lack of quantitative targets in 
some areas.

In its Statistical Yearbook for Asia and the Pacific 
(2015), the United Nations (UN) Economic and 
Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (ESCAP) 
examined results of the World Bank’s Statistical 
Capacity Index Dashboard, and suggested that 
countries in Asia and the Pacific have generally more 
adequate key data sources than in the Middle East, 
North Africa, and Sub-Saharan Africa, but adequacy 
is lower than in Latin America and the Caribbean. 
ESCAP also reports that while 50 out of 51 reporting 
countries in the Asia and Pacific region have 
statistical legislation specifying the responsibilities 
of statistics producers across government, only 44 

Click here for figure data

FSM = Federated States of Micronesia, Lao PDR = Lao People’s Democratic 
Republic, PRC = People’s Republic of China.
*Value for average 2000–2007 refers to average of 2001 to 2007, **Value for 
average 2000–2007 refers to average of 2000 and 2002 to 2007.
Source: Table 6.1.

Figure 6.1: Dollar Value of Financial and Technical 
Assistance Committed to Developing Countries
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of these countries have articles in these legislations 
protecting the independence of official statistics 
from political influence. Thus, countries will need 
to strengthen national statistical institutions so that 
they can improve existing data sources, as well as 
quickly adapt to the rapid increase in use of new 
data sources. This not only involves the provision 
of adequate resources and infrastructure for 
development of statistics, but also the establishment 
and/or maintenance of enabling environments and 
ecosystems to produce reliable data and statistics.  

Strong national statistical institutions will be required, 
not only to build, but also maintain partnerships for 
a data ecosystem that utilizes available information 
to attain sustainable development by 2030. Box 6.1. 
discusses measurement errors from using traditional 
recall-based methods to estimate total plot area, rice 
yield, and rice production in one province of the 
Lao People’s Democratic Republic; and calls for an 
improvement in statistical capacity of government 
agencies tasked with providing such information. 

Box 6.1: Bias in Plot Area, Yield, and Production Measurement:
Evidence from Savannakhet Province, Lao People’s Democratic Republic 

Goal 2 of the Sustainable Development Agenda on zero hunger aims, among other targets, to “double the agricultural productivity 
and incomes of small scale food producers by 2030.” To accurately monitor the progress made toward achieving this goal and target, 
timely, cost-effective, and high-quality estimates of agricultural land area, yield, and production are needed. Collecting such data 
in developing countries can, however, be time-consuming, costly, and methodologically challenging. Estimates of these agricultural 
statistics are also prone to measurement errors in the absence of a sound and well-designed methodology. Inaccurate agricultural 
statistics can lead to inappropriate policies, thereby impacting food security. 

In the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, the Asian Development Bank (ADB) in collaboration with the Center for Agricultural 
Statistics of the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry conducted a methodological study in Savannakhet Province. This work was 
undertaken through a statistics capacity building technical assistance project piloted across four Southeast Asian countries.a Rice area 
and yield were estimated through the implementation of a farmer recall survey and compared with objective measures, such as plot 
areasb mapped using global positioning system (GPS), and rice yieldsc estimated by crop cutting for the same set of plots. A multistage 
stratified random sample utilizing an area frame was implemented to select the plots for this study. Fieldwork was implemented during 
the rainy season of 2015. 

a ADB. 2013. Innovative Data Collection Methods for Agricultural and Rural Statistics. Manila (Regional Capacity Development 
Technical Assistance 8369). This technical assistance was implemented by ADB in partnership with government agricultural 
ministries and national statistical offices in the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, the Philippines, Thailand, and Viet Nam. 

b Although GPS measures are more objective than farmer estimates and are often referred to as the new “gold standard” (Carletto 
et al. 2015), measurement bias may arise due to satellite position, signal propagation, and receiver type, with overall position 
error ranging from 0.5 meters to 4 meters (Hofmann-Wellenhof et al. 2008). These errors are likely to be more prominent for 
smaller plots than larger plots. 

c  The crop-cutting technique relies on identifying a randomized spot on a plot (a square, circle, or triangle) of a certain dimension 
and harvesting the crop within this spot to calculate the quantity harvested. It is considered as the gold standard for estimating 
yield (FAO 1982). 

continued.
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Box Figure 6.1.1 shows the ratio of farmer-reported area, 
yield, and production versus values for the same variables 
objectively measured by GPS-based plot area quartile. For 
all three variables, a clear overestimation is observed. For the 
full sample, plot area, on average, is overreported by farmers 
roughly 2.9 times relative to GPS measurement; meanwhile, 
the average farmer-reported yield is roughly twice the yield 
estimate obtained through crop cutting. Consequently, rice 
production is overestimated roughly 3.9 times by farmers 
relative to objectively measured production.

Also, a clear downward trend exists for all three measures, 
whereby farmers significantly overestimate area, yield, and 
production on smaller plots, with the degree of overestimation 
decreasing with plot area. Such a systematic bias is likely to 
have direct consequences on the interpretation of results while 
estimating several policy-relevant agricultural relationships. 

Finally, administrative data for the Lao People’s Democratic Republicd point to a yield estimate of 4.3 tons per hectare for the rainy 
season of 2015 in Savannakhet, revealing an overestimation of roughly 2.2 tons per hectare relative to crop cutting estimates for the 
same season from this validation study. 

The results from this study suggest that data users need to carefully consider existing agricultural statistics and survey methods. They 
also point toward the need to improve agricultural data quality through targeted investments in quality data, objective measurement 
approaches, as well as improvement in statistical capacity of government agencies tasked with providing such information. 

Sources:

C. Carletto, S. Gourlay, and P. Winters. 2015. From Guesstimates to GPStimates: Land Area Measurement and Implications for 
Agricultural Analysis. Journal of African Economies. 24 (5). pp. 593–628

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. 1982. Estimation of Crop Areas and Yields in Agricultural Statistics. Rome
B. Hofmann-Wellenhof, H. Lichtenegger, and E. Wasle. 2008. GNSS—Global Navigation Satellite Systems. New York: Springer-Verlag.

d  Department of Planning and Cooperation, Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry. 2016. Agricultural Statistics Yearbook 2015. 
Vientiane, Lao PDR: Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry.

Box 6.1: (continued)

Official development assistance and 
partnerships in the development community, 
including North–South and South–South 
cooperation, have provided mechanisms to assist 
those ravaged by conflict, natural disasters, and 
other risks factors, and have encouraged growth 
and trade across countries.  Cross-thematic linkages 
in the Global Goals and targets point to the need 

Box Figure 6.1.1: Ratio of Farmer Estimates to Objective 
Measures for Rice Area, Yield, and Production by Plot Area 
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for multistakeholder partnerships that go beyond a 
traditional sectoral approach to a more integrated 
approach. This requires strong coordination among 
various stakeholders in the development community, 
including cofinancing of partnership initiatives, 
as well as joint progress reporting on the extent of 
attainment of the SDGs.
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Goal 17. Strengthen the means of implementation and revitalize the Global Partnership  
                  for Sustainable Development

Table 6.1:  Selected Indicators for SDG 17 - Development Financing and Statistical Capacity Building 
 By 2020, enhance capacity-building support to developing countries, including for least developed countries and 

small island developing states, to increase significantly the availability of high-quality, timely, and reliable data 
disaggregated by income, gender, age, race, ethnicity, migratory status, disability, geographic location, and other 
characteristics relevant in national contexts

 By 2030, build on existing initiatives to develop measurements of progress on sustainable development that 
complement gross domestic product, and support statistical capacity building in developing countries

Regional Member

17.9.1  Dollar Value of Financial and 
Technical Assistance (including 

through North-South, South-South and 
triangular cooperation) Committed to 

Developing Countries
(constant 2015 $ million)

17.18.3  
Availability 
of National 

Statistical Plan a

17.19.1  Value of All Resources Made 
Available to Strengthen Statistical 
Capacity in Developing Countries

($)

17.19.2  Number of 
Countries That Have 
Conducted at Least 
One Population and 
Housing Census in  
the Last 10 Years b

Average, 2000–2007 Average, 2008–2015 2016 2006 2014 Latest Year
Developing Member Economies
   Central and West Asia

Afghanistan 411.8 1,509.4 B 2,069,399.8 3,020,102.4 ...
Armenia 63.2 77.1 B 56,731.6 3,696,148.0 2011
Azerbaijan 29.1 55.7 ... 140,534.9 32,316.8 2009
Georgia 76.2 117.9 C, D 342,978.6 152,019.0 2014
Kazakhstan 40.3 204.8 ... 372,625.0 1,600.0 2009
Kyrgyz Republic 49.3 78.4 B 260,060.6 87,885.0 2009
Pakistan 368.2 744.0 ... 4,916,521.4 16,150.0 ...
Tajikistan 29.2 36.0 B 2,411,705.4 2,500,000.0 2010
Turkmenistan 6.1 5.6 ... 279,722.6 18,738.0 2012
Uzbekistan 37.5 117.3 ... 272,261.8 161.2 ...

   East Asia
China, People’s Rep. of 306.2 533.2 A, B, C 1,568,187.0 418,083.5 2010
Hong Kong, China ... ... B ... ... 2016
Korea, Rep. of ... ... A, B, C, E ... ... 2015
Mongolia 35.9 98.2 ... 2,994,147.0 94,714.7 2010
Taipei,China ... ... ... ... ... 2010

   South Asia
Bangladesh 216.3 389.8 B 1,245,957.6 357,903.0 2011
Bhutan 14.8 21.6 B 528,875.6 176,752.2 2017
India 483.7 604.2 B 1,171,518.6 1,717,187.1 2011
Maldives 3.6 8.0 B 136,444.6 200,000.0 (2013) 2014
Nepal 78.2 145.8 ... 568,917.5 163,912.8 2011
Sri Lanka 110.1 101.8 ... 361,402.2 469,210.3 2012

   Southeast Asia
Brunei Darussalam ... ... ... ... ... 2011
Cambodia 78.4 112.8 ... 5,058,885.2 322,949.9 2008
Indonesia 539.2 1,326.4 B, D 795,895.3 1,500.0 (2013) 2010
Lao PDR 42.9 73.0 A, B, C, D 468,513.1 246,420.1 2015
Malaysia 17.4 13.9 ... 274,242.8 92,130.2 (2012) 2010
Myanmar 15.2 131.7 ... 1,187,054.1 1,314,445.9 2014
Philippines 124.2 371.8 B, C, D, E 773,000.7 186,702.0 2010
Singapore ... ... B ... ... 2010
Thailand 45.2 69.2 ... 510,883.2 24,017.1 2010
Viet Nam 298.0 658.4 B 1,698,915.4 6,559,859.4 2009

   The Pacific 
Cook Islands 2.1 4.1 B 43,363.3 36,337.0 2016
Fiji 15.6 13.7 ... 151,154.8 28,758.5 2017
Kiribati 7.7 7.6 ... 34,046.4 (2007) 5,089.9 (2013) 2015
Marshall Islands 16.8 11.5 ... 53,283.3 1,630.0 2011
Micronesia, Fed. States of 35.2 29.9 ... 210,191.8 5,090.9 (2013) 2010
Nauru 6.6 10.7 ... 34,046.4 (2007) 5,089.9 (2013) 2011
Palau 1.6 3.2 ... 120,972.2 46,661.1 2015
Papua New Guinea 91.8 145.3 ... 1,018,701.9 15,721.0 2011
Samoa 15.0 28.8 B 174,911.1 26,717.0 2016
Solomon Islands 67.9 78.3 ... 66,377.7 25,543.0 2009
Timor-Leste 51.5 47.7 B 172,795.8 32,361.5 2015
Tonga 10.0 13.5 ... 120,885.9 15,702.1 2016
Tuvalu 2.9 3.7 ... 7,618.0 (2007) 5,089.9 (2013) 2012
Vanuatu 11.9 17.5 B 489,116.6 5,089.9 (2013) 2016

Developed Member Economies 
Australia ... ... B ... ... 2016
Japan ... ... A, B, C ... ... 2015
New Zealand ... ... ... ... ... 2013

... = data not available at cutoff date, Lao PDR = Lao People’s Democratic Republic, SDG = Sustainable Development Goal.

a A - National statistical plan fully funded, B  - National statistical plan under implementation, C  - National statistical plan with funding from government, D  - National statistical 
plan with funding from donors, E  - National statistical plan with funding from others.

b Refers to the most recent year population and housing census was conducted. 
c Value for average 2000–2007 refers to average of 2001–2007. 
d Value for average 2000–2007 refers to average of 2000 and 2002–2007. 

Sources: Partnership in Statistics for Development in the 21st Century (PARIS21) http://www.paris21.org/ (accessed 28 June 2017); United Nations. Sustainable Development 
Goals Indicators Global Database. http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/database/ (accessed 19 July 2017); national statistics office of Taipei,China. https://eng.
stat.gov.tw/np.asp?ctNode=1549 (accessed 28 June 2017); Bhutan Trust Fund for Environmental Conservation. http://www.bhutantrustfund.bt/?p=925 (accessed 
21 July 2017); and Fiji Bureau of Statistics. http://www.statsfiji.gov.fj/census (accessed 21 July 2017). 


