
Current institutions 
and principles for 
international governance 
require rethinking to 
accommodate the 
growing diversity in 
voice and power and 
to sustain long-term 
development progress

through the UN Development Cooperation 
Forum. Despite signatories’ commitment to 
transparency, the outcome document does 
not contain any other time-bound measurable 
commitments or targets to which citizens can 
hold them to account.

The post-Busan architecture has yet to 
take shape. But some intermediate priorities 
have surfaced. One is for traditional donors 
to meet their commitments from the 2005 
Group of Eight Gleneagles summit to increase 
aid and to deliver on better coordination and 
alignment.20 Traditional donors can also work 
with emerging donors, who can contribute 
knowledge and experience from a developing 
country perspective. The United Nations, with 
its universal membership, is well positioned 
to engage partners from the South in such tri-
lateral development cooperation through the 
UN Development Cooperation Forum. One 
of the main tasks is to achieve better alignment 
between North–South and South–South de-
velopment cooperation and global norms.

The Busan agreement marks a first step in re-
shaping development cooperation so that it can 
be more effective and better harness the poten-
tial of emerging countries. As with other global 
public goods, once common understanding is 
reached at the global level, operationalizing the 
principles can in most cases be decentralized to 
national governments using the agreed com-
mon policy frameworks. Take the Millennium 
Declaration of September 2000 and the global 
agreement on the Millennium Development 
Goals that eventually emerged. Agreement 
on these goals gave impetus to a wide range 
of activities and institutions by highlighting 
a simple truth: enhancing the capabilities of 
people and advancing the development of all 
societies are important global public goods.21 
The actual progress in the achievement of these 
goals has been very much at the country level, 
through national initiatives and ownership.

Better representation 
for the South

The current institutions and principles for in-
ternational governance require rethinking or at 
least recalibrating to accommodate the growing 
diversity in voice and power and to sustain 

long-term development progress. Many were 
designed, long before the rise of the South, for 
a post–Second World War order that does not 
match contemporary reality.

As a consequence, these institutions greatly 
underrepresent the South. Voting quotas in the 
Bretton Woods institutions are weighted to-
wards countries in the North, despite changing 
global economic realities. For example, China, 
which is the world’s second largest economy 
and holds more than $3  trillion in foreign 
reserves, has had a smaller voting share in the 
World Bank than both France and the United 
Kingdom.

Similarly, the United Nations Security 
Council makes decisions on global peace and 
security with a permanent membership that 
reflects the geopolitical structure of 1945. At 
the 2012 United Nations General Assembly 
meeting in New York, several heads of gov-
ernment from the South again voiced their 
long-standing demands for permanent seats on 
the council for Africa, Latin America and such 
unrepresented developing country powers as 
India.22

The major international institutions need 
to be more representative, transparent and ac-
countable. The Bretton Woods institutions, the 
regional development banks and even the UN 
system all risk diminishing relevance if they fail 
to represent all member states and their people 
adequately. These bodies need to respect and 
draw constructively on the experiences of both 
the South and the North and to aim for equit-
able and sustainable outcomes for present and 
future generations.

At the same time, the rising South has to 
assume more responsibility on the global stage, 
in line with its increasing economic power and 
political clout, including by contributing more 
resources to multilateral organizations.23 The 
South has to take larger leadership roles at both 
the regional and global levels. Greater transpar-
ency and accountability in global institutions, 
while desirable in and of themselves, will facilit-
ate more such participation by the South.

There have been some positive moves in this 
direction. Developing countries are already 
playing a greater role in the Bretton Woods in-
stitutions and in global dialogues through the 
summits for Group of 20 (G20) heads of state. 
The OECD has opened membership to some 
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International governance 
is increasingly influenced 

by a multitude of voices 
and actors through 
global movements 
and transnational 
activist networks

developing countries. Developed countries 
should welcome these changes, as the success 
of the South extends benefits to the North and 
advances the prosperity of all.

Indeed, some intergovernmental processes 
would be invigorated by greater participation 
from the South, which can bring substantial 
financial, technological and human resources. 
Emerging economies could lead in achieving 
the Millennium Development Goals, innovat-
ing in climate change mitigation and conclud-
ing the Doha development round.

Global organizations that are more rep-
resentative of the world’s countries would in 
principle be accountable to the world’s people 
through national governments. However, state 
mediation alone is inadequate. International 
governance is increasingly influenced by 
a multitude of voices and actors through 
global movements and transnational activist 
networks. Indeed, this has been the thrust of 
antiglobalization movements, sometimes self-
described as “global democracy” movements, 
which cut across a range of issues, articulate di-
verse concerns and embrace an almost endless 
variety of political messages but share the basic 
concern of making transnational power and 
governance accountable to civil society.

To this end, today’s multilateral institutions 
are encouraged to recalibrate their representa-
tion and guiding principles, in areas such as:
•	 Voice. Matching the circles of stakeholders 

and decisionmakers so that all have an ef-
fective voice in global matters that concern 
them.

•	 Public goods. Building bridges across organ-
izational lines to facilitate the multilevel, 
multisector, multiactor production that 
many global public goods require.

•	 Leadership. Encouraging global leaders, state 
and nonstate, individually or collectively, to 
exercise leadership to assist the international 
community on issues that are caught in 
global policy stalemates and problems that 
are reaching crisis proportions.

•	 Convening. Realigning existing organizations 
to reflect changing global economic and 
political realities, and vesting them with the 
authority and expertise to effectively mediate 
among different stakeholders.

•	 Information and resources. Helping poorer 
countries in the South participate more 

effectively in global governance through bet-
ter access to information, technical assistance 
and finance.

•	 Citizen participation. Drawing on the wealth 
of ideas and views emerging from citizen 
networks and from participants previously 
sidelined from the global discourse.
International organizations are becoming 

more inclusive and sensitive to the require-
ments of a rapidly changing world. The United 
Nations Economic and Social Council, for 
example, has established the Development 
Cooperation Forum to promote more broad-
based discussion of development assistance. 
There is scope for renewed multilateralism. 
However, there have been only modest gov-
ernance reforms at the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) and the World Bank. The United 
Nations Security Council’s core structure re-
mains unchanged, despite decades of debate. 
More-determined reform is needed for multi-
lateral institutions to facilitate cross-national 
collaboration on stalemated global issues in 
ways viewed as fair and just by all countries.

Global civil society

International governance institutions can be 
held to account not just by member states, but 
also by global civil society, which can shape the 
exercise of power and act as a countervailing 
force to states and markets. All kinds of volun-
tary associations—including nongovernmental 
organizations, social movements, advocacy 
groups, unions and community groups—have 
used channels of influence such as elections, 
lobbying, media and public campaigns to be-
come drivers of social change within many lead-
ing countries of the South—including Brazil, 
Egypt, India and South Africa. In the Indian 
state of Kerala a rich history of civic engage-
ment influenced the government to prioritize 
extensive social rights and equity- promoting 
public policies. In Brazil, the Sanitarista move-
ment of health care professionals played a 
central role in developing the country’s public 
health care system and expanding services to 
the poor.24

National civil society groups are increasingly 
using their experience engaging with national 
governments to open up independent networks 
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Global civil society has 
the ability to diffuse new 
norms that transform 
the behaviour of state 
and private actors

of North–South and South–South dialogues 
outside traditional official international 
governance channels. These transnational 
networks are laying the groundwork for an 
emerging global civil society that is pushing for 
action on issues ranging from climate change to 
migration policy to human rights.

The potential for global civil society to influ-
ence decisionmaking on critical global issues 
has been greatly magnified by the Internet 
revolution, which enables hyperconnectivity 
of disparate groups and offers platforms for 
citizens’ ideas and concerns to spread rapidly 
around the globe. People can speak to people, 
and communities of scientists and other pro-
fessionals can share ideas, unmediated by state 
power or markets. This new ease of global com-
munication is fuelling creative partnerships, 
empowering individuals and social organiza-
tions, leading to new forms of solidarity and 
allowing people to interact and express their 
values internationally.

The recent uprisings in several Arab States 
countries, the culmination of complex his-
torical developments, have shown that social 
media is a force that world leaders and global 
institutions ignore at their peril. The rapid 
spread and wide response to the video Kony 
2012, about indicted war criminal Joseph 
Kony of the Lord’s Resistance Army, showed 
that social media can engage many millions of 
people in discussion of important issues within 
days.25 There may be disagreement over the le-
gitimacy of particular concerns and platforms, 
but the rapid sharing of information across 
social networks clearly sways public opinion 
on issues that matter to the global citizenry and 
ultimately influences international governance.

Indeed, one of the most valuable tools of 
global civil society is the ability to diffuse new 
norms that transform the behaviour of state and 
private actors. By taking up and framing issues 
and pressuring states, civil society networks 
can put new issues on the table and influence 
government and international action towards 
new treaties, stronger enforcement mechanisms 
and even direct intervention. Classic examples 
of civil society influence on global norms 
include the global diffusion of the women’s 
suffrage movement, the antislavery movement 
and the Red Cross movement that led to the 
production of the Geneva conventions and the 

International Federation of the Red Cross and 
Red Crescent Societies. More recently, global 
civil society networks have been influential in 
institutionalizing anti–land mine legislation, 
more open access to AIDS medicines and cam-
paigns opposing violence against women.

While global civil society holds much 
potential for influencing international gov-
ernance norms and decisionmaking, the likely 
contribution of civil society organizations 
and transnational networks should be kept in 
perspective. Higher levels of resourcing lead 
the international nongovernmental organiza-
tions of the North to wield disproportionate 
influence in the global civil society space.26 
The international human rights regime, for 
example, often emphasizes civil and political 
rights, which are of particular concern to civil 
society in Eastern Europe, rather than social 
rights, which figure much more centrally in 
the demands of popular movements in the 
South. Limitations on civic space as well as 
other constraints can affect the capacity of civil 
society organizations to function.27 A further 
consideration is one of transparency, as it 
can be unclear how autonomous civil society 
groups are from state and market forces. When 
civil society organizations become extensions 
of state power, economic influence or tra-
ditional authority, civil society activity may 
magnify rather than reduce inequalities and 
instability.28

The future legitimacy of international 
governance will depend on the capabilities of 
institutions to engage with citizen networks 
and communities—understanding their con-
cerns and borrowing from their ideas and ap-
proaches to find direction for their own efforts 
and energies. Such engagement will maximize 
the legitimacy of their actions and ensure ac-
countability to the citizens of member states 
(box 5.2). The idea of ecological citizenship, for 
example, may be a promising way to construct 
from the ground up global public opinion on 
the provisioning of global public goods.29

To be effective, international organizations 
need to form productive partnerships with so-
cial media communities and nongovernmental 
organizations in the South and North alike. 
They should engage with citizen groups to sup-
port policy changes and a transition towards 
more-equitable principles and institutions of 
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The challenge facing 
the multilateral system 

is not a false choice 
between older structures 
devised by the North and 

newer arrangements 
responding to the 

needs of the developing 
world. It is integrating, 

coordinating and in 
some cases reforming 

these institutions so 
that they can work more 

effectively together

international governance. The World Health 
Organization, for example, has had to man-
age state interests carefully and adjust to the 
emphasis on privatizing health services that 
became dominant in the 1980s. Its core com-
mitments to public health and its ties to civil 
society, however, have enabled it to continue to 
pursue policies that emphasize a rights-based 
approach to health.30

Towards coherent pluralism

The challenge facing the multilateral system in 
response to the rise of the South is not a false 
choice between globalism and regionalism or 
between older structures devised and managed 
by the traditional powers of the North and 
newer arrangements responding to the needs of 
the developing world. Rather, it is integrating, 
coordinating and in some cases reforming these 
institutions so that they can all work more 
effectively together. Diversity and flexibility in 
global governance mechanisms can be net pos-
itives for the international system but cannot 
substitute for the global pursuit of solutions to 
problems that are inherently global in nature. 
Policymakers working both regionally and 
internationally should strive towards a more 
coherent pluralism in multilateral governance, 

with shared norms and goals supporting varied 
yet complementary regional and global devel-
opment initiatives.

Recent experience in much of the South 
has shown that some public goods can be 
effectively provided at the regional level. As 
noted in chapter 2, regional institutions can 
sometimes respond to regional needs faster and 
more efficiently than can global forums—for 
example, programmes for eradicating endemic 
diseases, protecting shared ecosystems and 
removing barriers to intraregional commerce. 
In such  cases, it makes sense for like-minded 
neighbouring states to address these challenges 
cooperatively while pursuing global responses 
to these issues where needed.

Increasing regional cooperation can also have 
disadvantages—adding further complexity to 
an already diverse array of multilateral institu-
tions, with all the attendant risks of exclusion, 
duplication and interagency competition. In 
many areas, regional institutions have the po-
tential to complement global structures, even 
if that kind of coordination seems rare or inad-
equately synchronized today.

Global governance arrangements must 
respect the mixed strategies that countries 
are choosing. It is clear that developing and 
emerging economies are choosing to cooper-
ate in different ways—bilaterally, regionally 

BOX 5.2 Jo Leinen, Member of the European Parliament

A world parliament for global democracy?

Legitimacy and representativeness of the world’s people in global deci-
sionmaking are imperative for the governance of global issues, but global 
decisionmaking bodies have no institutional mechanisms for effective and 
influential citizen participation. At a time when intergovernmental decision-
making has shown its limits, the quest for equity and sustainability and the 
urgency of addressing defining challenges for our planet require the engage-
ment of the global citizenship.

A world parliament would complement the United Nations General 
Assembly—either formally integrated in the UN system or instituted as a 
separate body. This idea is not new, but as it matures, it is receiving increas-
ing support from civil society actors and regional parliaments (including the 
European, Latin American and African Parliaments) and was recently high-
lighted in the Manifesto for Global Democracy put forward by a multina-
tional group of intellectuals.1

A world parliament would be composed of delegates from national par-
liaments, representing multiple political parties from each country. Since 
the great majority of national parliaments are democratically elected, such 

a body would have a high level of representativeness and political ac-
countability. A world parliament would serve as a link between national 
policymaking and global decisionmaking, providing incentives for national 
parliaments and governments to consider the implications of decisions be-
yond national borders and instilling national parliaments with knowledge 
and experience on governing global issues.

This assembly could have one extended annual session, during which 
it would issue recommendations and add agenda items to the UN General 
Assembly and, by a qualified majority, submit agenda items to the UN 
Security Council for debate and decisions. The deliberations would possess 
a high moral and political authority, although the final decisionmaking power 
would remain with national governments. The composition of each national 
delegation could be determined either by national parliaments or through 
special elections allowing citizens to choose representatives for the world 
parliament. Delegation size would be proportional to a country’s population, 
an approach considerably different from international bodies where voting 
quotas are based on monetary contributions.

1. Beeston 2012.
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The ultimate purpose 
of “coherent pluralism” 
is to ensure that 
institutions at all levels 
work in a coordinated 
fashion to provide 
global public goods

and internationally. Over time, as new sets 
of challenges have emerged, countries have 
created new forms of governance to deal with 
these. In finance, for example, countries want 
to diversify their exposure and their “insurance 
policies”. They seek to use a mixture of national 
reserves, bilateral credit lines, regional arrange-
ments and the IMF. The international regime 
needs to be pluralist while ensuring that co-
operation at the regional and subregional levels 
is consistent with mechanisms and policies at 
the international level.

The ultimate purpose of this “coherent 
pluralism” is to ensure that institutions at all 
levels work in a coordinated fashion to provide 
global public goods. The complementarity not 
just between global and regional institutions, 
but also across public, private and civil society 
organizations, has the potential to be con-
structive, even if it may appear fledgling and in-
adequate at present. Where new arrangements 
and new partnerships arise to meet the gaps 
left by old arrangements, they should be en-
couraged, avoiding duplication to the greatest 
extent possible. New arrangements at all levels 
must work in concert with each other and in 
step with existing multilateral organizations, 
aligning interests and sharing responsibilities.

While pluralism and greater diversity are 
welcome developments, duplication and ineffi-
ciency occur among the plethora of new organ-
izations. Moving towards a coherent structure, 
some organizations will survive, and others will 
be deemed redundant.

The governance of global public goods for 
sustained progress in human development re-
quires effective multilateralism. International 
institutions can also provide guidance on hu-
man rights and other universal principles and 
arbitrate in such areas as public international 
law. However, multilateralism will need to be 
more flexible to deal with new challenges and 
geopolitical realities. In a coherent pluralistic 
system, international institutions can serve as 
coordinating bodies, playing a catalytic or con-
vening role for all stakeholders. To do this, they 
need the mandate and sufficient expertise and 
resources to mediate and facilitate, to analyse 
and respond to often divergent interests and 
to propose workable and mutually beneficial 
outcomes. To fully engage the South, many 
international organizations need updating 

and transforming. The South in turn is more 
likely to use and fully support multilateral in-
stitutions that are seen to be acting as much in 
the interests of the South as in the interests of 
developed countries.

Financial architecture: redesign 
for the rising South

The rise of the South is creating new patterns of 
resource accumulation, potentially leading to a 
denser, multilayered and more heterogeneous 
financial architecture. This could promote fin-
ancial stability and resilience, support long-run 
productive capacities, advance human develop-
ment and enlarge national policy space.

In some cases, these emerging institutions 
and arrangements could substitute for some 
of the functions of the Bretton Woods institu-
tions, but in most cases, they complement the 
existing global financial architecture. Moreover, 
emerging institutions may prove transformative 
by prodding the Bretton Woods institutions to 
respond to concerns about representation, gov-
ernance principles and conditionalities.

The South has already developed several al-
ternative institutions and approaches, including 
regional monetary and support arrangements:
•	 The Chiang Mai Initiative emerged in the 

wake of the 1997 Asian financial crisis, tak-
ing the form of a series of swap arrangements 
among Asian countries. It evolved into the 
Chiang Mai Initiative Multilateralization, 
which allows members to draw on the 
multilateral swap facility to address bal-
ance of payments and short-term liquidity 
difficulties.

•	 The Arab Monetary Fund, founded in 1976 
by the 22 member countries of the League of 
Arab States, has some $2.7 billion to support 
emergency financing for member countries 
as well as broader monetary cooperation. 
There is also an aspiration for a unified Arab 
currency.31

•	 The Reserve Bank of India recently an-
nounced a $2  billion swap facility for 
members of the South Asian Association for 
Regional Cooperation.32

•	 The Latin American Reserve Fund, with a 
capitalization of about $2.3  billion, offers 
balance of payments support to members. 
It also guarantees third-party loans and 
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facilitates reserve investments and regional 
coordination of monetary policies. Its po-
tential is limited by its incomplete regional 
membership; Brazil, the region’s largest eco-
nomy, does not participate.33

•	 The Andean Development Corporation is 
gaining attention due to its fourfold growth 
in lending over 1991–2007 and almost 
exclusive ownership by members, nearly all 
of which are developing countries (except 
Portugal and Spain).34

Such regional arrangements, however, do not 
necessarily reduce the role of the IMF. Large 
disbursements from the funds can require bor-
rowing countries to be under IMF surveillance 
programmes, as with the Chiang Mai Initiative 
Multilateralization (box 5.3).

The evolving regional financial architecture 
fostered by countries of the South offers re-
newed space for policies that emphasize prag-
matism rather than ideology and ensures that 
conditionality is narrow and appropriate to 
the country (box 5.4).35 Regional institutions 
that lend closer to home are also more likely 
to design programmes that are more sensitive 

to political concerns and economically appro-
priate, with light-touch surveillance and less 
emphasis on conditionality.

Some institutions, such as the nascent Bank 
of the South,36 renounce conditionality al-
together. Others, including the Chiang Mai 
Initiative Multilateralization and the Arab 
Monetary Fund, use conditionality only in 
specific circumstances, and it remains a point of 
discussion among members. Still others, such as 
the Latin American Reserve Fund, apply sur-
veillance but do not use the IMF’s top-down 
approach and instead collaborate with borrow-
ing governments.

Regional trade agreements

Regional and subregional trade arrangements 
have expanded and deepened in Africa, Asia 
and Latin America, even as the Doha round 
of global trade negotiations has stalled. 
Agreements that open up South–South trade 
hold enormous potential, with benefits at 
least as large as those providing greater access 
to markets in the North. OECD estimates 

BOX 5.3

Regional finance in Asia: Chiang Mai Initiative Multilateralization and the Asian Development Bank

The current financial crisis has been a powerful impetus for expanding 
the scope of the Chiang Mai Initiative, a regional agreement among the 
Association of Southeast Asian Nations, plus China, Japan and the Republic 
of Korea (ASEAN+3). In early 2009, the initiative was multilateralized and 
renamed the Chiang Mai Initiative Multilateralization. At that time, dis-
bursements of more than 20% of the credits available to a country required 
that the borrowing country be under an International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
surveillance programme to address the difficult task of devising and imple-
menting regional surveillance.

ASEAN+3 members have continued to deepen the Chiang Mai Initiative 
Multilateralization. In May 2012, the size of the currency swap pool was dou-
bled to $240 billion. For 2012–2013, the need to be under an IMF programme 
does not become operative until the swap drawn equals 30% of the maximum 
for the country (40% in 2014, pending the outcome of current discussions). The 
maturity of both the IMF-linked and the delinked swaps were lengthened. And 
for the first time, a precautionary credit line facility was introduced, allowing 
members to draw on swaps governed by a formula based on country size. (The 
Asian Bond Market Initiative was also expanded in May 2012.)

The ASEAN+3 Macroeconomic Research Office opened on 30 January 
2012 to conduct IMF Article IV–type monitoring of members. It describes 
itself as the “regional surveillance unit of the Chiang Mai Initiative 

Multilateralization”. Its purposes are to monitor and analyse regional econ-
omies and to contribute to the early detection of risks, implementation of 
remedial actions and effective decisionmaking by the initiative. Some ob-
servers have noted the tensions over the mandate and the continuing re-
luctance in Asia to criticize the policies of regional neighbours and thus the 
obstacles to conducting firm surveillance.

Prior to the global financial crisis, the Asian Development Bank (ADB) 
was already lending more in the region than the World Bank was. The cri-
sis accelerated this trend. In some cases, the ADB responded more quickly 
and with larger loans than the IMF and the World Bank did, and it intro-
duced new types of temporary rapid financing programmes and countercy-
clical lending facilities to support developing and low-income countries. In 
April 2009, Indonesia proposed that a portion of the IMF’s new financing 
be devolved to the ADB. With Group of 20 backing, the ADB introduced the 
Countercyclical Support Facility to provide up to $3 billion to economies in 
Asia affected by the crisis.

Between 2008 and 2009, the ADB’s lending commitments grew 42% 
and its disbursements 33%. Other regional development banks quickly fol-
lowed the ADB’s example and were granted a portion of the new funds com-
mitted to the IMF to establish new regional lending facilities to promote 
rapid counter cyclical support within their region.

Source: Woods 2010; Chin 2010, 2012; Ocampo and others 2010; ADB 2009; Ciorciari 2011; AMRO 2012.
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a welfare gain for the South of $59 billion if 
South–South tariffs were lowered to that of 
North–South levels.37 Even within Africa, 
given appropriate institutional arrangements 
for more open agricultural trade, there is huge 
potential for increasing the trade of the region’s 
many and diverse crops.

An example of a successful regional arrange-
ment is the Sao Paulo Round in 2010, in which 
22 developing countries agreed to reduce tariffs 
at least 20% on about 70% of the trade among 
themselves. The reductions were negotiated 
within the 1989 framework of the Global 
System of Trade Preferences, established to take 
advantage of the enabling clause within the 
agreements of the WTO, which allows devel-
oping countries to provide concessions to each 

other without jeopardizing their most favoured 
nation obligations.

Bilateral arrangements can facilitate trade 
flows when multilateral negotiations stall. 
Other options such as preferential trade ar-
rangements for furthering the goal of freer, 
nondiscriminatory trade could be overseen by a 
global multilateral institution like the WTO or 
by regional bodies.

Take, for example, negotiations aimed at re-
ducing the massive production and export sub-
sidies in agriculture given mainly by developed 
countries. Those subsidies distort world trade 
and expose farmers in developing countries to 
unfair competition. However, this issue is al-
most impossible to settle satisfactorily in a bilat-
eral or regional setting; it requires multilateral 

BOX 5.4 Enrique Garcia, President, CAF

CAF: a Latin American development bank

When established in 1970, the multilateral bank CAF had five Andean coun-
try members (Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru and Venezuela). Today, its 
shareholders include 18 countries from Latin America, the Caribbean and 
Europe as well as 14 private banks, and it obtains most of its funding in 
global financial markets. CAF promotes sustainable development and re-
gional integration through credit operations, grants and technical support 
and offers financial structuring to public and private sector projects in Latin 
America. Its headquarters are in Caracas, and it has offices in Asuncion, 
Bogota, Brasilia, Buenos Aires, La Paz, Lima, Madrid, Montevideo, Quito 
and Panama City. Over the last decade, Latin America has experienced rapid 
economic growth thanks to a favourable external environment, which has 
resulted in higher commodity prices, a stable macroeconomic environment 
and greater domestic demand due to poverty reduction and higher income. 
CAF has helped its member countries take advantage of these favourable 
economic conditions through a comprehensive development agenda that in-
cludes projects and programmes designed to support the region’s productive 
transformation and its competitive participation in the global economy, to 
improve the quality of institutions and to promote environmental conserva-
tion. CAF has provided substantial financing at times when markets were 
“dry” and other international financial institutions were imposing stringent 
conditions on their financing.

Among the reasons for CAF’s success in the region are its Latin American 
essence, the strong political and financial commitment of its member coun-
tries, the maintenance of prudent financial policies (especially in times of 
economic stress) and its policy of nonconditionality. Today, CAF is one of 
the main sources of multilateral financing for infrastructure and energy in 
the region, with approvals of more than $10 billion at the end of 2011, or 
some 30% of total multilateral lending for Latin America (compared with 
and $12.4 billion for the Inter-American Development Bank and $13.9 billion 
for the World Bank; see Ocampo and Titelman 2012). CAF’s countercycli-
cal role in times of economic turbulence in international markets and its 

support to shareholders when financing has become scarce have been espe-
cially valuable. In addition to channelling funds from international markets 
to the region, directed mainly to infrastructure projects, CAF, together with 
its member countries, has designed and implemented an ambitious agenda 
of programmes and projects supported by grants aimed at tackling some of 
Latin America’s major obstacles to growth.

CAF borrows in international capital markets through a funding strategy 
that aims to diversify sources of financing to mitigate interest rate and cur-
rency risks while matching the average maturity of its assets and liabilities 
to maintain sufficient liquidity in its portfolio. CAF obtained its first credit 
ratings in 1993 from the three main rating agencies, and its ratings have 
steadily improved, even during economic crises in the region. CAF is now 
the highest rated frequent bond issuer in Latin America. Since 1993 CAF 
has borrowed more than $13.9 billion through 87 bond issues in the most 
important international capital markets in the Asia, Europe Latin America 
and the United States. Prudent financial policies have made CAF a profit-
able institution that reinvests, through grants and technical cooperation, in 
programmes and projects to support its member countries.

CAF’s performance has been distinguished due to capacity to adapt 
to a changing and challenging environment. Of particular importance has 
been its governance structure. Since its foundation, CAF’s shareholders have 
given the institution the autonomy to design and implement operational poli-
cies without political pressure. Member countries have always supported 
the institution. Never in CAF’s history has a member country defaulted on its 
obligation, even during economic crises. With an ownership that is almost 
entirely Latin American (Portugal and Spain are minority shareholders due 
to their historical ties to the region), CAF has avoided the conflicts that have 
arisen in other multilateral institutions where donors’ and recipients’ aims 
are not always aligned. In this regard, CAF is recognized as an institution run 
by and for Latin America, providing a useful example of pragmatic financial 
integration.
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Responsible sovereignty 
takes the long-term 

interests of the world as a 
whole into account when 

formulating national policy

disciplines that can be negotiated only at the 
WTO. Most countries accept the necessity of 
a strong multilateral body to referee the rules 
of world trade while knowing that regionalism 
is here to stay; one way forward is to gradually 
“multilateralize regionalism”.38

Responsible sovereignty

While most governments support the 
principles of multilateralism, they are also 
understandably concerned with preserving 
national sovereignty. Overly strict adherence 
to the primacy of national sovereignty can 
encourage cross-border rivalries and zero-sum 
thinking. Countries on their own are less able 
to defend themselves from the contagion ef-
fects of financial crises or the ill effects of global 
warming. National action does not ensure 
that a country’s citizens have access to global 
public goods. Some governments are unable to 
sufficiently protect the human rights of their 
citizenry. A better strategy is responsible sover-
eignty—that is, taking the long-term interests 
of the world as a whole into account when 
formulating national policy.

Most global public goods depend on the 
effective management of cross-border con-
sequences and an adequate provision of na-
tional and regional public goods, and thus on 
national institutional capacity and a willingness 
to cooperate regionally and globally. Countries 
must take into account their respective inter-
national responsibilities in providing public 
goods and avoid undermining the collective 
welfare and the well-being of other countries, 
such as through pollution or other abuses of 
the global or regional commons. Responsible 
sovereignty includes taking steps towards 
collective  endeavours—such as trade liberal-
ization and climate change mitigation—that, 
if designed effectively, could greatly enhance 
global collective welfare.

In a highly interconnected world, effective 
national decisionmaking cannot be carried out 
in isolation from regional and global policies. 
National policies have regional and global 
consequences; examples include protectionist 
national responses to international economic 
downturns and the failure to regulate over-
fishing and ocean pollution. At the same time, 

regional and global policies provide a context 
for national policymaking. Countries and 
regional and multilateral organizations must 
come together and align national policies 
towards common international goals. In an 
increasingly globalized and interconnected 
world, this is a matter of enlightened self- 
interest: decisions taken at the national level 
today can affect people in all countries for gen-
erations to come.

If national leaders are unable to look bey-
ond narrowly conceived immediate national 
interests, the potential gains from cooper-
ation will be lost, and the costs of inaction 
will mount. National policies will undermine 
rather than reinforce and complement each 
other. Examples include public spending and 
stimulus policies in the wake of the global 
financial crisis: coordination by central banks 
around the world to lower interest rates in 
concert helped avert further deepening of the 
worldwide recession.

The South, due to its rising economic stature 
and political influence, is an increasingly im-
portant partner in global decisionmaking. The 
rise of the South, accompanied by stronger 
cross-border links, makes decisionmaking 
more interdependent than ever. The North 
and the South must find common ground for 
meaningful progress on today’s pressing global 
problems.

Responsible sovereignty also requires that 
states honour agreed universal human rights 
and obligations towards people residing in 
their territories and ensure their security and 
safety. The Responsibility to Protect initiative, 
for example, is an attempt to develop a new 
international security and human rights norm 
that can address the international community’s 
failures to prevent and stop genocides, war 
crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against 
humanity. In this view, sovereignty is seen 
not just as a right, but also as a responsibility. 
While a positive step towards establishing 
guiding principles on global governance in 
human security, the initiative lacks procedures 
to ensure that the principles are upheld.39 
There are no agreed thresholds of violations 
or atrocities that would automatically activate 
international interventions. This mismatch 
between principles and procedures highlights 
the importance of building capacities into 
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international governance systems to hold gov-
ernments and political systems accountable to 
the people they represent. Without binding 
mechanisms for holding states accountable to 
their citizens, the legitimacy of institutions 
such as the United Nations Security Council 
is brought into question. But agreement on a 
principle of responsible and mutually support-
ive sovereignty will be forthcoming only if the 
preconditions of global fairness and justice 
are met.

New institutions, new mechanisms

The rise of the South presents opportunities 
for innovative new structures for development 
partnerships and new approaches to devel-
opment policy, both globally and regionally. 
The substantial foreign reserves accumulated 
by the leading economies of the South could 
be leveraged for development financing in less 
developed countries, for example. New mech-
anisms for aid, trade and technology exchange 
within regions of the developing world can 
usefully parallel and complement existing ar-
rangements. The countries of the South them-
selves could take greater leadership roles in the 
global policy dialogue about the most urgent 
international development needs and about the 
most effective ways to meet these 21st century 
challenges.

Infrastructure development banks

The rise of the South is also creating new pos-
sibilities for financing equitable and sustainable 
human development. Brazil, China, India, the 
Russian Federation and South Africa, for ex-
ample, have proposed a BRICS Development 
Bank that would draw upon their considerable 
reserves to finance projects in developing 
countries.40 Like the European Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, such a bank 
could offer a range of instruments, including 
loans, equity and guarantees. In addition to 
financing productive projects, this flow of re-
sources would also assist with global financial 
rebalancing.

An important use for such reserves would be 
building infrastructure. To meet urgent needs, 
infrastructure spending in developing countries 

must reach $1.8–$2.3 trillion a year by 2020, or 
about 6%–8% of GDP, compared with current 
levels of $0.8–$0.9 trillion a year, or about 3% 
of GDP.41 One means of enabling and facilitat-
ing such investments would be through a devel-
opment bank for infrastructure and sustainable 
development. That could bolster developing 
country borrowing to finance economically 
productive infrastructure.

Because borrowers need to be concerned 
about debt sustainability, efforts are required to 
go beyond domestic government borrowing by 
leveraging other forms of financial assistance. A 
new institution could crowd in the right type 
of capital through guarantees and other instru-
ments.42 New institutions will be more effective 
if they work in concert with existing regional 
and global institutions, filling gaps in funding 
and investment.

Chapter 4 presented an accelerated progress 
scenario that set ambitious targets for raising 
the Human Development Index (HDI) value 
in all regions by 2050 through a series of pub-
lic spending initiatives. This scenario assumes 
about 20% improvement in infrastructure by 
2050, universal access to electricity by 2030, 
elimination of solid fuels as the primary 
source for heating and cooking in the home 
by 2030, renewable energy production 50% 
above the base case by 2050 and universal 
access to mobile telephone and broadband by 
2030. The largest projected increases in HDI 
value under this scenario are in Sub-Saharan 
Africa (65%) and South Asia (47%; figure 
5.1). Current average public investment in 
Sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia is around 
7.7% of GDP.43

Allocating a small fraction of the interna-
tional reserves of the nine G20 countries of 
the South could provide substantial additional 
resources for public investment in infrastruc-
ture in Sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia 
(figure 5.2). Depending on the share of reserves 
allocated, public investment would rise 17.6%–
52.8%. In fact, allocating just 3% of liquid in-
ternational reserves of the nine G20 countries 
of the South would increase the share of public 
investment in these countries 4.1%–11.7% of 
GDP, close to the average level of public invest-
ment for all developing countries.44

For reserve-holding countries and their sov-
ereign wealth funds, investing in developing 
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countries is financially attractive, allowing 
them to diversify while gaining higher profits 
without added risks.45 Sovereign wealth funds 
have long investment horizons and low risk 
of redemption, enabling them to make long-
term investments. Since many give priority to 
social over private returns, they can also take 
socially responsible positions. For example, 
Norway has applied global sustainability 
criteria to its sovereign wealth fund invest-
ments through the Norges Bank Investment 
Management, committing to the UN Global 
Compact Norms and investing in initiatives 
to reduce deforestation in Guyana, Indonesia 
and Tanzania.46 The governance challenge 
is to operationalize socially responsible in-
vestment, define suitable benchmarks and 
provide sovereign wealth funds easier access 
to investments with a high human develop-
ment impact.47

Institutions from the South, ranging from 
the BRICS Bank to the Chiang Mai Initiative 
Multilateralization to the African Union, 
have considerable potential to influence 
international governance. Collective action 
requires a shared vision. The premise for this 
vision cannot be taken for granted. The pro-
liferation of regional and other arrangements 
shows that governments recognize the bene-
fits of, and have a commitment to, collective 
development.

A new South Commission?

In 1987, leaders of the Non-Aligned Move-
ment established the South Commission to ex-
plore policy options and areas for cooperation 
for the countries of the South. Its final report 
in 1990, The Challenge to the South, pro-
duced under the leadership of Julius Nyerere, 
then-president of Tanzania, and the economist 
Manmohan Singh, future prime minister of 
India, was a seminal and prescient analysis.48 
It identified climate change as a priority and 
underscored challenges that stubbornly persist 
today, such as poverty, social exclusion and 
the widening gap between rich and poor.49 
Equally important, the South Commission 
looked closely at the then-emerging possibil-
ities of greater South–South cooperation in 
aid, trade and other aspects of international 
policymaking.

FIGURE 5.1

Under the accelerated progress scenario, 
the largest projected increases in the Human 
Development Index are in Sub-Saharan Africa and 
South Asia
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2013.

FIGURE 5.2

Allocating a small fraction of the international 
reserves of the nine G20 countries of the South 
could provide substantial additional resources for 
public investment in infrastructure in Sub-Saharan 
Africa and South Asia
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Rather than looking to 
the North for inspiration, 
developing countries are 
looking to their peers in 
the South for appropriate 
development models

The world and the South have been 
thoroughly transformed over the past two 
decades. The South of the 21st century is 
led by fast-growing economies with trillions 
of dollars of foreign exchange reserves and 
trillions more to invest outside their bor-
ders. Businesses from the South number 
among the world’s largest. The possibilities 
for collective action have never been greater; 
however, agreement on this cannot be taken 
for granted. The institutions for South–South 
co operation—the Group of 77, the Non-
Aligned Movement and South Summits—
were forged in the crucible of decolonization, 
which created strong political, economic, so-
cial, and cultural bonds among the emerging 
countries of the developing world. That form-
ative experience is increasingly distant from 
the current generation, and the commitment 
to South solidarity common to their elders is 
in many cases now giving way to the pursuit of 
national interests.

The new realities of the 21st century require 
a fresh look at these issues and at institutions 
led by the countries of the South themselves. 
A new South Commission, building on the 
legacy of the first commission but reflecting the 
strengths and needs of the South today, could 
provide a fresh vision, based on recognition of 
how the diversity of the South can be a force 
for a new kind of solidarity, aimed at acceler-
ating human development progress for decades 
to come. The economic links within the South 
and the mutual benefits of cooperation are 
likely to provide further incentives to establish 
such a body.

Conclusions: partners in a new era

The rise of the South has to some extent 
caught the world by surprise. The previous, 
if unspoken, assumption was that developing 
countries would steadily approach the stand-
ards of human development in industrialized 
countries (“convergence”) but that the indus-
trialized countries would remain in a strong, 
leading position. In many respects, that is still 
the case: average HDI values are substantially 
lower in many countries of the South. What 
has caught the world unawares, however, is that 
even at lower levels of human development, the 

countries of the South are now weighty players 
on the global stage, with the financial resources 
and political clout to sway international 
decisionmaking.

This was already evident during the early 
years of the 21st century, as China and other 
emerging economies accumulated vast re-
serves, which they held as US Treasury bonds, 
effectively propping up the US dollar. But the 
situation came into sharper relief after 2008, 
following the banking crisis and subsequent 
economic shocks that pushed some of the 
richer countries into recession and threatened 
the survival of one of the world’s major cur-
rencies. Now the countries of the North are 
looking to those of the South to keep the global 
economy moving forward.

In practice, each group of countries needs 
the other more than ever. The North needs the 
most vigorous countries of the South to sus-
tain demand for exported goods and services, 
especially as a number of their own economies 
and societies are weakened by fierce austerity 
programmes. The South needs the North not 
only as a mature market, but also as a source of 
innovation and complex technologies.

The rise of the South demonstrates that the 
world has become more diffuse and cross- 
connected. One consequence is that rather 
than looking to the North for inspiration, 
developing countries are looking to their peers 
in the South for appropriate development 
models. Here, rather than seeing a sterile 
menu of ideological options, they can examine 
what has worked, under what circumstances, 
and choose the most appropriate tools. 
Chapter 3 provided examples of programmes 
and policies that have worked to improve hu-
man development in emerging economies of 
the South, from investments in public health 
and education to conditional cash transfer 
programmes. Such examples can inspire sim-
ilar policies in other countries, but with un-
derstandings of specific national conditions, 
institutions and needs.

This Report has summarized some of the 
most effective drivers of development: a pro-
active developmental state, the capacity to 
tap into global markets and the promotion 
of social inclusion and broad-based human 
development. Within each of these there are 
multiple options but no universal solutions. 
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Good policymaking 
requires greater focus 

on enhancing social 
capacities, not just 

individual capabilities

What worked in one country might have 
stood little chance in another.

Nevertheless, the most successful coun-
tries have demonstrated that innovative and 
sometimes counterintuitive options can work. 
Paying parents to take their children to health 
clinics may seem unnecessary, but as the case 
of Mexico illustrates, it can work to improve 
children’s health; its conditional cash transfer 
programmes have sparked interest around the 
world. Similarly, using a mobile phone for 
banking made eminent sense in Kenya and 
the Philippines to people who had never had 
a personal bank account before and often lived 
nowhere near a bank office.

The countries of the South have thus been 
using their own ideas and energy to create a 
new momentum for human development. In a 
complex global political, economic and social 
environment, however, this dynamism may still 
not yield sustainable outcomes. Already there 
are signs of rising inequality and frustrated 
expectations that could lead to violent social 
strife. And there are serious concerns that over-
exploitation of global resources combined with 
the effects of climate change could wreck the 
earth for future generations.

That is why this Report has also focused on 
what is needed to ensure that human develop-
ment proceeds in ways that are both productive 
and sustainable. This includes measures aimed 
at enhancing equity, enabling voice and parti-
cipation, confronting environmental pressures 
and managing demographic change.

Addressing these issues will demand con-
siderable skill and commitment from national 
governments and civil society. As this chapter 
has argued, it will also demand much more 
fruitful global cooperation as national gov-
ernments, international organizations and a 
nascent global civil society feel their way to-
wards new models of mutual understanding 
and cooperation. Some of these will involve 
refashioning existing institutions to accom-
modate a new global power balance. Others 
may take any number of new institutional 
forms.

Through all this, the fundamental principles 
of human development endure. As ever, the 
aim is to expand the choices and capabilities for 
everyone, wherever they live. Many countries of 
the South have already demonstrated what can 

be done, but they have gone only part of the 
way. For the years ahead, this Report suggests 
five broad conclusions.

Rising economic strength in the 
South must be matched by a full 
commitment to human development

Investments in human development are justi-
fied not only on moral grounds, but also be-
cause good health, education and social welfare 
are key to success in a more competitive and dy-
namic world economy. In particular, these in-
vestments should target the poor— connecting 
them to markets and increasing their livelihood 
opportunities. Poverty is an injustice that can 
and should be remedied by determined action. 
There are sufficient global resources to achieve 
that goal, if they are directed towards that 
purpose.

Good policymaking also requires greater 
focus on enhancing social capacities, not just 
individual capabilities. Individuals function 
within social institutions that can limit or 
enhance their development potential. Policies 
that change social norms that limited human 
potential, such as new legal strictures against 
early marriages or dowry requirements, can 
open up additional opportunities for individu-
als to reach their full potential.

As this Report highlights, one consequence 
of the rise of the South is that most countries 
now have growing policy and fiscal space to set 
bold targets—to eliminate poverty, push for 
full employment commitments and innovate 
towards low-carbon pathways. More countries 
are unencumbered by conditionalities often at-
tached to international aid and resource trans-
fers, and the recent rise in commodity prices 
has reversed the long decline in terms of trade 
faced by many primary goods producers.50 This 
provides a cushion of resources that can be 
managed in ways that enhance national human 
development by governments committed to 
avoiding the “resource curse”.

Projections presented in chapter 4 reinforce 
this point. They show that with strong com-
mitment to human development and prudent 
macroeconomic policies, it is possible to reduce 
poverty dramatically in Sub-Saharan Africa—a 
region where baseline scenarios show a likely 
future increase in the number of poor people 
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The foundations exist 
for strong regional 
institutions, but more can 
be done to accelerate 
and deepen these 
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because population growth outpaces economic 
growth.

Less developed countries can learn 
and benefit from the success of 
emerging economies in the South

The unprecedented accumulation of finan-
cial reserves and sovereign wealth funds in 
the South ($6.8 trillion) as well as the North 
($3.3  trillion) provides an opportunity to 
accelerate broad-based progress. Even a small 
portion of these funds dedicated to human de-
velopment and poverty eradication could have 
a large effect. As mentioned, public investment 
in South Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa could 
increase to 11.7% of GDP using just 3% of 
international reserves from some of the largest 
economies in the South.

At the same time, South–South trade and 
investment flows can leverage foreign markets 
in new ways, such as participating in regional 
and global value chains to facilitate the spread 
of ideas and technologies. Burgeoning South–
South trade and investment in particular can 
lay the basis for shifting manufacturing capacity 
to other less developed regions and countries. 
Recent Chinese and Indian joint ventures and 
startup manufacturing investments in Africa 
serve as a prelude to a much expanded force 
that this potential represents. To harness the 
full extent of this potential, new and innovative 
institutions may be called for. International 
production networks provide opportunities to 
speed up the development process by allowing 
countries to leap-frog to more sophisticated 
production nodes while offering the double 
benefit of protection against the vagaries of 
foreign exchange fluctuations.

South–South development cooperation and 
technology transfer hold immense potential 
to support human development. Technology 
transfers from the North require costly adapt-
ation due to differences in absorptive capacity, 
but technological transfers within the South 
are more likely to need little adaptation and 
to involve more-appropriate technologies and 
products. Growing markets in developing 
countries provide companies in the South an 
opportunity to mass market innovative and 
affordable versions of standard products, in-
cluding food, clothing, appliances and motor 

vehicles. Importantly, the sharp drop in the 
price of capital goods as a result of intense 
global competition led by China and India 
could accelerate the creation of manufactur-
ing production capacities in many developing 
countries. Such production can be adapted to 
the income levels and tastes of local consumers. 
This dynamic has the potential to provide 
the poor access to consumer goods, while 
innovators create jobs and develop producer 
capabilities.

New institutions and new partnerships 
can facilitate regional integration 
and South–South relationships

New institutions and partnerships can help 
countries share knowledge, experiences and 
technology.

In finance and aid, the South is already 
actively establishing regional governance insti-
tutions. Regional alternatives to the IMF, such 
as the Chiang Mai Initiative Multilateralization 
and the Latin American Reserve Fund, have 
freed up policy space for countries to pro-
tect national priorities while also addressing 
balance- of-payments problems and short-term 
liquidity issues.

The foundations exist for strong regional 
institutions, but more can be done to accelerate 
and deepen these relationships and ensure in-
clusiveness. As wealthy countries have curtailed 
aid to address domestic issues, regional devel-
opment banks and bilateral aid relationships 
provide additional resources for development 
projects. These new aid mechanisms also 
tend to emphasize pragmatism over ideology. 
Infrastructure development banks, for example, 
offer new possibilities for development finance. 
Brazil, China, India, the Russian Federation 
and South Africa have proposed a development 
bank to mobilize their considerable reserves to 
finance projects across developing countries. 
Building infrastructure would be an important 
use of such reserves.

Trade with other developing countries now 
accounts for a majority of merchandise and 
manufactures exports from developing coun-
tries, and these exports are increasingly skill- 
and technology-intensive. Stronger institutions 
are now needed to facilitate these South–
South trade and investment links. Expanded 
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A fair and less unequal 
world requires space for a 
multiplicity of voices and a 
system of public discourse

South–South trade and investment can reduce 
vulnerability to economic downturns in the 
North and provide opportunities to leverage 
foreign markets in new ways.

Regional trade and investment relationships 
can also be strengthened by streamlining 
transit, transport and customs procedures; 
harmonizing regulatory schemes; investing in 
regional transport infrastructure; and lowering 
tariffs on South–South trade in final products. 
Lowering such tariffs could yield collective 
gains of an estimated $59 billion for the eco-
nomies of the South.51

A new South Commission for the early 21st 
century could help bring a fresh vision of how 
the strength and diversity of the South can be 
a global force for development solidarity. The 
key elements are there: different endowments 
provide a basis for expanded exchange, diverse 
experiences are ripe for sharing, new cross-bor-
der partnerships can compete in world markets 
and, above all, the recognition and implement-
ation of win-win strategies can motivate new 
forms of South–South cooperation.

Greater representation for the South 
and civil society can accelerate 
progress on major global challenges

The rise of the South is leading to a greater 
diversity of voice on the world stage. This 
represents an opportunity to build governance 
institutions that fully represent all constituen-
cies that would make productive use of this di-
versity in finding solutions to world problems.

New guiding principles for international 
organizations are needed that incorporate the 
experience of the South. The G20 incorporates 
their experience, but the countries of the South 
also need more-equitable representation in 
the Bretton Woods institutions, the United 
Nations and other international bodies.

Active civil society and social movements, 
both national and transnational, are using the 
media to amplify their calls for just and fair 
governance. The spread of movements and in-
creasing platforms for vocalizing key messages 
and demands challenge governance institutions 
to adapt more-democratic and more-inclusive 
principles. More generally, a fair and less un-
equal world requires space for a multiplicity of 
voices and a system of public discourse.

The rise of the South presents 
new opportunities for generating 
a greater supply of public goods

A sustainable world requires both better gov-
ernance and a greater availability of global 
public goods. Global issues today are increasing 
in number and urgency, from mitigation of 
climate change and international economic 
and financial instability to the fight against 
terrorism and nuclear proliferation. They 
require a global response. Yet in many areas, 
inter national cooperation continues to be 
slow—and at times dangerously hesitant. The 
rise of the South presents new opportunities for 
providing global public goods more effectively 
and for unlocking today’s many stalemated 
global issues.

“Publicness” and “privateness” are in most 
cases not innate properties of a public good 
but social constructs. As such, they represent a 
policy choice. National governments can step 
in when there is underprovision at the national 
level, but when global challenges arise, interna-
tional cooperation is necessary and can happen 
only by voluntary action of many governments. 
Given the many pressing challenges, progress in 
determining what is public and what is private 
will require strong, committed, personal and 
institutional leadership.

*    *    *

The rise of the South is fundamentally the 
story of the fast-paced transformation of the 
developing world and its profound impact 
on diverse facets of human development. 
Global discussions of this phenomenon so far 
have focused almost exclusively on economic 
growth in the biggest developing countries. 
This Report uses a human development lens 
to cast a wider net and show that the impacts 
are widespread in terms of the large number of 
developing countries involved and the inter-
twining of ever-growing global challenges and 
possibilities—from environmental sustainabil-
ity and equity to poverty eradication and the 
reform of global institutions. The changes are 
occurring at unprecedented speed and scale, 
propelled by interaction with the wider world 
through trade, travel and telecommunications 
in ways that were not possible before.
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The fast-developing countries chose their 
own distinct development pathways. Yet they 
share important characteristics, including 
effective leadership from governments, open 
engagement with the world economy and in-
novative social policies addressing domestic hu-
man development needs. They also face many 
of the same challenges, from social inequalities 
to environmental risks. And they have de-
veloped their own domestic policy approaches 
with increasing autonomy, for their own sov-
ereign national reasons, without the strictures 
of enforced conditionality or imposed external 
models.

The South’s progress is propelled by inter-
connections with developed countries and 
increasingly with the developing world. In 
fact, economic exchanges are expanding 
faster  “horizontally”—on a South–South 
basis—than on the traditional North–South 
axis. People are sharing ideas and experiences 
through new communications channels and 
seeking greater accountability from govern-
ments and international institutions alike. The 
South as a whole is driving global economic 
growth and societal change for the first time in 
centuries. The South still needs the North, but, 
increasingly, the North also needs the South.
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Notes
Overview
1 Atsmon and others 2012.
2 Samake and Yang 2011.
3 The demographic dividend is 

considered a window of opportunity 
for additional economic growth when 
the proportion of the working-age 
population increases. As fertility 
levels fall in a demographic transi-
tion, the number of children declines 
while the working-age population 
increases, lowering the dependency 
ratio. A country can reap the benefits 
of increased productive capacity 
associated with the lower proportion 
of dependents. As fertility levels 
continue to decline, however, depen-
dency ratios eventually rise with the 
increase in retired workers.

Introduction
1 According to World Bank (2012a), 

the average GDP growth rate in 
2009 for high-income members 
of the Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development was 
–3.9%, compared with 7.5% in East 
Asia and Pacific, 7.4% in South Asia, 
3.6% in the Middle East and North 
Africa and 2.1% in Sub-Saharan 
Africa.

2 According to Maddison (2010), GDP 
per capita (in international dollars) 
rose from $1,250 in 1700 to $2,330 in 
1850 in the United Kingdom and from 
$1,257 in 1820 to $2,445 in 1870 in 
the United States.

3 Atsmon and others 2012.
4 In addition to increased voting 

shares and senior appointments at 
the International Monetary Fund and 
the World Bank, in recent years, the 
South has held leadership positions at 
the International Labour Organization, 
the World Health Organization, 
the World Trade Organization and 
the World Intellectual Property 
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79 UNCTAD 2006.
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Arrangements Regarding International 
Trade in Cotton Textiles, followed by 
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tion increase in secondary enrolment 
rate over a decade increases growth 
1.9 percentage points.
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the average 40 year growth rate of 
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another country during the 1960s had 
a growth rate that was, on average, 1 
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and others (2008) measured the share 
of students in each country who reach 
a threshold of basic competency in 
mathematics and science, as well as 
the share of students who perform at 
very high levels.

90 Bloom, Canning and Sevilla (2007) 
found that a one year increase in a 
population’s life expectancy contributes 
to a 4% increase in output. Similar 

positive effects are also associated 
with improvements in reproductive 
health. In a study of 97 countries, 
Bloom and others (2009) found that 
higher fertility is associated with lower 
labour force participation of women 
during their fertile years. On average, 
each additional child reduces female 
labour force participation 5–10 percent-
age points for women ages 20–44.
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95 Ssewanyana, Matovu and Twimukye 
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99 Sivananthiran and Venkata Ratnam 

2005.
100 Tsounta 2009.
101 Tangcharoensathien and others 2011.
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Chapter 4
1 The distinction between equity and 

equality is linked to the difference 
between what can be observed and 
what cannot be. Equity is associated 
with equal opportunities, which are 
not observable. Unfortunately, as 
only outcomes can be observed and 
measured, the evaluation of whether 
a society is equitable can only be 
approximated based on the degree of 
prevailing inequality.

2 Inequalities across racial, ethnic and 
religious groups are particularly likely 
to cause political violence and tend 
to be extremely persistent unless 
confronted by comprehensive policies 
(Stewart 2013).

3 This beneficial trend in Latin America 
is driven by declining labour income 
inequality, a closing wage gap 
between skilled and unskilled workers 
and conditional cash transfers (see 
López-Calva and Lustig 2010).

4 Cleland 2002. Martin and Juarez 
(1995) argue that in some cases, 
over the short term, education does 
not necessarily immediately affect 
reproductive behaviour. See also Hori 
(2011); Serbessa (2002); Cochrane 
(1979); Bloom and others (2009); 
Psacharopoulos and Tzannatos (1992).

5 Taylor, Newman and Kelly 1976.
6 UNDESA 2007; Diamond, Newby and 

Varle 1999; Population Reference 
Bureau 2000.

7 This indicator is more commonly 
reported as deaths per 1,000 live 
births, or the infant mortality rate, 
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which is 61.7 deaths per 1,000 live 
birth per year.

8 UNDP 1995.
9 ILO 2012. The International Labour 

Organization constructed the index 
using Gallup survey data.

10 Westaway 2012.
11 Lagi, Bertrand and Bar-Yam 2011. The 

Food and Agriculture Organization 
food price index topped 180 in 2008.

12 ILO 2012. According to International 
Labour Organization estimates based 
on Gallup data, the majority of people 
in nearly all regions of the world are 
not satisfied with the availability of 
quality jobs. Dissatisfaction is highest 
in Central and Eastern Europe and 
Sub-Saharan Africa, followed by the 
Middle East and North Africa.

13 Bland 2012.
14 Tejada 2012.
15 Gooch 2012.
16 ILO 2012.
17 See, for example, Jenkins and 

Wallace (1996), who find an associa-
tion between education and protest 
involvement, and Dalton, Van Sickle 
and Weldon (2010), who find a strong 
positive correlation between educa-
tion levels and protest involvement 
across a wide range of developed and 
developing countries.

18 Between now and 2050, under varying 
assumptions, the share of the global 
population older than age 15 that 
is uneducated is projected to fall to 
either 3% or 8% depending on the 
scenario, down from 12% in 2010; the 
share of the population with second-
ary or tertiary education will rise to 
either 50% or 64% depending on the 
scenario, up from 44% in 2010 (see 
figure 4.1).

19 Hook 2012.
20 LaFraniere 2011; Wines and 

LaFraniere 2011.
21 Amartya Sen makes this distinction: 

unfair exclusion means that some 
people are kept out or left out; unjust 
inclusion means that some people 
are included on deeply unfavourable 
terms (APRI 2003).
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and Chor (2012).

23 See Campante and Chor (2012).
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income attainments in 78 countries 
over 1980–2011. Unlike mean years of 
schooling, health and income attain-
ments have been reversed during this 
period in some countries.

25 Campante and Chor 2012.
26 Campante and Chor 2012, p. 175.
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2006.
29 For example, Guangdong Province and 

Liaoning Province have similar HDI 

values, but Guangdong has more than 
three times the carbon productivity of 
Liaoning (UNDP 2010c).

30 UNDP 2011a.
31 See UNDP (2011a) for more detail.
32 The United Nations International 

Strategy for Disaster Reduction 
defines resilience as “the ability 
of a system, community or society 
exposed to hazards to resist, absorb, 
accommodate to and recover from the 
effects of a hazard in a timely and 
efficient manner, including through 
the preservation and restoration of 
its essential basic structures and 
functions” (United Nations Office for 
Disaster Risk Reduction 2009).

33 Daniell and Vervaeck 2012.
34 IPCC 2012.
35 Each age group in a population 

faces different needs and behaves 
differently. Young people (ages 0–14) 
require investments in health and 
education. Working-age adults (ages 
15–64) require jobs and financial 
infrastructure to support production 
and savings. Older adults (ages 65 
and older) require health care and 
retirement income. A country’s age 
structure thus alters its challenges 
and opportunities.

36 With fewer children to support, 
parents invest more in their children’s 
education (Becker, Murphy and 
Tamura 1990; Galor 2006), save more 
for their retirement (Bloom, Canning 
and Sevilla 2003), and women 
increasingly participate in the formal 
labour market (Bloom and others 
2009). As a result, economic growth 
accelerates, yielding what has been 
called “the demographic dividend” 
(Bloom, Canning and Sevilla 2003).

37 A low dependency ratio can generate 
a demographic dividend, since the 
increase in the labour force can 
spur economic growth and greater 
investment, given the low demand 
for spending from dependents. (See 
Abdurazakov, Minsat and Pineda 
[2013] for a detailed analysis of 
demographic trends based on projec-
tions by Lutz and KC 2013.) But coun-
tries can reap these dividends only if 
they provide productive employment 
for the large number of new entrants 
to the labour force.

38 Lutz and KC 2013.
39 A scenario of education level 

distribution where universal primary 
education is complemented by broad-
based secondary education brings 
the highest annual economic growth 
rates for a typical low HDI country 
with a large share of young people 
(IIASA 2008). This analysis uses a 
dataset that disaggregates each 
country’s population by age, sex and 

educational attainment. Thus, each 
five-year cohort’s population share 
can be described as having no educa-
tion, primary education, secondary 
education or tertiary education. And 
these attainments can be differenti-
ated by gender. The proportion of the 
population in each five-year cohort 
changes with trends in fertility, mor-
tality and migration. The proportion 
of the young, working-age and elderly 
populations will thus also change 
over time.

40 This approach is consistent with that 
of the Millennium Development Goals 
and the Education for All initiative. 
Governing this scenario are several 
key targets: near universal (99%) 
primary education by 2015, 50% 
lower secondary education by 2030 
and 90% by 2030, and 60% tertiary 
education by 2050.

41 HDRO calculations based on Lutz and 
KC (2013).

42 UNDESA 2007. For developed 
countries, international migration is 
unlikely to ease the economic impacts 
of an ageing population because the 
volume of migration needed is much 
larger than is politically feasible. In 
scenario III of the study, the migra-
tion needed to halt the expected 
increase in the ratio of the elderly 
over 1995–2050 ranges from an aver-
age annual net inflow of 1.1 million 
people for the United Kingdom and 
1.7 million for France to more than 
10 million each for Japan and the 
United States.

43 Becker, Murphy and Tamura 1990; 
Galor 2006; Bloom, Canning and 
Sevilla 2003; Bloom and others 2009.

44 Bloom and others 2012. In Sub-
Saharan Africa, the youth dependency 
ratio is 1.07 for the poorest 20% of 
households but 0.72 for the wealthi-
est 20%. In Latin America, the ratio is 
0.91 for the poorest households and 
0.57 for the wealthiest.

45 See The Economist (2012b) for a 
discussion of the main results of the 
Bloom and others (2012) study.

46 Hausmann and Székely (2001) found 
that the demographic transition in 
Latin America accentuated existing 
inequality trends, with faster and 
earlier demographic shifts among 
the wealthiest population groups 
widening the gap between the rich 
and the poor. Giroux (2008) found 
that although fertility differen-
tials associated with education 
have remained relatively stable in 
Sub-Saharan African countries as 
national fertility has fallen, inequal-
ity has increased. They show that 
changes in the education composi-
tion of the population have shaped 

recent variations in reproductive 
inequality in the region.

47 Bloom and others 2012.
48 World Bank 2011c.
49 In many countries, if the current age 

of retirement is unchanged, this win-
dow will close in a matter of decades. 
This suggests that important discus-
sions about the retirement age will 
take place in many countries where 
the population is ageing quickly.

50 The previous section discussed the 
role of migration on demographic 
trends; here the role of migration is 
more comprehensive, since it is fully 
integrated into a model in which 
demographic trends are just one part 
of several modules used in these pro-
jections exercise. See Pardee Center 
for International Futures (2013).

Chapter 5
1 The Doha round for trade negotiations 

at the World Trade Organization have 
been at an impasse since 2008 (Castle 
and Landler 2008; WTO n.d.). At the 
United Nations Framework Convention 
on Climate Change 18th Conference 
of the Parties in Doha in December 
2012, the main legally binding global 
agreement on climate change, the 
Kyoto Protocol, was extended until 
2020. Countries reiterated that they 
are determined to adopt, in 2015, 
a new “protocol, another legal instru-
ment or an agreed outcome with legal 
force” to come into effect from 2020. 
However, any agreement on the struc-
ture of the new protocol and financing 
mechanisms was left until next year. 
(Broder 2012; Harvey 2012)

2 Heller 2013.
3 Global public goods are those that 

have cross-border consequences. 
National governments, acting on their 
own, as well as markets, are unable 
to produce sufficient quantities of 
global public goods, and collective 
intergovernmental action is needed. In 
a world where trade, financial flows, 
environmental resources and pollu-
tion increasingly transcend national 
borders, multilateral cooperation for 
the provision of global public goods 
becomes crucial for human develop-
ment (Kaul 2013).

4 While bilateral arrangements can 
sometimes disadvantage the weaker 
partner, regional arrangements can 
help empower poorer regions in their 
negotiations with richer ones.

5 This is called trade diversion. 
Lowering of tariff barriers that leads 
to more trade is called trade creation. 
See Krugman (1991).

6 See Krugman (1991), who argues 
further that the net effect on world 
efficiency is unlikely to be negative 
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because trading blocs consist of 
geographical neighbours. Since 
these countries would be natural 
trading partners even without special 
arrangements, the losses from trade 
diversion are small, while gains from 
trade creation are large.

7 Multilateralizing regionalism also 
requires harmonizing a diverse array 
of trade regulations (such as varying 
rules of origin for determining local 
content) and expanding regional 
agreements to include as many de-
veloping country partners as possible. 
These ideas draw on Baldwin (2007).

8 The International Organization for 
Migration, not a part of the UN 
system, has the broadest mandate for 
migration issues of any interna-
tional institution. With 146 member 
states, it has become an increasingly 
prominent forum for discussions on 
international migration.

9 UNDP 2009.
10 Hansen 2010.
11 Betts and others 2013.
12 King, Richards and Tyldesley 2011.
13 UNDP 2011a.
14 Han 2012.
15 Leape 2012.
16 Leape 2012.
17 Romero and Broder 2012.
18 Glennie 2011.
19 OECD 2011c.
20 G8 2005.
21 Ocampo 2010.
22 General Assembly addresses by heads 

of government Sept. 25-Oct.1 (UN 
News Service www.un.org/news/).

23 At the Group of 20 Summit in Los 
Cabos in 2012, Brazil, China, India, 

the Russian Federation and South 
Africa announced contributions of 
$75 billion towards International 
Monetary Fund resources. These 
funds come with several conditions. 
They can be called upon only after 
existing resources are substantially 
used. The money was also given in 
anticipation that “all the reforms 
agreed upon in 2010 will be fully 
implemented in a timely manner, 
including a comprehensive reform 
of voting power and reform of quota 
shares” (Chowla 2012).

24 Heller 2013.
25 The video received more than 100 mil-

lion views and is one of the most 
“viral” videos of all time.

26 Chandhoke 2009; Heller 2013.
27 This takes many forms— restrictive 

nongovernmental organization 
laws, foreign currency and taxation 
regulations, registration require-
ments and the like—and is justified 
by governments on grounds such as 
national security, accounting failures 
by nongovernmental organizations, 
coordination and control, among 
others. The International Center for 
Non-profit Law and CIVICUS have 
consistently been reporting on and 
analyzing this situation worldwide.

28 Castells 2003; Burawoy 2003.
29 British political theorist Andrew 

Dobson developed the idea of an 
“ecological citizenship”. Thinking 
ecologically implies a broad notion 
of citizenship, one that includes the 
goal of reducing ecologic footprints. 
Ecological citizenship goes beyond 
individual responsibility, since 

ecological thinking views citizens as 
products of and influences on their 
communities (and their ecosystems) 
(Revkin 2012).

30 Chorev 2012.
31 Grabel 2013. For a useful summary 

see also Lamberte and Morgan (2012).
32 Reserve Bank of India 2012.
33 Grabel 2013.
34 Ocampo and Titelman 2009.
35 Grabel 2013.
36 The Bank of the South was founded 

in 2007 by Venezuelan President 
Hugo Chavez and officially launched 
in 2009. Initially envisaged with a 
very broad mission, by the time of its 
launch in 2009, its mandate had been 
narrowed to project finance in the 
South American region (Chin 2010). 
Its precise functions and goals are 
still being debated among member 
countries.

37 OECD 2010a.
38 Baldwin 2006.
39 See United Nations Security Council 

(2011), which contains the concept 
note on responsibility while protect-
ing, as developed by the government 
of Brazil.

40 India Ministry of External Affairs 
2012.

41 Bhattacharya, Romani and Stern 2012.
42 Bhattacharya, Romani and Stern 2012.
43 HDRO calculations based on World 

Bank (2012a) data on average spend-
ing for each country in the region 
between 2005 and 2010.

44 Based on HDRO calculations us-
ing World Bank (2012a) data on 
international reserves. Given that in-
ternational reserves play a prominent 

role in monetary and exchange rate 
policy, it may be too ambitious to 
expect a larger proportion of the 
reserves to be allocated for other 
purposes.

45 Some have proposed a global 
infrastructure initiative whereby rich 
countries channel investment funds 
to developing countries, generating 
a greater return on investment than 
they could at home (Harding 2012). 
The same principle applies to invest-
ment by emerging economies.

46 Bolton, Samama and Stiglitz 2011. 
Norway has also offered $1 billion 
to Brazil for its deforestation efforts, 
albeit not through its sovereign 
wealth fund.

47 Public-private partnerships and 
community-level initiatives can also 
help broaden the scope and impact of 
sovereign wealth fund investments.

48 See Hamdani (2013) and South 
Commission (1990).

49 The South Commission was formally 
established in 1987, following years 
of informal discussion among leaders 
from the South. The report of the 
South Commission (1990) emphasized 
that developing countries have many 
problems and much experience in 
common. It found that the South is 
not well organized at the global level 
and has been unable to effectively 
mobilize its combined expertise, 
experience and bargaining power. 
The report made practical sugges-
tions to be carried out by concerned 
policymakers.

50 Mwase and Yang 2012.
51 OECD 2010a.
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Readers guide
The 14 statistical tables provide an overview of key aspects of 
human development. The tables include composite indices esti-
mated by the Human Development Report Office (HDRO) 
using data available to the HDRO on 15 October 2012. All 
indicators, along with the technical notes on the calculation of 
composite indicators and additional sources of information, are 
available online at http://hdr.undp.org/en/statistics.

Countries and territories are ranked by their 2012 HDI value. 
Robustness and reliability analysis has shown that for most 
countries the HDI is not statistically significant at the third dec-
imal place (see Aguna and Kovacevic 2011 and Høyland, Moene 
and Willumsen 2011). For this reason countries with the same 
HDI value at the third decimal place are listed with tied ranks.

Sources and definitions 

The HDRO uses data from international data agencies with 
the mandate, resources and expertise to collect national data 
on specific indicators, unless otherwise noted.

Definitions of indicators and sources for original data com-
ponents are given at the end of each table, with full source 
details in Statistical references.

Comparisons over time and across editions 
of the Report 

Because national and international data agencies continually 
improve their data series, the data— including the HDI values 
and ranks— presented in this Report are not comparable to 
those published in earlier editions. For the HDI, trends using 
consistent data  calculated at five-year intervals for 1980–2012 
are presented in table 2. 

Discrepancies between national and 
international estimates 

National and international data estimates can vary because 
international agencies harmonize national data for comparabil-
ity across countries, produce an estimate of missing data or do 
not incorporate the most recent national data. When HDRO 
becomes aware of discrepancies, these are brought to the atten-
tion of national and international data authorities.

Country groupings and aggregates 

Several weighted aggregates are presented in the tables. In gen-
eral, an aggregate is shown only when data are available for at 
least half the countries and represent at least two-thirds of the 
available population in that classification. Aggregates for each 
classification represent only the countries for which data are 
available.

Human development classification 

HDI classifications are relative—based on quartiles of HDI 
distribution across the 187 countries denoted as very high, 
high, medium (each with 47 countries) and low (with 46 
countries).

Regional groupings 

Regional groupings are based on United Nations Development 
Programme regional classification. Least Developed Countries 
and Small Island Developing States are defined according to 
UN classifications. The composition of each region is presented 
in Regions.

Country notes

Data for China do not include Hong Kong Special Admin-
istrative Region of China, Macao Special Administrative 
Region of China or Taiwan Province of China, unless oth-
erwise noted. Data for Sudan include South Sudan unless 
otherwise noted.

Symbols 

A dash between two years, as in 2005–2012, indicates that the 
data are the most recent year available in the period specified. A 
slash between years, as in 2005/2012, indicates average for the 
period defined. Growth rates are usually average annual rates 
of growth between the first and last years of the period shown.

The following symbols are used in the tables: 
 ..  Not available 
0 or 0.0  Nil or negligible 
—  Not applicable
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Statistical acknowledgements

The Report’s composite indices and other statistical resources 
draw on a wide variety of the most respected international 
data providers in their specialized fields. We are particularly 
grateful to the Carbon Dioxide Information Analysis Center 
of the US Department of Energy; Centre for Research on the 
Epidemiology of Disasters; Eurostat; Food and Agricultural 
Organization; Gallup; ICF Macro; International Energy 
Agency; International Labour Organization; International 
Monetary Fund; International Telecommunication Union; 
International Union for Conservation of Nature; Inter-Parlia-
mentary Union; Luxembourg Income Study; Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Development; Stockholm Inter-
national Peace Research Institute; United Nations Children’s 
Fund; United Nations Conference on Trade and Development; 
United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs; 
United Nations Economic Commission for Latin America and 
the Caribbean; United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization Institute for Statistics; United Nations 
Office on Drug and Crime; United Nations World Tourism 
Organization; World Bank; World Health Organization; and 
World Intellectual Property Organization. The international 
educational database maintained by Robert Barro (Harvard 
University) and Jong-Wha Lee (Korea University) is another 
invaluable source for the calculation of the Report’s indices.

Statistical tables

The first five tables contain the composite human development 
indices and their components; the remaining nine tables pres-
ent a broader set of indicators related to human development. 
Four composite human development indices—the Human 
Development Index (HDI), the Inequality-adjusted Human 
Development Index (IHDI), the Gender Inequality Index 
(GII) and the Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI)—have 
been presented since the 2010 Human Development Report. 
The GII and the MPI remain experimental indices.

HDI values along with values of the four component indi-
cators on life expectancy, educational attainment and income 
are presented in table 1. Countries are ranked according to 
HDI value. The difference between rank by gross national 
income and HDI indicates whether a country is efficiently 
using its income for advancement in the two nonincome HDI 
dimensions. The nonincome HDI is calculated to provide an 
additional means of cross- country comparison and to order 
countries by achievements in the nonincome dimensions. 
A time series of HDI values based on data available in 2012, 
thus using the most recent revision of historical data and 

methodology, is presented in table 2. It is the only means for 
comparing HDI values for 2012 with those for past years. The 
change in HDI rank over the last five years and between 2011 
and 2012 as well as the average annual HDI growth rate across 
four time periods allow for easy assessment of the direction and 
speed of HDI changes.

Table 3 presents the IHDI, which goes beyond a country’s 
average achievements in health, education and income to 
show how the achievements are distributed among residents 
by discounting the value of each dimension according to its 
level of inequality. The IHDI can be interpreted as the actual 
level of human development (accounting for inequality), while 
the HDI is the potential human development that could be 
obtained if achievements were distributed equally among resi-
dents. The difference between the HDI and IHDI, expressed as 
a percentage, defines the loss in potential human development 
due to inequality. The difference in ranking by the HDI and 
the IHDI indicates that taking inequality into account would 
either lower a country’s rank (negative value) or improve it 
(positive).

Table 4 presents the Gender Inequality Index, an experimen-
tal composite measure of inequality in achievement between 
women and men in three dimensions: reproductive health, 
empowerment and the labour market. The GII is designed to 
provide empirical foundations for policy analysis and advocacy 
efforts. A high value indicates high inequality between women 
and men.

The Multidimensional Poverty Index, an experimental meas-
ure designed to capture the overlapping deprivations that people 
face in education, health and living standards, is presented in 
table 5. The MPI gives both the incidence of nonincome multi-
dimensional poverty (a headcount of those in multidimensional 
poverty) and its intensity (the relative number of deprivations 
people experience at the same time). The contributions of dep-
rivations in each dimension to overall poverty are included to 
provide a comprehensive picture of people living in poverty. 
Countries are presented alphabetically in two groups according 
to the year of the survey used to estimate the MPI.

Table 6 combines macroeconomic indicators such as gross 
domestic product (GDP), gross fixed capital formation and the 
consumer price index with public spending indicators. During 
economic uncertainty or recession, gross fixed capital forma-
tion typically declines. The consumer price index is presented as 
a measure of inflation. Indicators of public spending are given 
for two points in time to allow for analysis of change in spend-
ing. These indicators can be used to examine priorities in public 
spending and the pattern of expenditure and how it relates to 
human development outcomes.

Several indicators on the health of children, youth and adults 
as well as two indicators of health care quality are presented 
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in table 7. Table 8 comprises standard education indicators 
along with indicators on education quality, including average 
test scores (and deviations from the average scores) in reading, 
mathematics and science. The education quality indicators are 
based on standardized tests assigned to 15-year-old students by 
the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Develop-
ment–managed Programme on International Student Assess-
ment using the 2009 dataset for 63 UN Member States. Two 
additional indicators of education quality, primary education 
teachers trained to teach and a perception-based indicator of 
satisfaction with the quality of education, complement the test-
based quality indicators.

Table 9’s data on social integration indicate whether a soci-
ety is inclusive and integrated. In particular, indicators show 
the extent of equal rights and opportunities for employment, 
overall inequality, human safety, and trust and community 
satisfaction. Complementary objective indicators and per-
ception-based indicators allow for a more nuanced picture of 
social integration. Life, freedom and job satisfaction focus on 
individuals’ views of their personal conditions, while trust in 
people and government, along with community satisfaction, 
give insight into people’s satisfaction with broader society.

The extent to which a country is integrated into the global 
economy is reflected in table 10. A distinction between trade 
in final goods and trade in parts and components is made to 
capture the phenomenon of global value added and produc-
tion sharing, which have important policy implications for 

the growth of world trade and for economic development in 
countries of the South.

Indicators on two aspects of globalization: capital flows and 
human mobility are shown in table  11. Increasing foreign 
investment is one measure of growing economic globalization. 
Migration is an opportunity for work and to send funds back 
home while expanding the labour force in recipient countries. 
Human mobility in all forms is also a potential factor in 
cross-cultural understanding.

Table 12 captures the importance of investment in research 
and development to advancing human development and build-
ing country capacities to effectively adopt and use technologies. 
Table 13 sheds light on environmental sustainability. It shows 
the proportion of fossil fuels and renewable energy sources in 
the energy supply, presents three ways of looking at carbon 
dioxide and greenhouse gas emissions data and shows impor-
tant measures for ecosystems and natural resources. The table 
also presents indicators on the direct human impacts of changes 
to the physical environment.

Major population indicators needed to understand current 
population conditions and the direction of changes are presented 
in table 14. Statistics on median age of the population, depend-
ency ratios and total fertility rates can be compared to assess the 
burden on the labour force and the ability of societies to sustain 
themselves. Deviations from the natural sex ratio at birth have 
implications for population replacement levels and indicate 
gender bias and potential future social and economic problems.
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afghanistan 175

albania 70

algeria 93

andorra 33

angola 148

antigua and Barbuda 67

argentina 45

armenia 87

australia 2

austria 18

azerbaijan 82

Bahamas 49

Bahrain 48

Bangladesh 146

Barbados 38

Belarus 50

Belgium 17

Belize 96

Benin 166

Bhutan 140

Bolivia, Plurinational State of 108

Bosnia and Herzegovina 81

Botswana 119

Brazil 85

Brunei Darussalam 30

Bulgaria 57

Burkina Faso 183

Burundi 178

Cambodia 138

Cameroon 150

Canada 11

Cape verde 132

Central african Republic 180

Chad 184

Chile 40

China 101

Colombia 91

Comoros 169

Congo 142

Congo, Democratic Republic of the 186

Costa Rica 62

Côte d’Ivoire 168

Croatia 47

Cuba 59

Cyprus 31

Czech Republic 28

Denmark 15

Djibouti 164

Dominica 72

Dominican Republic 96

Ecuador 89

Egypt 112

El Salvador 107

Equatorial Guinea 136

Eritrea 181

Estonia 33

Ethiopia 173

Fiji 96

Finland 21

France 20

Gabon 106

Gambia 165

Georgia 72

Germany 5

Ghana 135

Greece 29

Grenada 63

Guatemala 133

Guinea 178

Guinea-Bissau 176

Guyana 118

Haiti 161

Honduras 120

Hong Kong, China (SaR) 13

Hungary 37

Iceland 13

India 136

Indonesia 121

Iran, Islamic Republic of 76

Iraq 131

Ireland 7

Israel 16

Italy 25

Jamaica 85

Japan 10

Jordan 100

Kazakhstan 69

Kenya 145

Kiribati 121

Korea, Republic of 12

Kuwait 54

Kyrgyzstan 125

lao People’s Democratic Republic 138

latvia 44

lebanon 72

lesotho 158

liberia 174

libya 64

liechtenstein 24

lithuania 41

luxembourg 26

Madagascar 151

Malawi 170

Malaysia 64

Maldives 104

Mali 182

Malta 32

Mauritania 155

Mauritius 80

Mexico 61

Micronesia, Federated States of 117

Moldova, Republic of 113

Mongolia 108

Montenegro 52

Morocco 130

Mozambique 185

Myanmar 149

namibia 128

nepal 157

netherlands 4

new Zealand 6

nicaragua 129

niger 186

nigeria 153

norway 1

oman 84

Pakistan 146

Palau 52

Palestine, State of 110

Panama 59

Papua new Guinea 156

Paraguay 111

Peru 77

Philippines 114

Poland 39

Portugal 43

Qatar 36

Romania 56

Russian Federation 55

Rwanda 167

Saint Kitts and nevis 72

Saint lucia 88

Saint vincent and the Grenadines 83

Samoa 96

Sao tome and Principe 144

Saudi arabia 57

Senegal 154

Serbia 64

Seychelles 46

Sierra leone 177

Singapore 18

Slovakia 35

Slovenia 21

Solomon Islands 143

South africa 121

Spain 23

Sri lanka 92

Sudan 171

Suriname 105

Swaziland 141

Sweden 7

Switzerland 9

Syrian arab Republic 116

tajikistan 125

tanzania, united Republic of 152

thailand 103

the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 78

timor-leste 134

togo 159

tonga 95

trinidad and tobago 67

tunisia 94

turkey 90

turkmenistan 102

uganda 161

ukraine 78

united arab Emirates 41

united Kingdom 26

united States 3

uruguay 51

uzbekistan 114

vanuatu 124

venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 71

viet nam 127

Yemen 160

Zambia 163

Zimbabwe 172

Key to HDI countries and ranks, 2012    |    143

Key to HDI countries and ranks, 2012



Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Life expectancy 
at birth

Mean years of 
schooling

Expected years 
of schooling 

Gross national income 
(GNI) per capita 

GNI per capita rank 
minus HDI rank

Nonincome  
HDI

value (years) (years) (years) (2005 PPP $) value

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010a 2011b 2012 2012 2012

VERy HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
1 norway 0.955 81.3 12.6 17.5 48,688 4 0.977
2 australia 0.938 82.0 12.0 c 19.6 d 34,340 15 0.978
3 united States 0.937 78.7 13.3 16.8 43,480 6 0.958
4 netherlands 0.921 80.8 11.6 c 16.9 37,282 8 0.945
5 Germany 0.920 80.6 12.2 16.4 e 35,431 10 0.948
6 new Zealand 0.919 80.8 12.5 19.7 d 24,358 26 0.978
7 Ireland 0.916 80.7 11.6 18.3 d 28,671 19 0.960
7 Sweden 0.916 81.6 11.7 c 16.0 36,143 6 0.940
9 Switzerland 0.913 82.5 11.0 c 15.7 40,527 2 0.926

10 Japan 0.912 83.6 11.6 c 15.3 32,545 11 0.942
11 Canada 0.911 81.1 12.3 15.1 35,369 5 0.934
12 Korea, Republic of 0.909 80.7 11.6 17.2 28,231 15 0.949
13 Hong Kong, China (SaR) 0.906 83.0 10.0 15.5 45,598 –6 0.907
13 Iceland 0.906 81.9 10.4 18.3 d 29,176 12 0.943
15 Denmark 0.901 79.0 11.4 c 16.8 33,518 4 0.924
16 Israel 0.900 81.9 11.9 15.7 26,224 13 0.942
17 Belgium 0.897 80.0 10.9 c 16.4 33,429 3 0.917
18 austria 0.895 81.0 10.8 15.3 36,438 –5 0.908
18 Singapore 0.895 81.2 10.1 c 14.4 f 52,613 –15 0.880
20 France 0.893 81.7 10.6 c 16.1 30,277 4 0.919
21 Finland 0.892 80.1 10.3 16.9 32,510 2 0.912
21 Slovenia 0.892 79.5 11.7 16.9 23,999 12 0.936
23 Spain 0.885 81.6 10.4 c 16.4 25,947 8 0.919
24 liechtenstein 0.883 79.8 10.3 g 11.9 84,880 h –22 0.832
25 Italy 0.881 82.0 10.1 c 16.2 26,158 5 0.911
26 luxembourg 0.875 80.1 10.1 13.5 48,285 –20 0.858
26 united Kingdom 0.875 80.3 9.4 16.4 32,538 –5 0.886
28 Czech Republic 0.873 77.8 12.3 15.3 22,067 10 0.913
29 Greece 0.860 80.0 10.1 c 16.3 20,511 13 0.899
30 Brunei Darussalam 0.855 78.1 8.6 15.0 45,690 –23 0.832
31 Cyprus 0.848 79.8 9.8 14.9 23,825 4 0.869
32 Malta 0.847 79.8 9.9 15.1 21,184 9 0.876
33 andorra 0.846 81.1 10.4 i 11.7 33,918 j –15 0.839
33 Estonia 0.846 75.0 12.0 15.8 17,402 13 0.892
35 Slovakia 0.840 75.6 11.6 14.7 19,696 9 0.872
36 Qatar 0.834 78.5 7.3 12.2 87,478 k –35 0.761
37 Hungary 0.831 74.6 11.7 15.3 16,088 13 0.874
38 Barbados 0.825 77.0 9.3 16.3 17,308 10 0.859
39 Poland 0.821 76.3 10.0 15.2 17,776 7 0.851
40 Chile 0.819 79.3 9.7 14.7 14,987 13 0.863
41 lithuania 0.818 72.5 10.9 15.7 16,858 7 0.850
41 united arab Emirates 0.818 76.7 8.9 12.0 42,716 –31 0.783
43 Portugal 0.816 79.7 7.7 16.0 19,907 0 0.835
44 latvia 0.814 73.6 11.5 c 14.8 14,724 10 0.856
45 argentina 0.811 76.1 9.3 16.1 15,347 7 0.848
46 Seychelles 0.806 73.8 9.4 l 14.3 22,615 –9 0.808
47 Croatia 0.805 76.8 9.8 c 14.1 15,419 4 0.837

HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
48 Bahrain 0.796 75.2 9.4 13.4 e 19,154 –3 0.806
49 Bahamas 0.794 75.9 8.5 12.6 27,401 –21 0.777
50 Belarus 0.793 70.6 11.5 l 14.7 13,385 11 0.830
51 uruguay 0.792 77.2 8.5 c 15.5 13,333 11 0.829
52 Montenegro 0.791 74.8 10.5 l 15.0 10,471 24 0.850
52 Palau 0.791 72.1 12.2 13.7 e 11,463 m 18 0.840
54 Kuwait 0.790 74.7 6.1 14.2 52,793 –51 0.730
55 Russian Federation 0.788 69.1 11.7 14.3 14,461 0 0.816
56 Romania 0.786 74.2 10.4 14.5 11,011 16 0.836
57 Bulgaria 0.782 73.6 10.6 c 14.0 11,474 12 0.826
57 Saudi arabia 0.782 74.1 7.8 14.3 22,616 –21 0.774
59 Cuba 0.780 79.3 10.2 16.2 5,539 n 44 0.894
59 Panama 0.780 76.3 9.4 13.2 13,519 1 0.810
61 Mexico 0.775 77.1 8.5 13.7 12,947 4 0.805

Human Development Index 
and its componentsTa
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Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Life expectancy 
at birth

Mean years of 
schooling

Expected years 
of schooling 

Gross national income 
(GNI) per capita 

GNI per capita rank 
minus HDI rank

Nonincome  
HDI

value (years) (years) (years) (2005 PPP $) value

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010a 2011b 2012 2012 2012

62 Costa Rica 0.773 79.4 8.4 13.7 10,863 12 0.816
63 Grenada 0.770 76.1 8.6 e 15.8 9,257 21 0.827
64 libya 0.769 75.0 7.3 16.2 13,765 –8 0.791
64 Malaysia 0.769 74.5 9.5 12.6 13,676 –7 0.791
64 Serbia 0.769 74.7 10.2 c 13.6 9,533 16 0.823
67 antigua and Barbuda 0.760 72.8 8.9 13.3 13,883 –12 0.776
67 trinidad and tobago 0.760 70.3 9.2 11.9 21,941 –28 0.743
69 Kazakhstan 0.754 67.4 10.4 15.3 10,451 8 0.791
70 albania 0.749 77.1 10.4 11.4 7,822 21 0.807
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.748 74.6 7.6 c 14.4 11,475 –2 0.774
72 Dominica 0.745 77.6 7.7 l 12.7 10,977 –1 0.771
72 Georgia 0.745 73.9 12.1 o 13.2 5,005 37 0.845
72 lebanon 0.745 72.8 7.9 l 13.9 12,364 –5 0.762
72 Saint Kitts and nevis 0.745 73.3 8.4 e 12.9 12,460 –5 0.763
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.742 73.2 7.8 14.4 10,695 –1 0.769
77 Peru 0.741 74.2 8.7 13.2 9,306 6 0.780
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 0.740 75.0 8.2 o 13.4 9,377 2 0.777
78 ukraine 0.740 68.8 11.3 14.8 6,428 22 0.813
80 Mauritius 0.737 73.5 7.2 13.6 13,300 –17 0.745
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.735 75.8 8.3 l 13.4 7,713 13 0.787
82 azerbaijan 0.734 70.9 11.2 l 11.7 8,153 5 0.780
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 0.733 72.5 8.6 e 13.3 9,367 –1 0.767
84 oman 0.731 73.2 5.5 l 13.5 24,092 –51 0.694
85 Brazil 0.730 73.8 7.2 14.2 10,152 –8 0.755
85 Jamaica 0.730 73.3 9.6 13.1 6,701 14 0.792
87 armenia 0.729 74.4 10.8 12.2 5,540 16 0.808
88 Saint lucia 0.725 74.8 8.3 e 12.7 7,971 1 0.768
89 Ecuador 0.724 75.8 7.6 13.7 7,471 7 0.772
90 turkey 0.722 74.2 6.5 12.9 13,710 –32 0.720
91 Colombia 0.719 73.9 7.3 13.6 8,711 –6 0.751
92 Sri lanka 0.715 75.1 9.3 c 12.7 5,170 18 0.792
93 algeria 0.713 73.4 7.6 13.6 7,418 4 0.755
94 tunisia 0.712 74.7 6.5 14.5 8,103 –6 0.746

MEDIuM HuMaN DEVELopMENt
95 tonga 0.710 72.5 10.3 c 13.7 4,153 26 0.807
96 Belize 0.702 76.3 8.0 c 12.5 5,327 8 0.767
96 Dominican Republic 0.702 73.6 7.2 c 12.3 8,506 –11 0.726
96 Fiji 0.702 69.4 10.7 c 13.9 4,087 24 0.794
96 Samoa 0.702 72.7 10.3 l 13.0 3,928 28 0.800

100 Jordan 0.700 73.5 8.6 12.7 5,272 8 0.766
101 China 0.699 73.7 7.5 11.7 7,945 –11 0.728
102 turkmenistan 0.698 65.2 9.9 p 12.6 e 7,782 –10 0.727
103 thailand 0.690 74.3 6.6 12.3 7,722 –10 0.715
104 Maldives 0.688 77.1 5.8 c 12.5 7,478 –9 0.715
105 Suriname 0.684 70.8 7.2 o 12.4 7,327 –7 0.710
106 Gabon 0.683 63.1 7.5 13.0 12,521 –40 0.668
107 El Salvador 0.680 72.4 7.5 12.0 5,915 –5 0.723
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.675 66.9 9.2 13.5 4,444 7 0.740
108 Mongolia 0.675 68.8 8.3 14.3 4,245 10 0.746
110 Palestine, State of 0.670 73.0 8.0 l 13.5 3,359 q 20 0.761
111 Paraguay 0.669 72.7 7.7 12.1 4,497 4 0.730
112 Egypt 0.662 73.5 6.4 12.1 5,401 –6 0.702
113 Moldova, Republic of 0.660 69.6 9.7 11.8 3,319 19 0.747
114 Philippines 0.654 69.0 8.9 c 11.7 3,752 11 0.724
114 uzbekistan 0.654 68.6 10.0 o 11.6 3,201 19 0.740
116 Syrian arab Republic 0.648 76.0 5.7 c 11.7 e 4,674 r –2 0.692
117 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.645 69.2 8.8 p 11.4 e 3,352 m 14 0.719
118 Guyana 0.636 70.2 8.5 10.3 3,387 11 0.703
119 Botswana 0.634 53.0 8.9 11.8 13,102 –55 0.596
120 Honduras 0.632 73.4 6.5 11.4 3,426 8 0.695
121 Indonesia 0.629 69.8 5.8 12.9 4,154 –3 0.672
121 Kiribati 0.629 68.4 7.8 e 12.0 3,079 13 0.701
121 South africa 0.629 53.4 8.5 c 13.1 e 9,594 –42 0.608
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table 1 Human Development inDex anD its components

Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Life expectancy 
at birth

Mean years of 
schooling

Expected years 
of schooling 

Gross national income 
(GNI) per capita 

GNI per capita rank 
minus HDI rank

Nonincome  
HDI

value (years) (years) (years) (2005 PPP $) value

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010a 2011b 2012 2012 2012

124 vanuatu 0.626 71.3 6.7 e 10.6 3,960 –1 0.672
125 Kyrgyzstan 0.622 68.0 9.3 12.6 2,009 24 0.738
125 tajikistan 0.622 67.8 9.8 11.5 2,119 19 0.731
127 viet nam 0.617 75.4 5.5 11.9 2,970 9 0.686
128 namibia 0.608 62.6 6.2 11.3 5,973 –27 0.611
129 nicaragua 0.599 74.3 5.8 10.8 2,551 10 0.671
130 Morocco 0.591 72.4 4.4 10.4 4,384 –13 0.608
131 Iraq 0.590 69.6 5.6 10.0 3,557 –4 0.623
132 Cape verde 0.586 74.3 3.5 e 12.7 3,609 –6 0.617
133 Guatemala 0.581 71.4 4.1 10.7 4,235 –14 0.596
134 timor-leste 0.576 62.9 4.4 s 11.7 5,446 –29 0.569
135 Ghana 0.558 64.6 7.0 11.4 1,684 22 0.646
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.554 51.4 5.4 o 7.9 21,715 –97 0.463
136 India 0.554 65.8 4.4 10.7 3,285 –3 0.575
138 Cambodia 0.543 63.6 5.8 10.5 2,095 9 0.597
138 lao People’s Democratic Republic 0.543 67.8 4.6 10.1 2,435 2 0.584
140 Bhutan 0.538 67.6 2.3 s 12.4 5,246 –31 0.516
141 Swaziland 0.536 48.9 7.1 10.7 5,104 –30 0.515
Low HuMaN DEVELopMENt
142 Congo 0.534 57.8 5.9 10.1 2,934 –5 0.553
143 Solomon Islands 0.530 68.2 4.5 p 9.3 2,172 1 0.572
144 Sao tome and Principe 0.525 64.9 4.7 s 10.8 1,864 7 0.579
145 Kenya 0.519 57.7 7.0 11.1 1,541 15 0.588
146 Bangladesh 0.515 69.2 4.8 8.1 1,785 9 0.567
146 Pakistan 0.515 65.7 4.9 7.3 2,566 –9 0.534
148 angola 0.508 51.5 4.7 s 10.2 4,812 –35 0.479
149 Myanmar 0.498 65.7 3.9 9.4 1,817 5 0.537
150 Cameroon 0.495 52.1 5.9 10.9 2,114 –4 0.520
151 Madagascar 0.483 66.9 5.2 p 10.4 828 28 0.601
152 tanzania, united Republic of 0.476 58.9 5.1 9.1 1,383 10 0.527
153 nigeria 0.471 52.3 5.2 s 9.0 2,102 –6 0.482
154 Senegal 0.470 59.6 4.5 8.2 1,653 4 0.501
155 Mauritania 0.467 58.9 3.7 8.1 2,174 –12 0.473
156 Papua new Guinea 0.466 63.1 3.9 5.8 e 2,386 –15 0.464
157 nepal 0.463 69.1 3.2 8.9 1,137 11 0.526
158 lesotho 0.461 48.7 5.9 c 9.6 1,879 –8 0.476
159 togo 0.459 57.5 5.3 10.6 928 16 0.542
160 Yemen 0.458 65.9 2.5 8.7 1,820 –7 0.474
161 Haiti 0.456 62.4 4.9 7.6 e 1,070 7 0.521
161 uganda 0.456 54.5 4.7 11.1 1,168 5 0.511
163 Zambia 0.448 49.4 6.7 8.5 1,358 0 0.483
164 Djibouti 0.445 58.3 3.8 o 5.7 2,350 –22 0.435
165 Gambia 0.439 58.8 2.8 8.7 1,731 –9 0.448
166 Benin 0.436 56.5 3.2 9.4 1,439 –5 0.459
167 Rwanda 0.434 55.7 3.3 10.9 1,147 0 0.476
168 Côte d’Ivoire 0.432 56.0 4.2 6.5 1,593 –9 0.444
169 Comoros 0.429 61.5 2.8 p 10.2 986 4 0.484
170 Malawi 0.418 54.8 4.2 10.4 774 10 0.492
171 Sudan 0.414 61.8 3.1 4.5 1,848 –19 0.405
172 Zimbabwe 0.397 52.7 7.2 10.1 424 t 14 0.542
173 Ethiopia 0.396 59.7 2.2 s 8.7 1,017 –2 0.425
174 liberia 0.388 57.3 3.9 10.5 e 480 11 0.502
175 afghanistan 0.374 49.1 3.1 8.1 1,000 –3 0.393
176 Guinea-Bissau 0.364 48.6 2.3 o 9.5 1,042 –6 0.373
177 Sierra leone 0.359 48.1 3.3 7.3 e 881 0 0.380
178 Burundi 0.355 50.9 2.7 11.3 544 4 0.423
178 Guinea 0.355 54.5 1.6 s 8.8 941 –4 0.368
180 Central african Republic 0.352 49.1 3.5 6.8 722 1 0.386
181 Eritrea 0.351 62.0 3.4 e 4.6 531 3 0.418
182 Mali 0.344 51.9 2.0 c 7.5 853 –4 0.359
183 Burkina Faso 0.343 55.9 1.3 o 6.9 1,202 –18 0.332
184 Chad 0.340 49.9 1.5 p 7.4 1,258 –20 0.324
185 Mozambique 0.327 50.7 1.2 9.2 906 –9 0.327
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Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Life expectancy 
at birth

Mean years of 
schooling

Expected years 
of schooling 

Gross national income 
(GNI) per capita 

GNI per capita rank 
minus HDI rank

Nonincome  
HDI

value (years) (years) (years) (2005 PPP $) value

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010a 2011b 2012 2012 2012

186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.304 48.7 3.5 8.5 319 0 0.404
186 niger 0.304 55.1 1.4 4.9 701 –4 0.313

NotES

a Data refer to 2010 or the most recent year available.

b Data refer to 2011 or the most recent year available.

c updated by HDRo based on unESCo Institute for 
Statistics (2012) data.

d For the HDI calculation this value is capped at 
18 years.

e Based on cross-country regression.

f Calculated by the Singapore Ministry of Education.

g assumes the same adult mean years of schooling 
as Switzerland before the most recent update.

h Estimated using the purchasing power parity 
(PPP) rate and the projected growth rate of 
Switzerland.

i assumes the same adult mean years of schooling 
as Spain before the most recent update.

j Estimated using the PPP rate and the projected 
growth rate of Spain.

k Based on implied PPP conversion factors from 
IMF (2012).

l Based on the unESCo Institute for Statistics 
(2012) estimate of educational attainment 
distribution.

m Based on projected growth rates by aDB (2012).

n PPP estimate based on cross-country regression; 
projected growth rate based on EClaC (2012) and 
unDESa (2012c) projected growth rates.

o Based on data from unICEF Multiple Indicator 
Cluster Surveys for 2002–2012.

p Based on data on years of schooling of adults 
from household surveys in the World Bank’s 
International Income Distribution Database.

q Based on an unpublished estimate of the PPP 
conversion rate from the World Bank and 
projected growth rates from unESCWa (2012) 
and unDESa (2012c).

r Based on projected growth rates from unDESa 
(2012c).

s Based on data from ICF Macro (2012).

t Based on PPP data from IMF (2012).

DEFINItIoNS

Human Development Index (HDI): a composite 
index measuring average achievement in three basic 
dimensions of human development—a long and 
healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of 
living. See Technical note 1 at http://hdr.undp.org/
en/media/HDR_2013_En_technotes.pdf for details 
on how the HDI is calculated.

Life expectancy at birth: number of years a 
newborn infant could expect to live if prevailing 
patterns of age-specific mortality rates at the time of 
birth stay the same throughout the infant’s life.

Mean years of schooling: average number of 
years of education received by people ages 25 and 
older, converted from educational attainment levels 
using official durations of each level.

Expected years of schooling: number of years 
of schooling that a child of school entrance age 
can expect to receive if prevailing patterns of 
age-specific enrolment rates persist throughout the 
child’s life.

Gross national income (GNI) per capita: 
aggregate income of an economy generated by 
its production and its ownership of factors of 
production, less the incomes paid for the use of 
factors of production owned by the rest of the world, 
converted to international dollars using PPP rates, 
divided by midyear population.

GNI per capita rank minus HDI rank: Difference 
in rankings by GnI per capita and by the HDI. a 
negative value means that the country is better 
ranked by GnI than by the HDI.

Nonincome HDI: value of the HDI computed from 
the life expectancy and education indicators only.

MaIN Data SouRCES

Column 1: HDRo calculations based on data from 
unDESa (2011), Barro and lee (2011), unESCo 
Institute for Statistics (2012), World Bank (2012a) 
and IMF (2012).

Column 2: unDESa (2011).

Column 3: Barro and lee (2011) and HDRo updates 
based on data on educational attainment from 
unESCo Institute for Statistics (2012) and on 
methodology from Barro and lee (2010).

Column 4: unESCo Institute for Statistics (2012).

Column 5: HDRo calculations based on data from 
World Bank (2012a), IMF (2012) and unSD (2012a).

Column 6: Calculated based on data in columns 
1 and 5.

Column 7: Calculated based on data in columns 
2, 3 and 4.

 

otHER CouNtRIES oR tERRItoRIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. 69.0 .. .. .. .. ..
Marshall Islands .. 72.3 .. 11.7 .. .. ..
Monaco .. 82.3 .. .. .. .. ..
nauru .. 80.0 .. 9.3 .. .. ..
San Marino .. 81.9 .. 12.5 .. .. ..
Somalia .. 51.5 .. 2.4 .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. 67.5 .. 10.8 .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 0.905 80.1 11.5 16.3 33,391 — 0.927
High human development 0.758 73.4 8.8 13.9 11,501 — 0.781
Medium human development 0.640 69.9 6.3 11.4 5,428 — 0.661
low human development 0.466 59.1 4.2 8.5 1,633 — 0.487

Regions
arab States 0.652 71.0 6.0 10.6 8,317 — 0.658
East asia and the Pacific 0.683 72.7 7.2 11.8 6,874 — 0.712
Europe and Central asia 0.771 71.5 10.4 13.7 12,243 — 0.801
latin america and the Caribbean 0.741 74.7 7.8 13.7 10,300 — 0.770
South asia 0.558 66.2 4.7 10.2 3,343 — 0.577
Sub-Saharan africa 0.475 54.9 4.7 9.3 2,010 — 0.479

Least developed countries 0.449 59.5 3.7 8.5 1,385 — 0.475
Small island developing states 0.648 69.8 7.3 10.7 5,397 — 0.673
world 0.694 70.1 7.5 11.6 10,184 — 0.690
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Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank average annual HDI growth

value Change (%)

HDI rank 1980 1990 2000 2005 2007 2010 2011 2012 2007–2012a 2011–2012a 1980/1990 1990/2000 2000/2010 2000/2012

VERy HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
1 norway 0.804 0.852 0.922 0.948 0.952 0.952 0.953 0.955 0 0 0.59 0.79 0.32 0.29
2 australia 0.857 0.880 0.914 0.927 0.931 0.935 0.936 0.938 0 0 0.27 0.37 0.23 0.22
3 united States 0.843 0.878 0.907 0.923 0.929 0.934 0.936 0.937 0 –1 0.40 0.33 0.29 0.27
4 netherlands 0.799 0.842 0.891 0.899 0.911 0.919 0.921 0.921 2 0 0.52 0.56 0.31 0.28
5 Germany 0.738 0.803 0.870 0.901 0.907 0.916 0.919 0.920 5 0 0.85 0.81 0.53 0.47
6 new Zealand 0.807 0.835 0.887 0.908 0.912 0.917 0.918 0.919 –1 0 0.34 0.60 0.33 0.29
7 Ireland 0.745 0.793 0.879 0.907 0.918 0.916 0.915 0.916 –3 0 0.62 1.04 0.42 0.35
7 Sweden 0.792 0.823 0.903 0.905 0.909 0.913 0.915 0.916 0 0 0.38 0.93 0.11 0.12
9 Switzerland 0.818 0.840 0.882 0.898 0.901 0.912 0.912 0.913 3 0 0.27 0.49 0.33 0.29

10 Japan 0.788 0.837 0.878 0.896 0.903 0.909 0.910 0.912 1 0 0.61 0.48 0.35 0.32
11 Canada 0.825 0.865 0.887 0.906 0.909 0.909 0.910 0.911 –4 –1 0.48 0.25 0.24 0.22
12 Korea, Republic of 0.640 0.749 0.839 0.875 0.890 0.905 0.907 0.909 4 0 1.58 1.14 0.76 0.67
13 Hong Kong, China (SaR) 0.712 0.788 0.815 0.857 0.877 0.900 0.904 0.906 10 1 1.02 0.34 1.00 0.89
13 Iceland 0.769 0.815 0.871 0.901 0.908 0.901 0.905 0.906 –4 0 0.58 0.67 0.34 0.33
15 Denmark 0.790 0.816 0.869 0.893 0.898 0.899 0.901 0.901 –2 0 0.33 0.63 0.34 0.30
16 Israel 0.773 0.809 0.865 0.885 0.892 0.896 0.899 0.900 –2 0 0.45 0.68 0.34 0.33
17 Belgium 0.764 0.817 0.884 0.884 0.891 0.896 0.897 0.897 –2 0 0.67 0.79 0.14 0.12
18 austria 0.747 0.797 0.848 0.867 0.879 0.892 0.894 0.895 2 0 0.66 0.62 0.51 0.46
18 Singapore .. 0.756 0.826 0.852 .. 0.892 0.894 0.895 7 0 .. 0.89 0.77 0.67
20 France 0.728 0.784 0.853 0.877 0.885 0.891 0.893 0.893 –1 0 0.75 0.85 0.44 0.38
21 Finland 0.766 0.801 0.845 0.882 0.890 0.890 0.892 0.892 –5 0 0.45 0.54 0.52 0.45
21 Slovenia .. .. 0.842 0.876 0.888 0.892 0.892 0.892 –3 0 .. .. 0.58 0.48
23 Spain 0.698 0.756 0.847 0.865 0.874 0.884 0.885 0.885 1 0 0.80 1.15 0.43 0.37
24 liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. 0.882 0.883 0.883 .. 0 .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 0.723 0.771 0.833 0.869 0.878 0.881 0.881 0.881 –2 0 0.64 0.78 0.56 0.46
26 luxembourg 0.735 0.796 0.861 0.875 0.879 0.875 0.875 0.875 –5 0 0.81 0.78 0.16 0.14
26 united Kingdom 0.748 0.784 0.841 0.865 0.867 0.874 0.875 0.875 2 0 0.47 0.70 0.39 0.33
28 Czech Republic .. .. 0.824 0.862 0.869 0.871 0.872 0.873 –1 0 .. .. 0.56 0.48
29 Greece 0.726 0.772 0.810 0.862 0.865 0.866 0.862 0.860 0 0 0.62 0.48 0.67 0.50
30 Brunei Darussalam 0.765 0.782 0.830 0.848 0.853 0.854 0.854 0.855 0 0 0.22 0.59 0.28 0.25
31 Cyprus 0.715 0.779 0.808 0.817 0.827 0.849 0.849 0.848 4 0 0.86 0.36 0.50 0.41
32 Malta 0.713 0.757 0.801 0.827 0.829 0.844 0.846 0.847 2 1 0.59 0.57 0.52 0.46
33 andorra .. .. .. .. .. 0.846 0.847 0.846 .. –1 .. .. .. ..
33 Estonia .. 0.728 0.786 0.830 0.841 0.839 0.844 0.846 –2 1 .. 0.76 0.65 0.62
35 Slovakia .. 0.754 0.785 0.814 0.830 0.836 0.838 0.840 –1 0 .. 0.40 0.64 0.57
36 Qatar 0.729 0.743 0.801 0.828 0.833 0.827 0.832 0.834 –3 0 0.18 0.76 0.32 0.33
37 Hungary 0.709 0.714 0.790 0.820 0.826 0.829 0.830 0.831 1 0 0.07 1.02 0.48 0.42
38 Barbados 0.706 0.760 0.790 0.798 0.808 0.823 0.824 0.825 2 0 0.73 0.38 0.41 0.37
39 Poland .. .. 0.778 0.798 0.806 0.817 0.819 0.821 3 0 .. .. 0.49 0.46
40 Chile 0.638 0.702 0.759 0.789 0.800 0.813 0.817 0.819 5 0 0.96 0.78 0.68 0.64
41 lithuania .. 0.732 0.756 0.802 0.810 0.810 0.814 0.818 –2 2 .. 0.32 0.68 0.65
41 united arab Emirates .. .. .. 0.831 0.827 0.816 0.817 0.818 –5 –1 .. .. .. ..
43 Portugal 0.644 0.714 0.783 0.796 0.806 0.817 0.817 0.816 –1 –3 1.04 0.93 0.43 0.35
44 latvia 0.675 0.699 0.738 0.792 0.808 0.805 0.809 0.814 –4 1 0.35 0.55 0.87 0.82
45 argentina 0.675 0.701 0.755 0.771 0.787 0.805 0.810 0.811 4 –1 0.38 0.74 0.64 0.60
46 Seychelles .. .. 0.774 0.781 0.792 0.799 0.804 0.806 1 0 .. .. 0.31 0.33
47 Croatia .. 0.716 0.755 0.787 0.798 0.804 0.804 0.805 –1 –1 .. 0.52 0.63 0.54

HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
48 Bahrain 0.644 0.713 0.781 0.802 0.802 0.794 0.795 0.796 –4 0 1.02 0.92 0.16 0.15
49 Bahamas .. .. .. .. .. 0.791 0.792 0.794 .. 0 .. .. .. ..
50 Belarus .. .. .. 0.730 0.756 0.785 0.789 0.793 12 1 .. .. .. ..
51 uruguay 0.664 0.693 0.741 0.744 0.771 0.785 0.789 0.792 3 0 0.42 0.68 0.58 0.55
52 Montenegro .. .. .. 0.756 0.775 0.787 0.791 0.791 0 –2 .. .. .. ..
52 Palau .. .. 0.765 0.786 0.792 0.779 0.786 0.791 –4 2 .. .. 0.18 0.27
54 Kuwait 0.695 0.712 0.781 0.784 0.787 0.786 0.788 0.790 –4 –1 0.25 0.92 0.06 0.10
55 Russian Federation .. 0.730 0.713 0.753 0.770 0.782 0.784 0.788 0 0 .. –0.23 0.93 0.84
56 Romania .. 0.706 0.709 0.756 0.772 0.783 0.784 0.786 –3 –1 .. 0.05 0.99 0.86
57 Bulgaria 0.673 0.704 0.721 0.756 0.766 0.778 0.780 0.782 0 0 0.45 0.24 0.77 0.67
57 Saudi arabia 0.575 0.653 0.717 0.748 0.756 0.777 0.780 0.782 5 0 1.29 0.93 0.81 0.74
59 Cuba 0.626 0.681 0.690 0.735 0.770 0.775 0.777 0.780 –4 0 0.83 0.14 1.17 1.02
59 Panama 0.634 0.666 0.724 0.746 0.758 0.770 0.776 0.780 1 1 0.49 0.85 0.62 0.62
61 Mexico 0.598 0.654 0.723 0.745 0.758 0.770 0.773 0.775 –1 0 0.89 1.00 0.64 0.59
62 Costa Rica 0.621 0.663 0.705 0.732 0.744 0.768 0.770 0.773 4 0 0.65 0.62 0.85 0.76
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Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank average annual HDI growth

value Change (%)

HDI rank 1980 1990 2000 2005 2007 2010 2011 2012 2007–2012a 2011–2012a 1980/1990 1990/2000 2000/2010 2000/2012

63 Grenada .. .. .. .. .. 0.768 0.770 0.770 .. –1 .. .. .. ..
64 libya .. .. .. 0.746 0.760 0.773 0.725 0.769 –5 23 b .. .. .. ..
64 Malaysia 0.563 0.635 0.712 0.742 0.753 0.763 0.766 0.769 1 1 1.21 1.15 0.69 0.64
64 Serbia .. .. 0.726 0.751 0.760 0.767 0.769 0.769 –5 0 .. .. 0.56 0.49
67 antigua and Barbuda .. .. .. .. .. 0.761 0.759 0.760 .. –1 .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 0.680 0.685 0.707 0.741 0.752 0.758 0.759 0.760 –1 –1 0.08 0.32 0.70 0.60
69 Kazakhstan .. .. 0.663 0.721 0.734 0.744 0.750 0.754 2 –1 .. .. 1.15 1.08
70 albania .. 0.661 0.698 0.729 0.737 0.746 0.748 0.749 0 –1 .. 0.54 0.66 0.59
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.629 0.635 0.662 0.694 0.712 0.744 0.746 0.748 9 –1 0.11 0.41 1.17 1.03
72 Dominica .. .. 0.722 0.732 0.739 0.743 0.744 0.745 –3 0 .. .. 0.28 0.26
72 Georgia .. .. .. 0.713 0.732 0.735 0.740 0.745 0 3 .. .. .. ..
72 lebanon .. .. .. 0.714 0.728 0.743 0.744 0.745 3 0 .. .. .. ..
72 Saint Kitts and nevis .. .. .. .. .. 0.745 0.745 0.745 .. –1 .. .. .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.443 0.540 0.654 0.685 0.706 0.740 0.742 0.742 7 –2 1.99 1.94 1.25 1.05
77 Peru 0.580 0.619 0.679 0.699 0.716 0.733 0.738 0.741 3 –1 0.65 0.93 0.78 0.73
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia .. .. .. 0.711 0.719 0.736 0.738 0.740 1 –2 .. .. .. ..
78 ukraine .. 0.714 0.673 0.718 0.732 0.733 0.737 0.740 –5 0 .. –0.58 0.85 0.80
80 Mauritius 0.551 0.626 0.676 0.708 0.720 0.732 0.735 0.737 –2 –1 1.28 0.77 0.81 0.73
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina .. .. .. 0.724 0.729 0.733 0.734 0.735 –6 –1 .. .. .. ..
82 azerbaijan .. .. .. .. .. 0.734 0.732 0.734 .. –1 .. .. .. ..
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines .. .. .. .. .. 0.731 0.732 0.733 .. –2 .. .. .. ..
84 oman .. .. .. .. .. 0.728 0.729 0.731 .. –1 .. .. .. ..
85 Brazil 0.522 0.590 0.669 0.699 0.710 0.726 0.728 0.730 0 0 1.23 1.26 0.82 0.73
85 Jamaica 0.612 0.642 0.679 0.695 0.701 0.727 0.729 0.730 4 –2 0.47 0.57 0.69 0.61
87 armenia .. 0.628 0.648 0.695 0.723 0.722 0.726 0.729 –7 –1 .. 0.33 1.08 0.98
88 Saint lucia .. .. .. .. .. 0.723 0.724 0.725 .. 0 .. .. .. ..
89 Ecuador 0.596 0.635 0.659 0.682 0.688 0.719 0.722 0.724 10 0 0.63 0.37 0.89 0.79
90 turkey 0.474 0.569 0.645 0.684 0.702 0.715 0.720 0.722 –1 0 1.85 1.26 1.04 0.95
91 Colombia 0.556 0.600 0.658 0.681 0.698 0.714 0.717 0.719 0 0 0.76 0.93 0.82 0.75
92 Sri lanka 0.557 0.608 0.653 0.683 0.693 0.705 0.711 0.715 5 0 0.88 0.72 0.78 0.76
93 algeria 0.461 0.562 0.625 0.680 0.691 0.710 0.711 0.713 5 –1 2.01 1.07 1.28 1.10
94 tunisia 0.459 0.553 0.642 0.679 0.694 0.710 0.710 0.712 2 0 1.87 1.51 1.01 0.86

MEDIuM HuMaN DEVELopMENt
95 tonga .. 0.656 0.689 0.704 0.705 0.709 0.709 0.710 –7 0 .. 0.49 0.28 0.25
96 Belize 0.621 0.653 0.672 0.694 0.696 0.700 0.701 0.702 –4 0 0.51 0.29 0.40 0.35
96 Dominican Republic 0.525 0.584 0.641 0.669 0.683 0.697 0.700 0.702 4 2 1.07 0.93 0.85 0.76
96 Fiji 0.572 0.614 0.670 0.693 0.695 0.699 0.700 0.702 –3 2 0.71 0.87 0.43 0.39
96 Samoa .. .. 0.663 0.689 0.695 0.699 0.701 0.702 –3 0 .. .. 0.52 0.48

100 Jordan 0.545 0.592 0.650 0.684 0.695 0.699 0.699 0.700 –7 0 0.83 0.95 0.72 0.62
101 China 0.407 0.495 0.590 0.637 0.662 0.689 0.695 0.699 4 0 1.96 1.78 1.55 1.42
102 turkmenistan .. .. .. .. .. 0.688 0.693 0.698 .. 0 .. .. .. ..
103 thailand 0.490 0.569 0.625 0.662 0.676 0.686 0.686 0.690 –1 1 1.50 0.94 0.93 0.82
104 Maldives .. .. 0.592 0.639 0.663 0.683 0.687 0.688 1 –1 .. .. 1.43 1.26
105 Suriname .. .. .. 0.666 0.672 0.679 0.681 0.684 –2 0 .. .. .. ..
106 Gabon 0.526 0.610 0.627 0.653 0.662 0.676 0.679 0.683 0 0 1.49 0.27 0.75 0.72
107 El Salvador 0.471 0.528 0.620 0.655 0.671 0.678 0.679 0.680 –3 –1 1.14 1.62 0.90 0.78
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.489 0.557 0.620 0.647 0.652 0.668 0.671 0.675 0 0 1.31 1.08 0.75 0.71
108 Mongolia .. 0.559 0.564 0.622 0.638 0.657 0.668 0.675 4 2 .. 0.08 1.54 1.51
110 Palestine, State of .. .. .. .. .. 0.662 0.666 0.670 .. 1 .. .. .. ..
111 Paraguay 0.549 0.578 0.617 0.641 0.650 0.668 0.670 0.669 –1 –2 0.52 0.66 0.79 0.67
112 Egypt 0.407 0.502 0.593 0.625 0.640 0.661 0.661 0.662 0 0 2.12 1.68 1.08 0.92
113 Moldova, Republic of .. 0.650 0.592 0.636 0.644 0.652 0.657 0.660 –2 0 .. –0.93 0.96 0.91
114 Philippines 0.561 0.581 0.610 0.630 0.636 0.649 0.651 0.654 0 0 0.35 0.49 0.61 0.58
114 uzbekistan .. .. .. 0.617 0.630 0.644 0.649 0.654 1 1 .. .. .. ..
116 Syrian arab Republic 0.501 0.557 0.596 0.618 0.623 0.646 0.646 0.648 0 0 1.07 0.67 0.80 0.70
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. .. .. .. 0.639 0.640 0.645 .. 0 .. .. .. ..
118 Guyana 0.513 0.502 0.578 0.610 0.617 0.628 0.632 0.636 1 1 –0.21 1.41 0.83 0.79
119 Botswana 0.449 0.586 0.587 0.604 0.619 0.633 0.634 0.634 –1 –1 2.71 0.00 0.77 0.66
120 Honduras 0.456 0.520 0.563 0.582 0.594 0.629 0.630 0.632 3 0 1.33 0.79 1.12 0.97
121 Indonesia 0.422 0.479 0.540 0.575 0.595 0.620 0.624 0.629 1 3 1.26 1.21 1.39 1.28
121 Kiribati .. .. .. .. .. 0.628 0.627 0.629 .. 0 .. .. .. ..
121 South africa 0.570 0.621 0.622 0.604 0.609 0.621 0.625 0.629 0 1 0.87 0.01 –0.01 0.11
124 vanuatu .. .. .. .. .. 0.623 0.625 0.626 .. –2 .. .. .. ..
125 Kyrgyzstan .. 0.609 0.582 0.601 0.612 0.615 0.621 0.622 –3 0 .. –0.45 0.54 0.56
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table 2 Human Development InDex trenDs, 1980–2012

Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank average annual HDI growth

value Change (%)

HDI rank 1980 1990 2000 2005 2007 2010 2011 2012 2007–2012a 2011–2012a 1980/1990 1990/2000 2000/2010 2000/2012

125 tajikistan .. 0.615 0.529 0.582 0.587 0.612 0.618 0.622 3 1 .. –1.50 1.47 1.36
127 viet nam .. 0.439 0.534 0.573 0.590 0.611 0.614 0.617 0 0 .. 1.98 1.37 1.22
128 namibia .. 0.569 0.564 0.579 0.592 0.604 0.606 0.608 –2 0 .. –0.10 0.69 0.64
129 nicaragua 0.461 0.479 0.529 0.572 0.583 0.593 0.597 0.599 0 0 0.37 1.01 1.15 1.04
130 Morocco 0.371 0.440 0.512 0.558 0.571 0.586 0.589 0.591 0 0 1.71 1.54 1.35 1.20
131 Iraq .. .. .. 0.564 0.567 0.578 0.583 0.590 1 1 .. .. .. ..
132 Cape verde .. .. 0.532 .. .. 0.581 0.584 0.586 .. –1 .. .. 0.88 0.81
133 Guatemala 0.432 0.464 0.523 0.551 0.570 0.579 0.580 0.581 –1 0 0.72 1.20 1.02 0.89
134 timor-leste .. .. 0.418 0.461 0.519 0.565 0.571 0.576 5 0 .. .. 3.06 2.71
135 Ghana 0.391 0.427 0.461 0.491 0.506 0.540 0.553 0.558 7 0 0.90 0.77 1.58 1.60
136 Equatorial Guinea .. .. 0.498 0.523 0.533 0.547 0.551 0.554 –2 0 .. .. 0.96 0.90
136 India 0.345 0.410 0.463 0.507 0.525 0.547 0.551 0.554 –1 0 1.75 1.23 1.67 1.50
138 Cambodia .. .. 0.444 0.501 0.520 0.532 0.538 0.543 –1 0 .. .. 1.82 1.68
138 lao People’s Democratic Republic .. 0.379 0.453 0.494 0.510 0.534 0.538 0.543 3 0 .. 1.80 1.66 1.53
140 Bhutan .. .. .. .. .. 0.525 0.532 0.538 .. 1 .. .. .. ..
141 Swaziland .. 0.533 0.502 0.504 0.520 0.532 0.536 0.536 –3 –1 .. –0.59 0.58 0.55
Low HuMaN DEVELopMENt
142 Congo 0.470 0.510 0.482 0.506 0.511 0.529 0.531 0.534 –1 0 0.82 –0.56 0.94 0.86
143 Solomon Islands .. .. 0.486 0.510 0.522 0.522 0.526 0.530 –6 0 .. .. 0.70 0.71
144 Sao tome and Principe .. .. .. 0.488 0.503 0.520 0.522 0.525 0 0 .. .. .. ..
145 Kenya 0.424 0.463 0.447 0.472 0.491 0.511 0.515 0.519 1 0 0.88 –0.33 1.34 1.24
146 Bangladesh 0.312 0.361 0.433 0.472 0.488 0.508 0.511 0.515 1 1 1.49 1.83 1.61 1.46
146 Pakistan 0.337 0.383 0.419 0.485 0.498 0.512 0.513 0.515 –1 0 1.29 0.89 2.03 1.74
148 angola .. .. 0.375 0.406 0.472 0.502 0.504 0.508 1 0 .. .. 2.97 2.56
149 Myanmar 0.281 0.305 0.382 0.435 0.464 0.490 0.494 0.498 1 0 0.83 2.27 2.52 2.23
150 Cameroon 0.373 0.431 0.429 0.453 0.459 0.488 0.492 0.495 1 0 1.46 –0.05 1.29 1.20
151 Madagascar .. .. 0.428 0.467 0.478 0.484 0.483 0.483 –3 0 .. .. 1.24 1.02
152 tanzania, united Republic of .. 0.353 0.369 0.395 0.408 0.466 0.470 0.476 15 1 .. 0.43 2.36 2.15
153 nigeria .. .. .. 0.434 0.448 0.462 0.467 0.471 1 1 .. .. .. ..
154 Senegal 0.322 0.368 0.405 0.441 0.454 0.470 0.471 0.470 –2 –2 1.32 0.97 1.50 1.25
155 Mauritania 0.340 0.357 0.418 0.441 0.454 0.464 0.464 0.467 –3 0 0.48 1.61 1.04 0.92
156 Papua new Guinea 0.324 0.368 0.415 0.429 .. 0.458 0.462 0.466 1 0 1.29 1.22 0.99 0.96
157 nepal 0.234 0.341 0.401 0.429 0.440 0.458 0.460 0.463 2 0 3.85 1.62 1.35 1.21
158 lesotho 0.422 0.474 0.429 0.425 0.431 0.452 0.456 0.461 2 1 1.18 –0.99 0.53 0.61
159 togo 0.357 0.382 0.426 0.436 0.442 0.452 0.455 0.459 –2 1 0.67 1.11 0.60 0.62
160 Yemen .. 0.286 0.376 0.428 0.444 0.466 0.459 0.458 –4 –2 .. 2.78 2.16 1.66
161 Haiti 0.335 0.399 0.422 0.437 .. 0.450 0.453 0.456 –6 1 1.77 0.56 0.64 0.65
161 uganda .. 0.306 0.375 0.408 0.427 0.450 0.454 0.456 0 0 .. 2.06 1.84 1.65
163 Zambia 0.405 0.398 0.376 0.399 0.411 0.438 0.443 0.448 3 0 –0.18 –0.56 1.52 1.46
164 Djibouti .. .. .. 0.405 0.419 0.431 0.442 0.445 0 0 .. .. .. ..
165 Gambia 0.279 0.323 0.360 0.375 0.383 0.437 0.440 0.439 5 0 1.47 1.09 1.95 1.65
166 Benin 0.253 0.314 0.380 0.414 0.420 0.432 0.434 0.436 –3 0 2.16 1.95 1.28 1.14
167 Rwanda 0.277 0.233 0.314 0.377 0.400 0.425 0.429 0.434 2 0 –1.74 3.05 3.07 2.73
168 Côte d’Ivoire 0.348 0.360 0.392 0.405 0.412 0.427 0.426 0.432 –3 1 0.34 0.85 0.86 0.81
169 Comoros .. .. .. 0.425 0.425 0.426 0.428 0.429 –7 –1 .. .. .. ..
170 Malawi 0.272 0.295 0.352 0.363 0.381 0.413 0.415 0.418 1 1 0.83 1.78 1.61 1.44
171 Sudan 0.269 0.301 0.364 0.390 0.401 0.411 0.419 0.414 –3 –1 1.15 1.89 1.22 1.08
172 Zimbabwe 0.367 0.427 0.376 0.352 0.355 0.374 0.387 0.397 0 1 1.53 –1.26 –0.04 0.46
173 Ethiopia .. .. 0.275 0.316 0.350 0.387 0.392 0.396 1 –1 .. .. 3.49 3.09
174 liberia 0.298 .. 0.304 0.301 0.334 0.367 0.381 0.388 3 0 .. .. 1.88 2.04
175 afghanistan 0.209 0.246 0.236 0.322 0.346 0.368 0.371 0.374 0 0 1.63 –0.41 4.54 3.91
176 Guinea-Bissau .. .. .. 0.348 0.355 0.361 0.364 0.364 –4 0 .. .. .. ..
177 Sierra leone 0.255 0.247 0.244 0.315 0.331 0.346 0.348 0.359 1 2 –0.28 –0.15 3.58 3.29
178 Burundi 0.217 0.272 0.270 0.298 0.323 0.348 0.352 0.355 2 –1 2.26 –0.07 2.59 2.31
178 Guinea .. .. .. 0.331 0.342 0.349 0.352 0.355 –2 –1 .. .. .. ..
180 Central african Republic 0.285 0.312 0.294 0.308 0.316 0.344 0.348 0.352 2 –1 0.94 –0.59 1.59 1.50
181 Eritrea .. .. .. .. .. 0.342 0.346 0.351 .. 1 .. .. .. ..
182 Mali 0.176 0.204 0.270 0.312 0.328 0.344 0.347 0.344 –2 –1 1.50 2.86 2.45 2.04
183 Burkina Faso .. .. .. 0.301 0.314 0.334 0.340 0.343 1 0 .. .. .. ..
184 Chad .. .. 0.290 0.317 0.319 0.336 0.336 0.340 –2 0 .. .. 1.47 1.32
185 Mozambique 0.217 0.202 0.247 0.287 0.301 0.318 0.322 0.327 0 0 –0.70 2.00 2.57 2.37
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.286 0.297 0.234 0.258 0.280 0.295 0.299 0.304 0 0 0.37 –2.34 2.35 2.19
186 niger 0.179 0.198 0.234 0.269 0.278 0.298 0.297 0.304 1 1 0.98 1.72 2.42 2.20
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Human Development Index (HDI) HDI rank average annual HDI growth

value Change (%)

HDI rank 1980 1990 2000 2005 2007 2010 2011 2012 2007–2012a 2011–2012a 1980/1990 1990/2000 2000/2010 2000/2012

otHER CouNtRIES oR tERRItoRIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Marshall Islands .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

NotES

a a positive value indicates an improvement in rank.

b the substantial change in rank is due to an 
updated International Monetary Fund estimate of 
libya’s GDP growth in 2011.

c Based on fewer than half the countries in the 
group or region.

DEFINItIoNS

Human Development Index (HDI): a composite 
index measuring average achievement in three basic 
dimensions of human development—a long and 
healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of 
living. See Technical note 1 at http://hdr.undp.org/
en/media/HDR_2013_En_technotes.pdf for details 
on how the HDI is calculated.

average annual HDI growth: a smoothed 
annualized growth of the HDI in a given period 
calculated as the annual compound growth rate.

MaIN Data SouRCES

Columns 1–8: HDRo calculations based on data 
from unDESa (2011), Barro and lee (2011), unESCo 

Institute for Statistics (2012), World Bank (2012a) 
and IMF (2012).

Columns 9–14: Calculated based on HDI values in 
the relevant year.

 

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 0.773 0.817 0.867 0.889 0.896 0.902 0.904 0.905 — — 0.56 0.59 0.40 0.36
High human development 0.605 c 0.656 c 0.695 0.725 0.738 0.753 0.755 0.758 — — 0.81 0.58 0.80 0.72
Medium human development 0.419 c 0.481 0.549 0.589 0.609 0.631 0.636 0.640 — — 1.38 1.32 1.41 1.29
low human development 0.315 0.350 0.385 0.424 0.442 0.461 0.464 0.466 — — 1.05 0.95 1.82 1.62

Regions
arab States 0.443 0.517 0.583 0.622 0.633 0.648 0.650 0.652 — — 1.56 1.21 1.07 0.94
East asia and the Pacific 0.432 c 0.502 c 0.584 0.626 0.649 0.673 0.678 0.683 — — 1.51 1.51 1.43 1.31
Europe and Central asia 0.651 c 0.701 c 0.709 0.743 0.757 0.766 0.769 0.771 — — 0.74 0.12 0.77 0.70
latin america and the Caribbean 0.574 0.623 0.683 0.708 0.722 0.736 0.739 0.741 — — 0.83 0.93 0.74 0.67
South asia 0.357 0.418 0.470 0.514 0.531 0.552 0.555 0.558 — — 1.58 1.19 1.60 1.43
Sub-Saharan africa 0.366 0.387 0.405 0.432 0.449 0.468 0.472 0.475 — — 0.58 0.44 1.47 1.34

Least developed countries 0.290 c 0.327 c 0.367 0.401 0.421 0.443 0.446 0.449 — — 1.22 1.15 1.91 1.70
Small island developing states 0.530 c 0.571 c 0.600 c 0.623 0.658 0.645 0.647 0.648 — — 0.75 0.50 0.73 0.65
world 0.561 c 0.600 0.639 0.666 0.678 0.690 0.692 0.694 — — 0.68 0.64 0.77 0.68

Human Development RepoRt 2013
The Rise of the South Human progress in a Diverse World

taBlE 2 Human Development Index trends, 1980–2012    |    151



Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Inequality-adjusted 
HDI (IHDI)

Inequality-adjusted 
life expectancy index

Inequality-adjusted 
education index

Inequality-adjusted 
income index

Quintile 
income ratio

Income Gini 
coefficient

value value
overall 
loss (%)

Difference from 
HDI ranka value loss (%) value loss (%) value loss (%)

HDI rank 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012b 2012 2012b 2012 2000–2010c 2000–2010c

VERy HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
1 norway 0.955 0.894 6.4 0 0.928 3.7 0.968 2.2 0.797 12.8 3.9 25.8
2 australia 0.938 0.864 7.9 0 0.930 4.7 0.965 1.7 0.719 16.6 .. ..
3 united States 0.937 0.821 12.4 –13 0.863 6.6 0.941 5.3 0.681 24.1 d 8.4 40.8
4 netherlands 0.921 0.857 6.9 0 0.916 4.3 0.897 3.9 0.766 12.3 .. ..
5 Germany 0.920 0.856 6.9 0 0.915 4.0 0.927 1.8 0.741 14.5 4.3 28.3
6 new Zealand 0.919 .. .. .. 0.907 5.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
7 Ireland 0.916 0.850 7.2 0 0.915 4.3 0.933 3.2 0.720 13.8 5.7 34.3
7 Sweden 0.916 0.859 6.2 3 0.937 3.3 0.878 3.8 0.772 11.2 4.0 25.0
9 Switzerland 0.913 0.849 7.0 1 0.942 4.1 0.856 2.0 0.760 14.3 5.5 33.7

10 Japan 0.912 .. .. .. 0.965 3.5 .. .. .. .. .. ..
11 Canada 0.911 0.832 8.7 –4 0.913 5.0 0.879 3.2 0.718 17.1 5.5 32.6
12 Korea, Republic of 0.909 0.758 16.5 –18 0.915 4.3 0.702 25.5 0.679 18.4 .. ..
13 Hong Kong, China (SaR) 0.906 .. .. .. 0.962 2.9 .. .. .. .. .. ..
13 Iceland 0.906 0.848 6.4 3 0.945 3.0 0.889 2.5 0.727 13.2 .. ..
15 Denmark 0.901 0.845 6.2 3 0.887 4.4 0.891 3.1 0.764 11.0 .. ..
16 Israel 0.900 0.790 12.3 –8 0.935 3.9 0.840 7.9 0.627 23.7 7.9 39.2
17 Belgium 0.897 0.825 8.0 –1 0.903 4.4 0.822 7.6 0.756 11.9 4.9 33.0
18 austria 0.895 0.837 6.6 3 0.919 4.2 0.838 2.5 0.760 12.7 4.4 29.2
18 Singapore 0.895 .. .. .. 0.935 2.9 .. .. .. .. .. ..
20 France 0.893 0.812 9.0 –2 0.930 4.2 0.788 9.4 0.732 13.3 .. ..
21 Finland 0.892 0.839 6.0 6 0.909 3.9 0.859 2.4 0.757 11.3 3.8 26.9
21 Slovenia 0.892 0.840 5.8 7 0.898 4.1 0.905 3.3 0.729 9.9 4.8 31.2
23 Spain 0.885 0.796 10.1 –1 0.930 4.1 0.823 5.5 0.659 19.7 6.0 34.7
24 liechtenstein 0.883 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 0.881 0.776 11.9 –4 0.937 3.9 0.740 13.1 0.673 18.1 6.5 36.0
26 luxembourg 0.875 0.813 7.2 4 0.913 3.5 0.729 6.3 0.807 11.6 4.6 30.8
26 united Kingdom 0.875 0.802 8.3 2 0.903 4.8 0.806 2.6 0.709 16.9 .. ..
28 Czech Republic 0.873 0.826 5.4 9 0.874 3.9 0.904 1.3 0.712 10.7 .. ..
29 Greece 0.860 0.760 11.5 –3 0.899 4.8 0.759 11.3 0.644 18.1 6.2 34.3
30 Brunei Darussalam 0.855 .. .. .. 0.862 5.8 .. .. .. .. .. ..
31 Cyprus 0.848 0.751 11.5 –4 0.901 4.1 0.672 16.3 0.698 13.6 .. ..
32 Malta 0.847 0.778 8.2 3 0.893 5.1 0.771 5.5 0.683 13.6 .. ..
33 andorra 0.846 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
33 Estonia 0.846 0.770 9.0 2 0.813 6.0 0.894 2.6 0.627 17.7 6.4 36.0
35 Slovakia 0.840 0.788 6.3 6 0.825 5.7 0.856 1.5 0.692 11.3 3.6 26.0
36 Qatar 0.834 .. .. .. 0.854 7.2 .. .. .. .. 13.3 41.1
37 Hungary 0.831 0.769 7.4 3 0.810 5.7 0.854 4.1 0.658 12.2 4.8 31.2
38 Barbados 0.825 .. .. .. 0.814 9.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
39 Poland 0.821 0.740 9.9 0 0.834 5.8 0.767 6.3 0.634 17.1 5.5 34.1
40 Chile 0.819 0.664 19.0 –10 0.871 6.6 0.689 13.7 0.488 34.1 13.5 52.1
41 lithuania 0.818 0.727 11.0 –1 0.767 7.2 0.830 5.0 0.605 20.1 6.7 37.6
41 united arab Emirates 0.818 .. .. .. 0.836 6.3 .. .. .. .. .. ..
43 Portugal 0.816 0.729 10.8 1 0.893 4.9 0.700 5.6 0.619 20.8 .. ..
44 latvia 0.814 0.726 10.9 –1 0.784 7.1 0.837 3.6 0.583 20.9 6.6 36.6
45 argentina 0.811 0.653 19.5 –8 0.796 9.7 0.716 12.1 0.487 34.4 11.3 44.5
46 Seychelles 0.806 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 18.8 65.8
47 Croatia 0.805 0.683 15.1 –3 0.845 5.5 0.703 10.4 0.537 27.8 5.2 33.7

HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
48 Bahrain 0.796 .. .. .. 0.815 6.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
49 Bahamas 0.794 .. .. .. 0.783 10.9 .. .. .. .. .. ..
50 Belarus 0.793 0.727 8.3 3 0.737 7.4 0.819 5.4 0.636 12.1 4.0 27.2
51 uruguay 0.792 0.662 16.4 –4 0.815 9.3 0.682 10.8 0.521 27.9 10.3 45.3
52 Montenegro 0.791 0.733 7.4 8 0.803 6.8 0.817 2.5 0.600 12.6 4.6 30.0
52 Palau 0.791 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
54 Kuwait 0.790 .. .. .. 0.803 6.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
55 Russian Federation 0.788 .. .. .. 0.689 10.8 .. .. 0.647 11.9 7.3 40.1
56 Romania 0.786 0.687 12.6 2 0.770 9.6 0.779 5.0 0.540 22.2 4.6 30.0
57 Bulgaria 0.782 0.704 9.9 5 0.776 7.8 0.760 6.1 0.592 15.4 4.3 28.2
57 Saudi arabia 0.782 .. .. .. 0.754 11.5 .. .. .. .. .. ..
59 Cuba 0.780 .. .. .. 0.882 5.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
59 Panama 0.780 0.588 24.6 –15 0.776 12.4 0.609 17.8 0.431 40.5 17.1 51.9

Inequality-adjusted 
Human Development IndexTa
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Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Inequality-adjusted 
HDI (IHDI)

Inequality-adjusted 
life expectancy index

Inequality-adjusted 
education index

Inequality-adjusted 
income index

Quintile 
income ratio

Income Gini 
coefficient

value value
overall 
loss (%)

Difference from 
HDI ranka value loss (%) value loss (%) value loss (%)

HDI rank 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012b 2012 2012b 2012 2000–2010c 2000–2010c

61 Mexico 0.775 0.593 23.4 –12 0.801 10.9 0.564 21.9 0.463 35.6 11.3 48.3
62 Costa Rica 0.773 0.606 21.5 –10 0.862 7.8 0.601 15.7 0.430 37.9 14.5 50.7
63 Grenada 0.770 .. .. .. 0.798 9.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
64 libya 0.769 .. .. .. 0.782 9.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
64 Malaysia 0.769 .. .. .. 0.799 6.7 .. .. .. .. 11.3 46.2
64 Serbia 0.769 0.696 9.5 8 0.788 8.3 0.709 9.9 0.603 10.3 4.2 27.8
67 antigua and Barbuda 0.760 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 0.760 0.644 15.3 –3 0.660 16.6 0.652 6.6 0.621 21.9 .. ..
69 Kazakhstan 0.754 0.652 13.6 3 0.624 16.2 0.781 6.9 0.567 17.3 4.2 29.0
70 albania 0.749 0.645 13.9 0 0.797 11.2 0.640 11.9 0.526 18.3 5.3 34.5
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 0.748 0.549 26.6 –17 0.754 12.2 0.571 18.1 0.385 44.9 11.5 44.8
72 Dominica 0.745 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
72 Georgia 0.745 0.631 15.3 –2 0.720 15.1 0.814 3.3 0.428 25.9 8.9 41.3
72 lebanon 0.745 0.575 22.8 –9 0.718 13.5 0.531 24.1 0.498 30.0 .. ..
72 Saint Kitts and nevis 0.745 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.742 .. .. .. 0.703 16.1 .. .. .. .. 7.0 38.3
77 Peru 0.741 0.561 24.3 –10 0.727 14.8 0.538 24.6 0.452 32.5 13.5 48.1
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 0.740 0.631 14.7 2 0.784 9.4 0.612 12.3 0.524 21.8 9.5 43.2
78 ukraine 0.740 0.672 9.2 13 0.687 10.5 0.808 6.1 0.548 10.9 3.8 26.4
80 Mauritius 0.737 0.639 13.3 5 0.760 9.8 0.570 13.5 0.602 16.6 .. ..
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.735 0.650 11.5 11 0.794 9.6 0.668 5.2 0.518 19.2 6.5 36.2
82 azerbaijan 0.734 0.650 11.4 11 0.636 20.6 0.697 8.3 0.620 4.5 5.3 33.7
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 0.733 .. .. .. 0.710 14.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
84 oman 0.731 .. .. .. 0.777 7.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
85 Brazil 0.730 0.531 27.2 –12 0.725 14.4 0.503 25.3 0.411 39.7 20.6 54.7
85 Jamaica 0.730 0.591 19.1 2 0.710 15.3 0.669 10.6 0.434 30.1 9.6 45.5
87 armenia 0.729 0.649 10.9 13 0.728 14.9 0.735 3.7 0.510 13.9 4.5 30.9
88 Saint lucia 0.725 .. .. .. 0.773 10.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
89 Ecuador 0.724 0.537 25.8 –8 0.754 14.1 0.529 22.1 0.390 38.8 12.5 49.3
90 turkey 0.722 0.560 22.5 –1 0.743 12.8 0.442 27.4 0.534 26.5 7.9 39.0
91 Colombia 0.719 0.519 27.8 –11 0.732 13.7 0.523 21.5 0.366 44.5 20.1 55.9
92 Sri lanka 0.715 0.607 15.1 11 0.786 9.4 0.618 14.6 0.461 20.8 6.9 40.3
93 algeria 0.713 .. .. .. 0.717 14.5 .. .. .. .. .. ..
94 tunisia 0.712 .. .. .. 0.752 12.6 .. .. .. .. 8.1 41.4

MEDIuM HuMaN DEVELopMENt
95 tonga 0.710 .. .. .. 0.712 13.8 .. .. .. .. .. ..
96 Belize 0.702 .. .. .. 0.777 12.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
96 Dominican Republic 0.702 0.510 27.3 –15 0.708 16.0 0.458 26.8 0.410 37.6 11.3 47.2
96 Fiji 0.702 .. .. .. 0.676 13.0 .. .. .. .. 8.0 42.8
96 Samoa 0.702 .. .. .. 0.718 13.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..

100 Jordan 0.700 0.568 19.0 5 0.732 13.1 0.541 22.4 0.462 21.1 5.7 35.4
101 China 0.699 0.543 22.4 0 0.731 13.5 0.481 23.2 0.455 29.5 9.6 42.5
102 turkmenistan 0.698 .. .. .. 0.521 26.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
103 thailand 0.690 0.543 21.3 0 0.768 10.1 0.491 18.0 0.424 34.0 7.1 40.0
104 Maldives 0.688 0.515 25.2 –8 0.834 7.3 0.335 41.2 0.489 23.2 6.8 37.4
105 Suriname 0.684 0.526 23.0 –2 0.680 15.0 0.504 20.1 0.426 32.8 .. ..
106 Gabon 0.683 0.550 19.5 6 0.489 27.8 0.611 7.3 0.556 22.1 7.8 41.5
107 El Salvador 0.680 0.499 26.6 –11 0.699 15.2 0.429 32.4 0.415 31.1 14.3 48.3
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 0.675 0.444 34.2 –12 0.553 25.1 0.537 27.6 0.294 47.4 27.8 56.3
108 Mongolia 0.675 0.568 15.9 13 0.623 18.8 0.661 8.9 0.444 19.7 6.2 36.5
110 Palestine, State of 0.670 .. .. .. 0.725 13.1 .. .. .. .. 5.8 35.5
111 Paraguay 0.669 .. .. .. 0.681 17.8 .. .. 0.374 33.4 17.3 52.4
112 Egypt 0.662 0.503 24.1 –7 0.724 13.9 0.347 40.9 0.505 14.2 4.4 30.8
113 Moldova, Republic of 0.660 0.584 11.6 18 0.693 11.2 0.670 6.1 0.429 17.0 5.3 33.0
114 Philippines 0.654 0.524 19.9 4 0.654 15.2 0.587 13.5 0.375 30.0 8.3 43.0
114 uzbekistan 0.654 0.551 15.8 13 0.578 24.3 0.706 1.4 0.409 20.1 6.2 36.7
116 Syrian arab Republic 0.648 0.515 20.4 3 0.793 10.0 0.372 31.5 0.464 18.3 5.7 35.8
117 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.645 .. .. .. 0.625 19.2 .. .. .. .. 40.2 61.1
118 Guyana 0.636 0.514 19.1 2 0.618 21.7 0.559 10.5 0.393 24.4 .. ..
119 Botswana 0.634 .. .. .. 0.394 24.3 .. .. .. .. .. ..
120 Honduras 0.632 0.458 27.5 –3 0.694 17.4 0.413 28.2 0.335 35.8 29.7 57.0
121 Indonesia 0.629 0.514 18.3 3 0.652 16.8 0.459 20.4 0.453 17.7 5.1 34.0
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table 3 InequalIty-adjusted Human development Index

Human Development 
Index (HDI)

Inequality-adjusted 
HDI (IHDI)

Inequality-adjusted 
life expectancy index

Inequality-adjusted 
education index

Inequality-adjusted 
income index

Quintile 
income ratio

Income Gini 
coefficient

value value
overall 
loss (%)

Difference from 
HDI ranka value loss (%) value loss (%) value loss (%)

HDI rank 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012b 2012 2012b 2012 2000–2010c 2000–2010c

121 Kiribati 0.629 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
121 South africa 0.629 .. .. .. 0.376 28.4 0.558 20.8 .. .. 25.3 63.1
124 vanuatu 0.626 .. .. .. 0.681 15.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
125 Kyrgyzstan 0.622 0.516 17.1 8 0.606 19.8 0.674 6.5 0.336 24.1 6.4 36.2
125 tajikistan 0.622 0.507 18.4 2 0.548 27.2 0.623 12.2 0.383 15.0 4.7 30.8
127 viet nam 0.617 0.531 14.0 14 0.755 13.4 0.447 17.1 0.444 11.4 5.9 35.6
128 namibia 0.608 0.344 43.5 –16 0.528 21.1 0.402 27.8 0.191 68.3 21.8 63.9
129 nicaragua 0.599 0.434 27.5 1 0.735 13.9 0.351 33.3 0.317 33.6 7.6 40.5
130 Morocco 0.591 0.415 29.7 0 0.686 16.7 0.243 45.8 0.430 23.0 7.3 40.9
131 Iraq 0.590 .. .. .. 0.622 20.3 0.334 33.0 .. .. 4.6 30.9
132 Cape verde 0.586 .. .. .. 0.746 12.7 .. .. .. .. 12.3 50.5
133 Guatemala 0.581 0.389 33.1 –3 0.659 18.6 0.280 36.1 0.318 42.5 19.6 55.9
134 timor-leste 0.576 0.386 33.0 –3 0.471 30.2 0.251 47.6 0.485 17.8 4.6 31.9
135 Ghana 0.558 0.379 32.2 –3 0.508 27.5 0.352 40.9 0.303 27.2 9.3 42.8
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.554 .. .. .. 0.270 45.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
136 India 0.554 0.392 29.3 1 0.525 27.1 0.264 42.4 0.434 15.8 4.9 33.4
138 Cambodia 0.543 0.402 25.9 3 0.488 28.8 0.372 28.3 0.358 20.3 6.1 37.9
138 lao People’s Democratic Republic 0.543 0.409 24.7 4 0.589 21.7 0.311 31.2 0.374 20.6 5.9 36.7
140 Bhutan 0.538 0.430 20.0 8 0.568 24.1 0.312 12.2 0.450 23.1 6.8 38.1
141 Swaziland 0.536 0.346 35.4 –3 0.296 35.0 0.409 29.8 0.343 40.9 14.0 51.5
Low HuMaN DEVELopMENt
142 Congo 0.534 0.368 31.1 1 0.374 37.0 0.384 25.4 0.348 30.3 10.7 47.3
143 Solomon Islands 0.530 .. .. .. 0.602 20.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
144 Sao tome and Principe 0.525 0.358 31.7 1 0.503 28.8 0.379 20.0 0.241 44.2 10.8 50.8
145 Kenya 0.519 0.344 33.6 –2 0.390 34.1 0.405 30.7 0.259 36.0 11.0 47.7
146 Bangladesh 0.515 0.374 27.4 5 0.595 23.2 0.252 39.4 0.350 17.7 4.7 32.1
146 Pakistan 0.515 0.356 30.9 2 0.487 32.3 0.217 45.2 0.426 11.0 4.2 30.0
148 angola 0.508 0.285 43.9 –12 0.267 46.1 0.303 34.6 0.286 50.0 30.9 58.6
149 Myanmar 0.498 .. .. .. 0.537 25.3 .. .. .. .. .. ..
150 Cameroon 0.495 0.330 33.4 –1 0.288 43.0 0.346 35.3 0.361 19.9 6.9 38.9
151 Madagascar 0.483 0.335 30.7 1 0.549 25.6 0.342 30.1 0.199 36.1 9.3 44.1
152 tanzania, united Republic of 0.476 0.346 27.3 5 0.414 32.4 0.326 28.3 0.307 20.9 6.6 37.6
153 nigeria 0.471 0.276 41.4 –13 0.286 43.8 0.250 45.2 0.295 34.5 12.2 48.8
154 Senegal 0.470 0.315 33.0 2 0.432 30.7 0.223 44.6 0.325 21.6 7.4 39.2
155 Mauritania 0.467 0.306 34.4 1 0.391 36.2 0.212 42.1 0.346 23.8 7.8 40.5
156 Papua new Guinea 0.466 .. .. .. 0.508 25.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
157 nepal 0.463 0.304 34.2 0 0.622 19.5 0.202 43.6 0.225 37.4 5.0 32.8
158 lesotho 0.461 0.296 35.9 –1 0.297 34.3 0.379 24.3 0.229 47.0 19.0 52.5
159 togo 0.459 0.305 33.5 3 0.371 37.2 0.291 41.5 0.263 20.0 5.6 34.4
160 Yemen 0.458 0.310 32.3 6 0.541 25.1 0.156 49.8 0.353 17.6 6.3 37.7
161 Haiti 0.456 0.273 40.2 –7 0.461 30.9 0.241 40.7 0.182 47.9 26.6 59.2
161 uganda 0.456 0.303 33.6 3 0.331 39.1 0.327 32.2 0.257 29.1 8.7 44.3
163 Zambia 0.448 0.283 36.7 –2 0.269 41.9 0.383 23.8 0.221 42.6 e 16.6 54.6
164 Djibouti 0.445 0.285 36.0 1 0.380 36.9 0.166 47.0 0.365 21.7 7.7 40.0
165 Gambia 0.439 .. .. .. 0.404 33.9 .. .. .. .. 11.0 47.3
166 Benin 0.436 0.280 35.8 –1 0.343 40.3 0.213 42.0 0.301 23.6 6.6 38.6
167 Rwanda 0.434 0.287 33.9 6 0.330 41.3 0.285 29.4 0.251 30.2 12.7 53.1
168 Côte d’Ivoire 0.432 0.265 38.6 –3 0.352 37.8 0.197 43.2 0.268 34.4 8.5 41.5
169 Comoros 0.429 .. .. .. 0.440 32.6 0.189 47.4 .. .. 26.7 64.3
170 Malawi 0.418 0.287 31.4 7 0.329 39.9 0.309 30.2 0.232 23.1 6.6 39.0
171 Sudan 0.414 .. .. .. 0.440 33.0 .. .. .. .. 6.2 35.3
172 Zimbabwe 0.397 0.284 28.5 5 0.357 30.6 0.469 17.8 0.137 35.8 .. ..
173 Ethiopia 0.396 0.269 31.9 1 0.404 35.4 0.179 38.3 0.271 20.8 4.3 29.8
174 liberia 0.388 0.251 35.3 0 0.367 37.6 0.230 46.4 0.188 19.0 7.0 38.2
175 afghanistan 0.374 .. .. .. 0.225 50.9 0.205 39.3 .. .. 4.0 27.8
176 Guinea-Bissau 0.364 0.213 41.4 –3 0.224 50.1 0.185 40.3 0.234 32.5 5.9 35.5
177 Sierra leone 0.359 0.210 41.6 –3 0.242 45.3 0.171 47.4 0.222 31.0 8.1 42.5
178 Burundi 0.355 .. .. .. 0.264 45.6 .. .. .. .. 4.8 33.3
178 Guinea 0.355 0.217 38.8 0 0.311 42.7 0.145 42.0 0.228 31.1 7.3 39.4
180 Central african Republic 0.352 0.209 40.5 –2 0.247 46.0 0.176 45.9 0.210 28.1 18.0 56.3
181 Eritrea 0.351 .. .. .. 0.485 26.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
182 Mali 0.344 .. .. .. 0.269 46.3 0.162 36.9 .. .. 5.2 33.0
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Inequality-adjusted 
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value value
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Difference from 
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HDI rank 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012b 2012 2012b 2012 2000–2010c 2000–2010c

183 Burkina Faso 0.343 0.226 34.2 4 0.329 41.7 0.125 36.2 0.281 23.4 7.0 39.8
184 Chad 0.340 0.203 40.1 –1 0.226 52.0 0.126 43.4 0.295 21.0 7.4 39.8
185 Mozambique 0.327 0.220 32.7 5 0.286 40.8 0.182 18.2 0.205 37.0 f 9.8 45.7
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.304 0.183 39.9 –1 0.226 50.0 0.249 31.2 0.108 36.8 9.3 44.4
186 niger 0.304 0.200 34.2 0 0.317 42.6 0.107 39.5 0.236 17.9 5.3 34.6

NotES

a Based on countries for which the Inequality-
adjusted Human Development Index is calculated.

b the list of surveys used to estimate inequalities 
is available at http://hdr.undp.org.

c Data refer to the most recent year available 
during the period specified.

d Based on the 2010 Current Population Survey 
(from the luxembourg Income Study database). 
In the 2011 Human Development Report income 
inequality was based on the 2005 american 
Community Survey (from the World Bank’s 
International Income Distribution Database). the 
two sources seem to be inconsistent.

e Based on simulated income distribution from 
the 2007 Demographic and Health Survey. In the 
2011 Human Development Report inequality in 
consumption was based on the 2002–2003 living 
Conditions Monitoring Survey.

f Based on simulated income distribution from 
the 2009 Demographic and Health Survey. In the 
2011 Human Development Report inequality in 
consumption was based on the 2003 national 
Household Survey of living Conditions.

DEFINItIoNS

Human Development Index (HDI): a composite 
index measuring average achievement in three basic 
dimensions of human development—a long and 
healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of 
living. See Technical note 1 at http://hdr.undp.org/
en/media/HDR_2013_En_technotes.pdf for details 
on how the HDI is calculated.

Inequality-adjusted HDI (IHDI): HDI value 
adjusted for inequalities in the three basic 
dimensions of human development. See Technical 
note 2 at http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDR_2013_
En_technotes.pdf for details on how the IHDI is 
calculated.

overall loss: the loss in potential human 
development due to inequality, calculated as the 
percentage difference between the HDI and the IHDI.

Inequality-adjusted life expectancy index: the 
HDI life expectancy index adjusted for inequality in 
distribution of expected length of life based on data 
from life tables listed in Main data sources.

Inequality-adjusted education index: the 
HDI education index adjusted for inequality in 

distribution of years of schooling based on data from 
household surveys listed in Main data sources.

Inequality-adjusted income index: the HDI 
income index adjusted for inequality in income 
distribution based on data from household surveys 
listed in Main data sources.

Quintile income ratio: Ratio of the average income 
of the richest 20% of the population to the average 
income of the poorest 20% of the population.

Income Gini coefficient: Measure of the deviation 
of the distribution of income (or consumption) among 
individuals or households within a country from a 
perfectly equal distribution. a value of 0 represents 
absolute equality, a value of 100 absolute inequality.

MaIN Data SouRCES

Column 1: HDRo calculations based on data from 
unDESa (2011), Barro and lee (2011), unESCo 
Institute for Statistics (2012), World Bank (2012a) 
and IMF (2012).

Column 2: Calculated as the geometric mean of the 
values in columns 5, 7 and 9 using the methodology 
in Technical note 2.

Column 3: Calculated based on data in columns 
1 and 2.

Column 4: Calculated based on data in column 2 
and recalculated HDI ranks for countries with the 
IHDI.

Column 5: Calculated based on abridged life tables 
from unDESa (2011).

Column 6: Calculated based on data in column 5 
and the unadjusted life expectancy index.

Columns 7 and 9: Calculated based on data 
from lIS (2012), Eurostat (2012), World Bank 
(2012b), unICEF Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys 
for 2002–2012 and ICF Macro (2012) using the 
methodology in Technical note 2.

Column 8: Calculated based on data in column 7 
and the unadjusted education index.

Column 10: Calculated based on data in column 9 
and the unadjusted income index.

Columns 11 and 12: World Bank (2012a).

 

otHER CouNtRIES oR tERRItoRIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Marshall Islands .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 45.5
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 0.905 0.807 10.8 — 0.897 5.2 0.851 6.8 0.688 19.8 — —
High human development 0.758 0.602 20.6 — 0.736 12.4 0.592 19.9 0.500 28.6 — —
Medium human development 0.640 0.485 24.2 — 0.633 19.3 0.395 30.2 0.456 22.7 — —
low human development 0.466 0.310 33.5 — 0.395 35.7 0.246 38.7 0.307 25.6 — —

Regions
arab States 0.652 0.486 25.4 — 0.669 16.7 0.320 39.6 0.538 17.5 — —
East asia and the Pacific 0.683 0.537 21.3 — 0.711 14.2 0.480 21.9 0.455 27.2 — —
Europe and Central asia 0.771 0.672 12.9 — 0.716 11.7 0.713 10.5 0.594 16.3 — —
latin america and the Caribbean 0.741 0.550 25.7 — 0.744 13.4 0.532 23.0 0.421 38.5 — —
South asia 0.558 0.395 29.1 — 0.531 27.0 0.267 42.0 0.436 15.9 — —
Sub-Saharan africa 0.475 0.309 35.0 — 0.335 39.0 0.285 35.3 0.308 30.4 — —

Least developed countries 0.449 0.303 32.5 — 0.406 34.6 0.240 36.2 0.287 26.1 — —
Small island developing states 0.648 0.459 29.2 — 0.633 19.2 0.412 30.1 0.370 37.2 — —
world 0.694 0.532 23.3 — 0.638 19.0 0.453 27.0 0.522 23.5 — —
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Gender Inequality 
Index

Maternal 
mortality ratioa

adolescent  
fertility rateb

Seats in national 
parliamentc

population with at least 
secondary education Labour force participation rate 

Rank value
(deaths per 100,000 

live births)
(births per 1,000 women 

ages 15–19) (% female)

(% ages 25 and older) (% ages 15 and older)

Female Male Female Male

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010 2012d 2012 2006–2010e 2006–2010e 2011 2011

VERy HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
1 norway 5 0.065 7 7.4 39.6 95.6 94.7 61.7 70.1
2 australia 17 0.115 7 12.5 29.2 92.2 92.2 58.8 72.3
3 united States 42 0.256 21 27.4 17.0 f 94.7 94.3 57.5 70.1
4 netherlands 1 0.045 6 4.3 37.8 87.5 90.4 58.3 71.3
5 Germany 6 0.075 7 6.8 32.4 96.2 96.9 53.0 66.5
6 new Zealand 31 0.164 15 18.6 32.2 82.8 84.7 61.6 74.1
7 Ireland 19 0.121 6 8.8 19.0 74.8 73.0 52.6 68.5
7 Sweden 2 0.055 4 6.5 44.7 84.4 85.5 59.4 68.1
9 Switzerland 3 0.057 8 3.9 26.8 95.1 96.6 60.6 75.0

10 Japan 21 0.131 5 6.0 13.4 80.0 g 82.3 g 49.4 71.7
11 Canada 18 0.119 12 11.3 28.0 100.0 100.0 61.9 71.4
12 Korea, Republic of 27 0.153 16 5.8 15.7 79.4 g 91.7 g 49.2 71.4
13 Hong Kong, China (SaR) .. .. .. 4.2 .. 68.7 76.4 51.0 68.1
13 Iceland 10 0.089 5 11.6 39.7 91.0 91.6 70.8 78.4
15 Denmark 3 0.057 12 5.1 39.1 99.3 99.4 59.8 69.1
16 Israel 25 0.144 7 14.0 20.0 82.7 85.5 52.5 62.4
17 Belgium 12 0.098 8 11.2 38.9 76.4 82.7 47.7 60.6
18 austria 14 0.102 4 9.7 28.7 100.0 100.0 53.9 67.6
18 Singapore 13 0.101 3 6.7 23.5 71.3 78.9 56.5 76.6
20 France 9 0.083 8 6.0 25.1 75.9 81.3 51.1 61.9
21 Finland 6 0.075 5 9.3 42.5 100.0 100.0 55.9 64.2
21 Slovenia 8 0.080 12 4.5 23.1 94.2 97.1 53.1 65.1
23 Spain 15 0.103 6 10.7 34.9 63.3 69.7 51.6 67.4
24 liechtenstein .. .. .. 6.0 24.0 .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 11 0.094 4 4.0 20.7 68.0 78.1 37.9 59.6
26 luxembourg 26 0.149 20 8.4 25.0 77.1 78.7 49.2 65.2
26 united Kingdom 34 0.205 12 29.7 22.1 99.6 99.8 55.6 68.5
28 Czech Republic 20 0.122 5 9.2 21.0 99.8 99.8 49.6 68.2
29 Greece 23 0.136 3 9.6 21.0 57.7 66.6 44.8 65.0
30 Brunei Darussalam .. .. 24 22.7 .. 66.6 g 61.2 g 55.5 76.5
31 Cyprus 22 0.134 10 5.5 10.7 71.0 78.1 57.2 71.5
32 Malta 39 0.236 8 11.8 8.7 58.0 67.3 35.2 67.4
33 andorra .. .. .. 7.3 50.0 49.5 49.3 .. ..
33 Estonia 29 0.158 2 17.2 19.8 94.4 g 94.6 g 56.7 68.2
35 Slovakia 32 0.171 6 16.7 17.3 98.6 99.1 51.2 68.1
36 Qatar 117 0.546 7 15.5 0.1 h 70.1 62.1 51.8 95.2
37 Hungary 42 0.256 21 13.6 8.8 93.2 g 96.7 g 43.8 58.4
38 Barbados 61 0.343 51 40.8 19.6 89.5 g 87.6 g 64.8 76.2
39 Poland 24 0.140 5 12.2 21.8 76.9 83.5 48.2 64.3
40 Chile 66 0.360 25 56.0 13.9 72.1 75.9 47.1 74.2
41 lithuania 28 0.157 8 16.1 19.1 87.9 93.1 54.1 63.9
41 united arab Emirates 40 0.241 12 23.4 17.5 73.1 g 61.3 g 43.5 92.3
43 Portugal 16 0.114 8 12.5 28.7 40.9 40.2 56.5 68.0
44 latvia 36 0.216 34 12.8 23.0 98.6 98.2 55.2 67.2
45 argentina 71 0.380 77 54.2 37.7 57.0 g 54.9 g 47.3 74.9
46 Seychelles .. .. .. 47.6 43.8 66.9 66.6 .. ..
47 Croatia 33 0.179 17 12.8 23.8 57.4 g 72.3 g 46.0 59.7

HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
48 Bahrain 45 0.258 20 14.8 18.8 74.4 g 80.4 g 39.4 87.3
49 Bahamas 53 0.316 47 28.3 16.7 91.2 87.6 69.3 79.3
50 Belarus .. .. 4 20.5 29.7 .. .. 50.2 62.6
51 uruguay 69 0.367 29 59.0 12.3 50.6 48.8 55.6 76.5
52 Montenegro .. .. 8 14.8 12.3 97.5 98.8 .. ..
52 Palau .. .. .. 12.7 6.9 .. .. .. ..
54 Kuwait 47 0.274 14 14.4 6.3 53.7 46.6 43.4 82.3
55 Russian Federation 51 0.312 34 23.2 11.1 93.5 g 96.2 g 56.3 71.0
56 Romania 55 0.327 27 28.8 9.7 83.4 90.5 48.6 64.9
57 Bulgaria 38 0.219 11 36.2 20.8 90.9 94.4 48.6 60.3
57 Saudi arabia 145 0.682 24 22.1 0.1 h 50.3 g 57.9 g 17.7 74.1
59 Cuba 63 0.356 73 43.9 45.2 73.9 g 80.4 g 43.3 69.9
59 Panama 108 0.503 92 75.9 8.5 63.5 g 60.7 g 49.6 82.5

Gender Inequality Index
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Gender Inequality 
Index

Maternal 
mortality ratioa

adolescent  
fertility rateb

Seats in national 
parliamentc

population with at least 
secondary education Labour force participation rate 

Rank value
(deaths per 100,000 

live births)
(births per 1,000 women 

ages 15–19) (% female)

(% ages 25 and older) (% ages 15 and older)

Female Male Female Male

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010 2012d 2012 2006–2010e 2006–2010e 2011 2011

61 Mexico 72 0.382 50 65.5 36.0 51.2 57.0 44.3 80.5
62 Costa Rica 62 0.346 40 61.9 38.6 54.4 g 52.8 g 46.4 78.9
63 Grenada .. .. 24 35.4 17.9 .. .. .. ..
64 libya 36 0.216 58 2.6 16.5 55.6 g 44.0 g 30.1 76.8
64 Malaysia 42 0.256 29 9.8 13.2 66.0 g 72.8 g 43.8 76.9
64 Serbia .. .. 12 19.2 32.4 80.1 90.7 .. ..
67 antigua and Barbuda .. .. .. 49.1 19.4 .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 50 0.311 46 31.6 27.4 59.4 59.2 54.9 78.3
69 Kazakhstan 51 0.312 51 25.5 18.2 99.3 99.4 66.6 77.2
70 albania 41 0.251 27 14.9 15.7 78.8 85.0 49.6 71.3
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 93 0.466 92 87.3 17.0 55.1 49.8 52.1 80.2
72 Dominica .. .. .. 18.9 12.5 29.7 23.2 .. ..
72 Georgia 81 0.438 67 39.5 6.6 89.7 92.7 55.8 74.2
72 lebanon 78 0.433 25 15.4 3.1 53.0 55.4 22.6 70.8
72 Saint Kitts and nevis .. .. .. 33.2 6.7 .. .. .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 107 0.496 21 25.0 3.1 62.1 69.1 16.4 72.5
77 Peru 73 0.387 67 48.7 21.5 47.3 59.1 67.8 84.7
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 30 0.162 10 17.8 30.9 72.0 85.3 42.9 68.9
78 ukraine 57 0.338 32 26.1 8.0 91.5 g 96.1 g 53.3 66.6
80 Mauritius 70 0.377 60 31.8 18.8 45.2 g 52.9 g 44.1 75.5
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina .. .. 8 13.4 19.3 .. .. 35.2 58.6
82 azerbaijan 54 0.323 43 31.4 16.0 90.0 95.7 61.6 68.5
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines .. .. 48 54.1 17.4 .. .. 55.7 78.4
84 oman 59 0.340 32 9.3 9.6 47.2 57.1 28.3 81.6
85 Brazil 85 0.447 56 76.0 9.6 50.5 48.5 59.6 80.9
85 Jamaica 87 0.458 110 69.7 15.5 74.0 g 71.1 g 56.0 71.8
87 armenia 59 0.340 30 33.2 10.7 94.1 g 94.8 g 49.4 70.2
88 Saint lucia .. .. 35 55.9 17.2 .. .. 64.2 77.3
89 Ecuador 83 0.442 110 80.6 32.3 36.6 36.6 54.3 82.7
90 turkey 68 0.366 20 30.5 14.2 26.7 42.4 28.1 71.4
91 Colombia 88 0.459 92 68.1 13.6 43.8 42.4 55.8 79.7
92 Sri lanka 75 0.402 35 22.1 5.8 72.6 75.5 34.7 76.3
93 algeria 74 0.391 97 6.1 25.6 20.9 27.3 15.0 71.9
94 tunisia 46 0.261 56 4.4 26.7 29.9 44.4 25.5 70.0

MEDIuM HuMaN DEVELopMENt
95 tonga 90 0.462 110 18.0 3.6 i 71.6 g 76.7 g 53.6 75.0
96 Belize 79 0.435 53 70.8 13.3 35.2 g 32.8 g 48.3 81.8
96 Dominican Republic 109 0.508 150 103.6 19.1 43.3 41.7 51.0 78.6
96 Fiji .. .. 26 42.8 .. 57.5 58.1 39.3 79.5
96 Samoa .. .. .. 25.5 4.1 64.3 60.0 42.8 77.8

100 Jordan 99 0.482 63 23.7 11.1 68.9 77.7 15.6 65.9
101 China 35 0.213 37 9.1 21.3 54.8 g 70.4 g 67.7 80.1
102 turkmenistan .. .. 67 16.9 16.8 .. .. 46.4 76.0
103 thailand 66 0.360 48 37.0 15.7 29.0 35.6 63.8 80.0
104 Maldives 64 0.357 60 10.2 6.5 20.7 30.1 55.7 76.8
105 Suriname 94 0.467 130 34.9 11.8 40.5 47.1 40.5 68.7
106 Gabon 105 0.492 230 81.0 16.7 53.8 g 34.7 g 56.3 65.0
107 El Salvador 82 0.441 81 76.2 26.2 34.8 40.8 47.4 78.6
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 97 0.474 190 74.7 30.1 39.8 49.7 64.1 80.9
108 Mongolia 56 0.328 63 18.7 12.7 83.0 g 81.8 g 54.3 65.5
110 Palestine, State of .. .. 64 48.3 .. 48.0 56.2 15.1 66.3
111 Paraguay 95 0.472 99 66.7 13.6 35.0 39.0 57.9 86.3
112 Egypt 126 0.590 66 40.6 2.2 43.4 g 59.3 g 23.7 74.3
113 Moldova, Republic of 49 0.303 41 29.1 19.8 91.6 95.3 38.4 45.1
114 Philippines 77 0.418 99 46.5 22.1 65.9 g 63.7 g 49.7 79.4
114 uzbekistan .. .. 28 12.8 19.2 .. .. 47.7 74.7
116 Syrian arab Republic 118 0.551 70 36.5 12.0 27.4 38.2 13.1 71.6
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. 100 18.5 0.1 .. .. .. ..
118 Guyana 104 0.490 280 53.9 31.3 61.5 g 48.8 g 41.8 79.1
119 Botswana 102 0.485 160 43.8 7.9 73.6 g 77.5 g 71.7 81.6
120 Honduras 100 0.483 100 85.9 19.5 20.7 18.8 42.3 82.8
121 Indonesia 106 0.494 220 42.3 18.2 36.2 46.8 51.2 84.2
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table 4 Gender InequalIty Index

Gender Inequality 
Index

Maternal 
mortality ratioa

adolescent  
fertility rateb

Seats in national 
parliamentc

population with at least 
secondary education Labour force participation rate 

Rank value
(deaths per 100,000 

live births)
(births per 1,000 women 

ages 15–19) (% female)

(% ages 25 and older) (% ages 15 and older)

Female Male Female Male

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010 2012d 2012 2006–2010e 2006–2010e 2011 2011

121 Kiribati .. .. .. 16.4 8.7 .. .. .. ..
121 South africa 90 0.462 300 50.4 41.1 j 68.9 72.2 44.0 60.8
124 vanuatu .. .. 110 50.6 1.9 .. .. 61.3 79.7
125 Kyrgyzstan 64 0.357 71 33.0 23.3 81.0 g 81.2 g 55.5 78.6
125 tajikistan 57 0.338 65 25.7 17.5 93.2 g 85.8 g 57.4 75.1
127 viet nam 48 0.299 59 22.7 24.4 24.7 g 28.0 g 73.2 81.2
128 namibia 86 0.455 200 54.4 25.0 33.0 g 34.0 g 58.6 69.9
129 nicaragua 89 0.461 95 104.9 40.2 30.8 g 44.7 g 46.7 80.0
130 Morocco 84 0.444 100 10.8 11.0 20.1 g 36.3 g 26.2 74.7
131 Iraq 120 0.557 63 85.9 25.2 22.0 g 42.7 g 14.5 69.3
132 Cape verde .. .. 79 69.2 20.8 .. .. 50.8 83.3
133 Guatemala 114 0.539 120 102.4 13.3 12.6 17.4 49.0 88.3
134 timor-leste .. .. 300 52.3 38.5 .. .. 38.4 74.1
135 Ghana 121 0.565 350 62.4 8.3 45.7 g 61.8 g 66.9 71.8
136 Equatorial Guinea .. .. 240 114.6 10.0 .. .. 80.6 92.3
136 India 132 0.610 200 74.7 10.9 26.6 g 50.4 g 29.0 80.7
138 Cambodia 96 0.473 250 32.9 18.1 11.6 20.6 79.2 86.7
138 lao People’s Democratic Republic 100 0.483 470 30.1 25.0 22.9 g 36.8 g 76.5 79.5
140 Bhutan 92 0.464 180 44.9 13.9 34.0 34.5 65.8 76.5
141 Swaziland 112 0.525 320 67.9 21.9 49.9 g 46.1 g 43.6 70.8
Low HuMaN DEVELopMENt
142 Congo 132 0.610 560 112.6 9.6 43.8 g 48.7 g 68.4 72.9
143 Solomon Islands .. .. 93 64.6 .. .. .. 53.2 79.9
144 Sao tome and Principe .. .. 70 55.4 18.2 .. .. 43.7 76.6
145 Kenya 130 0.608 360 98.1 9.8 25.3 52.3 61.5 71.8
146 Bangladesh 111 0.518 240 68.2 19.7 30.8 g 39.3 g 57.2 84.3
146 Pakistan 123 0.567 260 28.1 21.1 18.3 43.1 22.7 83.3
148 angola .. .. 450 148.1 38.2 k .. .. 62.9 77.1
149 Myanmar 80 0.437 200 12.0 4.6 18.0 g 17.6 g 75.0 82.1
150 Cameroon 137 0.628 690 115.1 13.9 21.1 g 34.9 g 64.2 77.4
151 Madagascar .. .. 240 122.7 15.9 .. .. 83.4 88.7
152 tanzania, united Republic of 119 0.556 460 128.7 36.0 5.6 g 9.2 g 88.2 90.3
153 nigeria .. .. 630 111.3 6.7 .. .. 47.9 63.3
154 Senegal 115 0.540 370 89.7 41.6 4.6 11.0 66.1 88.4
155 Mauritania 139 0.643 510 71.3 19.2 8.0 g 20.8 g 28.7 79.2
156 Papua new Guinea 134 0.617 230 62.0 2.7 6.8 g 14.1 g 70.6 74.1
157 nepal 102 0.485 170 86.2 33.2 17.9 g 39.9 g 80.4 87.6
158 lesotho 113 0.534 620 60.8 26.1 21.9 19.8 58.9 73.4
159 togo 122 0.566 300 54.3 11.1 15.3 g 45.1 g 80.4 81.4
160 Yemen 148 0.747 200 66.1 0.7 7.6 g 24.4 g 25.2 72.0
161 Haiti 127 0.592 350 41.3 4.0 22.5 g 36.3 g 60.1 70.6
161 uganda 110 0.517 310 126.4 35.0 23.0 23.9 76.0 79.5
163 Zambia 136 0.623 440 138.5 11.5 25.7 44.2 73.2 85.6
164 Djibouti .. .. 200 19.5 13.8 .. .. 36.0 67.2
165 Gambia 128 0.594 360 66.9 7.5 16.9 g 31.4 g 72.4 83.1
166 Benin 135 0.618 350 97.0 8.4 11.2 g 25.6 g 67.4 78.2
167 Rwanda 76 0.414 340 35.5 51.9 7.4 g 8.0 g 86.4 85.4
168 Côte d’Ivoire 138 0.632 400 105.7 11.0 13.7 g 29.9 g 51.8 81.2
169 Comoros .. .. 280 51.1 3.0 .. .. 35.1 80.4
170 Malawi 124 0.573 460 105.6 22.3 10.4 g 20.4 g 84.8 81.3
171 Sudan 129 0.604 730 53.0 24.1 12.8 g 18.2 g 30.9 76.5
172 Zimbabwe 116 0.544 570 53.4 17.9 48.8 g 62.0 g 83.0 89.5
173 Ethiopia .. .. 350 48.3 25.5 .. .. 78.4 89.8
174 liberia 143 0.658 770 123.0 11.7 15.7 g 39.2 g 57.9 64.4
175 afghanistan 147 0.712 460 99.6 27.6 5.8 g 34.0 g 15.7 80.3
176 Guinea-Bissau .. .. 790 96.2 10.0 .. .. 68.0 78.2
177 Sierra leone 139 0.643 890 104.2 12.9 9.5 g 20.4 g 66.3 69.1
178 Burundi 98 0.476 800 20.9 34.9 5.2 g 9.2 g 83.7 82.1
178 Guinea .. .. 610 133.7 .. l .. .. 65.4 78.3
180 Central african Republic 142 0.654 890 98.6 12.5 10.3 g 26.2 g 72.5 85.1
181 Eritrea .. .. 240 53.7 22.0 .. .. 79.8 90.0
182 Mali 141 0.649 540 168.9 10.2 11.3 9.2 36.8 70.0
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Gender Inequality 
Index

Maternal 
mortality ratioa

adolescent  
fertility rateb

Seats in national 
parliamentc

population with at least 
secondary education Labour force participation rate 

Rank value
(deaths per 100,000 

live births)
(births per 1,000 women 

ages 15–19) (% female)

(% ages 25 and older) (% ages 15 and older)

Female Male Female Male

HDI rank 2012 2012 2010 2012d 2012 2006–2010e 2006–2010e 2011 2011

NotES

a Data were computed to ensure comparability 
across countries and are thus not necessarily the 
same as official country statistics, which may be 
based on alternative rigorous methods. Data are 
rounded according to the following scheme: less 
than 100, no rounding; 100–999, rounded to the 
nearest 10; and greater than 1,000, rounded to 
the nearest 100.

b Based on medium-fertility variant.

c For countries with bicameral legislative systems 
the share of seats in national parliament is 
calculated based on both houses.

d Data are annual average of projected values for 
2010–2015.

e Data refer to the most recent year available during 
the period specified.

f the denominator of the calculation refers to voting 
members of the House of Representatives only.

g Barro and lee (2011) estimate for 2010.

h For calculating the Gender Inequality Index, a 
value of 0.1% was used.

i no women were elected in 2010; however, one 
woman was appointed to the cabinet.

j Does not include the 36 rotating delegates 
appointed on an ad hoc basis.

k Estimate is for prior to the 31 august 2012 
elections.

l the parliament was dissolved following the 
December 2008 coup.

DEFINItIoNS

Gender Inequality Index: a composite measure 
reflecting inequality in achievements between 
women and men in three dimensions: reproductive 
health, empowerment and the labour market. See 
Technical note 3 at http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/

HDR_2013_En_technotes.pdf for details on how 
the Gender Inequality Index is calculated.

Maternal mortality ratio: Ratio of the number of 
maternal deaths to the number of live births in a 
given year, expressed per 100,000 live births.

adolescent fertility rate: number of births to 
women ages 15–19 per 1,000 women ages 15–19.

Seats in national parliament: Proportion of seats 
held by women in a lower or single house or an 
upper house or senate, expressed as percentage of 
total seats.

population with at least secondary education: 
Percentage of the population ages 25 and older that 
have reached secondary education.

Labour force participation rate: Proportion of 
a country’s working-age population that engages 
in the labour market, either by working or actively 

looking for work, expressed as a percentage of the 
working-age population.

MaIN Data SouRCES

Columns 1 and 2: HDRo calculations based on 
WHo and others (2012), unDESa (2011), IPu (2012), 
Barro and lee (2010), unESCo Institute for Statistics 
(2012) and Ilo (2012).

Column 3: WHo and others (2012).

Column 4: unDESa (2011).

Column 5: IPu (2012).

Columns 6 and 7: unESCo Institute for Statistics 
(2012).

Columns 8 and 9: Ilo (2012).

 

183 Burkina Faso 131 0.609 300 117.4 15.3 0.9 3.2 77.5 90.4
184 Chad .. .. 1,100 138.1 12.8 .. .. 64.4 80.2
185 Mozambique 125 0.582 490 124.4 39.2 1.5 g 6.0 g 86.0 82.9
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 144 0.681 540 170.6 8.2 10.7 g 36.2 g 70.2 72.5
186 niger 146 0.707 590 193.6 13.3 2.5 g 7.6 g 39.9 89.9
otHER CouNtRIES oR tERRItoRIES

Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. 81 0.6 15.6 .. .. 71.6 83.7
Marshall Islands .. .. .. 37.7 3.0 .. .. .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. 1.5 19.0 .. .. .. ..
nauru .. .. .. 23.0 0.1 .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. 2.5 18.3 .. .. .. ..
Somalia .. .. 1,000 68.0 13.8 .. .. 37.7 76.8
South Sudan .. .. .. .. 24.3 .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. 21.5 6.7 .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development .. 0.193 15 18.7 25.0 84.7 87.1 52.7 68.7
High human development .. 0.376 47 45.9 18.5 62.9 65.2 46.8 75.3
Medium human development .. 0.457 121 44.7 18.2 42.1 58.8 50.5 79.9
low human development .. 0.578 405 86.0 19.2 18.0 32.0 56.4 79.9

Regions
arab States .. 0.555 176 39.2 13.0 31.8 44.7 22.8 74.1
East asia and the Pacific .. 0.333 73 18.5 17.7 49.6 63.0 65.2 80.6
Europe and Central asia .. 0.280 28 23.1 16.7 81.4 85.8 49.6 69.0
latin america and the Caribbean .. 0.419 74 70.6 24.4 49.8 51.1 53.7 79.9
South asia .. 0.568 203 66.9 18.5 28.3 49.7 31.3 81.0
Sub-Saharan africa .. 0.577 475 105.2 20.9 23.7 35.1 64.7 76.2

Least developed countries .. 0.566 394 90.9 20.3 16.9 27.1 64.8 82.4
Small island developing states .. 0.481 193 61.1 22.0 48.0 53.0 53.0 73.9
world .. 0.463 145 51.2 20.3 52.3 62.9 51.3 77.2
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Multidimensional 
poverty Index

population in multidimensional povertya

population 
vulnerable 
to poverty

population 
in severe 
poverty

Contribution of deprivation 
to overall poverty 

(%)

population below income 
poverty line 

(%)

Headcount
Intensity of 
deprivation

ppp $1.25 
a day

National 
poverty line

Yearb valuea (%) (thousands) (%) (%) (%) Education Health
living 

standards 2002–2011c 2002–2012c

EStIMatES baSED oN SuRVEyS FoR 2007–2011
 albania 2008/2009 (D) 0.005 1.4 45 37.7 7.4 0.1 32.0 44.9 23.0 0.6 12.4

armenia 2010 (D) 0.001 0.3 6 35.2 3.0 0.0 25.8 64.8 9.4 1.3 35.8
 Bangladesh 2007 (D) 0.292 57.8 83,207 50.4 21.2 26.2 18.7 34.5 46.8 43.3 31.5
 Bhutan 2010 (M) 0.119 27.2 198 43.9 17.2 8.5 40.4 21.2 38.4 10.2 23.2
 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 2008 (D) 0.089 20.5 1,972 43.7 18.7 5.8 19.8 27.5 52.6 15.6 60.1

Burkina Faso 2010 (D) 0.535 84.0 13,834 63.7 7.1 65.7 36.2 27.9 35.9 44.6
 Cambodia 2010 (D) 0.212 45.9 6,415 46.1 21.4 17.0 22.1 32.7 45.1 22.8 30.1
 Colombia 2010 (D) 0.022 5.4 2,500 40.9 6.4 1.1 31.8 33.5 34.7 8.2 37.2
 Congo 2009 (D) 0.208 40.6 1,600 51.2 17.7 22.9 10.4 45.6 44.0 54.1 50.1
 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 2010 (M) 0.392 74.0 48,815 53.0 15.1 45.9 18.0 25.1 56.9 87.7 71.3
 Dominican Republic 2007 (D) 0.018 4.6 439 39.4 8.6 0.7 39.1 22.6 38.2 2.2 34.4

Egypt 2008 (D) 0.024 6.0 4,699 40.7 7.2 1.0 48.1 37.3 14.5 1.7 22.0
 Ethiopia 2011 (D) 0.564 87.3 72,415 64.6 6.8 71.1 25.9 27.6 46.5 39.0 38.9

Ghana 2008 (D) 0.144 31.2 7,258 46.2 21.6 11.4 32.1 19.5 48.4 28.6 28.5
 Guyana 2009 (D) 0.030 7.7 58 39.2 12.3 1.0 17.4 50.4 32.2 .. ..
 Indonesia 2007 (D) 0.095 20.8 48,352 45.9 12.2 7.6 15.7 50.6 33.8 18.1 12.5
 Jordan 2009 (D) 0.008 2.4 145 34.4 1.3 0.1 49.6 47.4 3.1 0.1 13.3
 Kenya 2008/2009 (D) 0.229 47.8 18,863 48.0 27.4 19.8 12.7 30.1 57.2 43.4 45.9

lesotho 2009 (D) 0.156 35.3 759 44.1 26.7 11.1 21.9 18.9 59.2 43.4 56.6
 liberia 2007 (D) 0.485 83.9 3,218 57.7 9.7 57.5 29.7 25.0 45.3 83.8 63.8

Madagascar 2008/2009 (D) 0.357 66.9 13,463 53.3 17.9 35.4 34.3 16.7 49.1 81.3 68.7
 Malawi 2010 (D) 0.334 66.7 9,633 50.1 23.4 31.4 19.5 27.1 53.3 73.9 52.4

Maldives 2009 (D) 0.018 5.2 16 35.6 4.8 0.3 13.6 81.1 5.3 .. ..
 Mauritania 2007 (M) 0.352 d 61.7 d 1,982 d 57.1 d 15.1 d 40.7 d 32.0 21.6 46.5 23.4 42.0
 Morocco 2007 (n) 0.048 d 10.6 d 3,287 d 45.3 d 12.3 d 3.3 d 35.5 27.5 37.0 2.5 9.0
 Mozambique 2009 (D) 0.512 79.3 18,127 64.6 9.5 60.7 23.9 36.2 39.9 59.6 54.7

namibia 2006/2007 (D) 0.187 39.6 855 47.2 23.6 14.7 15.1 31.0 53.9 31.9 38.0
nepal 2011 (D) 0.217 44.2 13,242 49.0 17.4 20.8 21.8 33.7 44.4 24.8 25.2

 nigeria 2008 (D) 0.310 54.1 83,578 57.3 17.8 33.9 27.0 32.2 40.8 68.0 54.7
Pakistan 2006/2007 (D) 0.264 d 49.4 d 81,236 d 53.4 d 11.0 d 27.4 d 30.8 37.9 31.2 21.0 22.3

 Palestine, State of 2006/2007 (n) 0.005 1.4 52 37.3 8.8 0.1 33.9 55.3 10.8 0.0 21.9
 Peru 2008 (D) 0.066 15.7 4,422 42.2 14.9 3.9 18.6 20.8 60.6 4.9 31.3

Philippines 2008 (D) 0.064 13.4 12,083 47.4 9.1 5.7 15.8 56.5 27.7 18.4 26.5
 Rwanda 2010 (D) 0.350 69.0 6,900 50.8 19.4 34.7 19.5 30.9 49.6 63.2 44.9

Sao tome and Principe 2008/2009 (D) 0.154 34.5 56 44.7 24.3 10.7 28.8 27.5 43.6 .. 66.2
 Senegal 2010/2011 (D) 0.439 74.4 7,642 58.9 11.7 50.6 31.8 40.6 27.6 33.5 50.8
 Sierra leone 2008 (D) 0.439 77.0 4,321 57.0 13.1 53.2 31.5 19.3 49.2 53.4 66.4
 South africa 2008 (n) 0.057 13.4 6,609 42.3 22.2 2.4 7.5 50.5 42.0 13.8 23.0

Swaziland 2010 (M) 0.086 20.4 242 41.9 23.1 3.3 16.7 29.9 53.4 40.6 69.2
 tanzania, united Republic of 2010 (D) 0.332 65.6 28,552 50.7 21.0 33.4 18.3 26.4 55.3 67.9 33.4
 timor-leste 2009/2010 (D) 0.360 68.1 749 52.9 18.2 38.7 21.3 31.0 47.7 37.4 49.9
 ukraine 2007 (D) 0.008 2.2 1,018 35.5 1.0 0.2 4.7 91.1 4.2 0.1 2.9

uganda 2011 (D) 0.367 69.9 24,122 52.5 19.0 31.2 15.6 34.1 50.4 51.5 31.1
vanuatu 2007 (M) 0.129 30.1 67 42.7 33.5 6.5 29.7 17.3 53.0 .. ..
viet nam 2010/2011 (M) 0.017 4.2 3,690 39.5 7.9 0.7 32.8 25.1 42.1 40.1 28.9

 Zambia 2007 (D) 0.328 64.2 7,740 51.2 17.2 34.8 17.5 27.9 54.7 68.5 59.3
Zimbabwe 2010/2011 (D) 0.172 39.1 4,877 44.0 25.1 11.5 10.2 33.6 56.3 .. 72.0

EStIMatES baSED oN SuRVEyS FoR 2002–2006
argentina 2005 (n) 0.011 f 2.9 f 1,160 f 37.6 f 5.8 f 0.2 f 41.9 12.9 45.2 0.9 ..
azerbaijan 2006 (D) 0.021 5.3 461 39.4 12.5 0.6 24.4 49.4 26.2 0.4 15.8
Belarus 2005 (M) 0.000 0.0 0 35.1 0.8 0.0 16.6 61.8 21.7 0.1 5.4
Belize 2006 (M) 0.024 5.6 16 42.6 7.6 1.1 22.8 35.8 41.4 .. 33.5
Benin 2006 (D) 0.412 71.8 5,652 57.4 13.2 47.2 33.6 25.1 41.3 47.3 39.0
Bosnia and Herzegovina 2006 (M) 0.003 0.8 30 37.2 7.0 0.1 29.2 51.8 19.0 0.0 14.0
Brazil 2006 (n) 0.011 2.7 5,075 39.3 7.0 0.2 39.0 40.2 20.7 6.1 21.4
Burundi 2005 (M) 0.530 84.5 6,128 62.7 12.2 61.9 31.5 22.4 46.1 81.3 66.9
Cameroon 2004 (D) 0.287 53.3 9,149 53.9 19.3 30.4 25.7 24.5 49.8 9.6 39.9
Chad 2003 (W) 0.344 62.9 5,758 54.7 28.2 44.1 40.9 4.6 54.5 61.9 55.0
China 2002 (W) 0.056 12.5 161,675 44.9 6.3 4.5 64.8 9.9 25.2 13.1 2.8
Croatia 2003 (W) 0.016 4.4 196 36.3 0.1 0.3 45.0 46.7 8.3 0.1 11.1
Czech Republic 2002/2003 (W) 0.010 3.1 316 33.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 99.9 0.1 .. ..
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NotES

a not all indicators were available for all countries; 
caution should thus be used in cross-country 
comparisons. Where data are missing, indicator 
weights are adjusted to total 100%. For details 
on countries missing data, see alkire and others 
(2011) and alkire, Conconi and Roche (2012).

b D indicates data are from Demographic and 
Health Surveys, M indicates data are from 
Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys, W indicates 
data are from World Health Surveys and N 
indicates data are from national surveys.

c Data refer to the most recent year available 
during the period specified.

d lower bound estimate.

e upper bound estimate.

f Refers to only part of the country.

DEFINItIoNS

Multidimensional poverty Index: Percentage 
of the population that is multidimensionally poor 
adjusted by the intensity of the deprivations. See 
Technical note 4 at http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/
HDR_2013_En_technotes.pdf for details on how 
the Multidimensional Poverty Index is calculated.

Multidimensional poverty headcount: 
Percentage of the population with a weighted 
deprivation score of at least 33%.

Intensity of deprivation of multidimensional 
poverty: average percentage of deprivation 
experienced by people in multidimensional poverty.

population vulnerable to poverty: Percentage of the 
population at risk of suffering multiple deprivations—
that is, those with a deprivation score of 20%–33%.

population in severe poverty: Percentage of the 
population in severe multidimensional poverty—that 
is, those with a deprivation score of 50% or more.

Contribution of deprivation to overall poverty: 
Percentage of the Multidimensional Poverty Index 
attributed to deprivations in each dimension.

population below ppp $1.25 a day: Percentage of 
the population living below the international poverty 
line $1.25 (in purchasing power parity terms) a day.

population below national poverty line: 
Percentage of the population living below the 
national poverty line, which is the poverty line 
deemed appropriate for a country by its authorities. 
national estimates are based on population-
weighted subgroup estimates from household 
surveys.

MaIN Data SouRCES

Columns 1 and 2: Calculated from various 
household surveys, including ICF Macro 
Demographic and Health Surveys, united nations 
Children’s Fund Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys 
and World Health organization World Health 
Surveys conducted between 2000 and 2010.

Columns 3–10: Calculated based on data on 
household deprivations in education, health and 
living standards from various household surveys as 
listed in column 1.

Columns 11 and 12: World Bank (2012a).

 

Multidimensional 
poverty Index

population in multidimensional povertya

population 
vulnerable 
to poverty

population 
in severe 
poverty

Contribution of deprivation 
to overall poverty 

(%)

population below income 
poverty line 

(%)

Headcount
Intensity of 
deprivation

ppp $1.25 
a day

National 
poverty line

Yearb valuea (%) (thousands) (%) (%) (%) Education Health
living 

standards 2002–2011c 2002–2012c

Côte d’Ivoire 2005 (D) 0.353 61.5 11,083 57.4 15.3 39.3 32.0 38.7 29.3 23.8 42.7
Djibouti 2006 (M) 0.139 29.3 241 47.3 16.1 12.5 38.3 24.6 37.1 18.8 ..
Ecuador 2003 (W) 0.009 2.2 286 41.6 2.1 0.6 78.6 3.3 18.1 4.6 32.8
Estonia 2003 (W) 0.026 7.2 97 36.5 1.3 0.2 91.2 1.2 7.6 0.5 ..
Gambia 2005/2006 (M) 0.324 60.4 935 53.6 17.6 35.5 33.5 30.7 35.8 33.6 48.4
Georgia 2005 (M) 0.003 0.8 36 35.2 5.3 0.0 23.2 33.8 43.0 15.3 24.7
Guatemala 2003 (W) 0.127 d 25.9 d 3,134 d 49.1 d 9.8 d 14.5 d 57.2 10.0 32.8 13.5 51.0
Guinea 2005 (D) 0.506 82.5 7,459 61.3 9.3 62.3 35.5 23.0 41.5 43.3 53.0
Haiti 2005/2006 (D) 0.299 56.4 5,346 53.0 18.8 32.3 27.0 21.5 51.5 .. ..
Honduras 2005/2006 (D) 0.159 32.5 2,281 48.9 22.0 11.3 38.0 18.5 43.6 17.9 60.0
Hungary 2003 (W) 0.016 4.6 466 34.3 0.0 0.0 1.8 95.6 2.7 0.2 ..
India 2005/2006 (D) 0.283 53.7 612,203 52.7 16.4 28.6 21.8 35.7 42.5 32.7 29.8
Iraq 2006 (M) 0.059 14.2 3,996 41.3 14.3 3.1 47.5 32.1 20.4 2.8 22.9
Kazakhstan 2006 (M) 0.002 0.6 92 36.9 5.0 0.0 14.6 56.8 28.7 0.1 8.2
Kyrgyzstan 2005/2006 (M) 0.019 4.9 249 38.8 9.2 0.9 36.6 36.9 26.4 6.2 33.7
lao People’s Democratic Republic 2006 (M) 0.267 47.2 2,757 56.5 14.1 28.1 33.1 27.9 39.0 33.9 27.6
latvia 2003 (W) 0.006 d 1.6 d 37 d 37.9 d 0.0 d 0.0 d 0.0 88.0 12.0 0.1 5.9
Mali 2006 (D) 0.558 86.6 11,771 64.4 7.6 68.4 34.5 26.2 39.3 50.4 47.4
Mexico 2006 (n) 0.015 4.0 4,313 38.9 5.8 0.5 38.6 23.9 37.5 1.2 51.3
Moldova, Republic of 2005 (D) 0.007 1.9 72 36.7 6.4 0.1 24.7 34.3 41.1 0.4 21.9
Mongolia 2005 (M) 0.065 15.8 403 41.0 20.6 3.2 15.4 27.9 56.6 .. 35.2
Montenegro 2005/2006 (M) 0.006 1.5 9 41.6 1.9 0.3 37.5 47.6 14.9 0.1 6.6
nicaragua 2006/2007 (D) 0.128 28.0 1,538 45.7 17.4 11.2 27.9 13.6 58.5 11.9 46.2
niger 2006 (D) 0.642 92.4 12,437 69.4 4.0 81.8 35.4 21.5 43.2 43.6 59.5
Paraguay 2002/2003 (W) 0.064 13.3 755 48.5 15.0 6.1 35.1 19.0 45.9 7.2 34.7
Russian Federation 2003 (W) 0.005 d 1.3 d 1,883 d 38.9 d 0.8 d 0.2 d 84.2 2.5 13.3 0.0 11.1
Serbia 2005/2006 (M) 0.003 0.8 79 40.0 3.6 0.1 30.5 40.1 29.4 0.3 9.2
Slovakia 2003 (W) 0.000 e 0.0 e 0 e 0.0 e 0.0 e 0.0 e 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 ..
Slovenia 2003 (W) 0.000 e 0.0 e 0 e 0.0 e 0.4 e 0.0 e 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 ..
Somalia 2006 (M) 0.514 81.2 6,941 63.3 9.5 65.6 34.2 18.6 47.2 .. ..
Sri lanka 2003 (W) 0.021 d 5.3 d 1,027 d 38.7 d 14.4 d 0.6 d 6.3 35.4 58.3 7.0 8.9
Suriname 2006 (M) 0.039 8.2 41 47.2 6.7 3.3 36.1 18.8 45.1 .. ..
Syrian arab Republic 2006 (M) 0.021 e 5.5 e 1,041 e 37.5 e 7.1 e 0.5 e 45.4 42.7 11.8 1.7 ..
tajikistan 2005 (M) 0.068 17.1 1,104 40.0 23.0 3.1 18.7 45.0 36.3 6.6 46.7
thailand 2005/2006 (M) 0.006 1.6 1,067 38.5 9.9 0.2 40.7 31.2 28.1 0.4 8.1
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 2005 (M) 0.008 1.9 39 40.9 6.7 0.3 59.9 12.8 27.3 0.0 19.0
togo 2006 (M) 0.284 54.3 3,003 52.4 21.6 28.7 28.3 25.4 46.3 38.7 61.7
trinidad and tobago 2006 (M) 0.020 5.6 74 35.1 0.4 0.3 1.3 94.3 4.4 .. ..
tunisia 2003 (W) 0.010 d 2.8 d 272 d 37.1 d 4.9 d 0.2 d 25.0 47.3 27.6 1.4 3.8
turkey 2003 (D) 0.028 6.6 4,378 42.0 7.3 1.3 42.3 38.4 19.2 0.0 18.1
united arab Emirates 2003 (W) 0.002 0.6 20 35.3 2.0 0.0 94.4 0.4 5.2 .. ..
uruguay 2002/2003 (W) 0.006 1.7 57 34.7 0.1 0.0 96.0 0.6 3.4 0.2 18.6
uzbekistan 2006 (M) 0.008 2.3 603 36.2 8.1 0.1 23.2 55.7 21.1 .. ..
Yemen 2006 (M) 0.283 52.5 11,176 53.9 13.0 31.9 27.0 40.5 32.4 17.5 34.8
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ECoNoMy pubLIC SpENDING

GDp
GDp per 
capita

Gross fixed capital 
formation 

Consumer 
price Index

General government final 
consumption expenditure Health Education Militarya total debt service

(2005 PPP 
$ billions) (2005 PPP $) (% of GDP) (2005 = 100) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)

HDI rank 2011 2011 2011 2010 2000 2011 2010 2010 2000 2005–2010b 2000 2010 2000 2009

VERy HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
1 norway 232.7 46,982 20.2 112 19.3 21.5 6.4 8.0 6.6 7.3 1.7 1.5 .. ..
2 australia 781.5 34,548 27.1 116 17.6 18.0 5.4 5.9 4.7 5.1 1.8 1.9 .. ..
3 united States 13,238.3 42,486 14.7 c 112 14.3 17.5 c 5.8 9.5 .. 5.4 3.0 4.8 .. ..
4 netherlands 621.9 37,251 18.6 108 22.0 28.1 5.0 9.4 5.0 5.9 1.5 1.4 .. ..
5 Germany 2,814.4 34,437 18.2 108 19.0 19.5 8.2 9.0 .. 4.6 1.5 1.4 .. ..
6 new Zealand 108.4 c 24,818 c 18.9 c 115 17.3 20.3 c 6.0 8.4 .. 7.2 1.2 1.2 .. ..
7 Ireland 159.9 35,640 11.5 c 107 14.2 18.9 c 4.6 6.4 4.2 5.7 0.7 0.6 .. ..
7 Sweden 331.3 35,048 18.4 108 25.8 26.6 7.0 7.8 7.2 7.3 2.0 1.3 .. ..
9 Switzerland 300.3 37,979 20.9 c 104 11.1 11.5 c 5.6 6.8 5.2 5.4 1.1 0.8 .. ..

10 Japan 3,918.9 30,660 20.1 c 100 16.9 19.8 6.2 7.8 3.7 3.8 1.0 1.0 .. ..
11 Canada 1,231.6 35,716 22.1 c 109 18.6 21.8 c 6.2 8.0 5.6 4.8 1.1 1.5 .. ..
12 Korea, Republic of 1,371.0 27,541 28.6 c 116 12.0 15.3 c 2.2 4.1 .. 5.0 2.6 2.7 .. ..
13 Hong Kong, China (SaR) 310.0 43,844 21.5 c 112 9.1 8.4 c .. .. .. 3.6 .. .. .. ..
13 Iceland 10.7 33,618 14.1 149 23.4 25.2 7.7 7.6 6.7 7.8 0.0 0.1 d .. ..
15 Denmark 180.6 32,399 17.2 111 25.1 28.6 6.8 9.7 8.3 8.7 1.5 1.5 .. ..
16 Israel 207.5 26,720 18.7 114 25.8 23.9 4.7 4.6 6.5 5.8 8.0 6.5 .. ..
17 Belgium 364.7 33,127 20.9 111 21.3 24.1 6.1 8.0 .. 6.4 1.4 1.1 .. ..
18 austria 306.1 36,353 21.1 109 19.0 19.3 7.6 8.5 5.7 5.5 1.0 0.9 .. ..
18 Singapore 277.8 53,591 23.4 114 10.9 10.3 1.3 1.4 3.4 3.3 4.6 3.7 .. ..
20 France 1,951.2 29,819 20.1 108 22.9 24.5 8.0 9.3 5.7 5.9 2.5 2.3 .. ..
21 Finland 173.8 32,254 19.2 110 20.6 23.9 5.1 6.7 5.9 6.8 1.3 1.4 .. ..
21 Slovenia 51.2 24,967 19.5 115 18.7 20.6 6.1 6.9 .. 5.7 1.1 1.6 .. ..
23 Spain 1,251.3 27,063 21.7 112 17.1 20.3 5.2 6.9 4.3 5.0 1.2 1.0 .. ..
24 liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2.1 .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 1,645.0 27,069 19.5 110 18.3 20.5 5.8 7.4 4.4 4.7 2.0 1.7 .. ..
26 luxembourg 35.4 68,459 19.0 111 15.1 16.5 5.2 6.6 .. .. 0.6 0.6 .. ..
26 united Kingdom 2,034.2 32,474 14.3 114 18.6 22.5 5.6 8.1 4.5 5.6 2.4 2.6 .. ..
28 Czech Republic 252.8 23,967 23.9 115 20.3 20.9 5.9 6.6 4.0 4.5 2.0 1.3 .. ..
29 Greece 255.0 22,558 14.0 117 18.9 17.5 4.7 6.1 3.4 4.1 3.6 2.3 .. ..
30 Brunei Darussalam 18.2 c 45,507 c 15.9 c 105 25.8 22.4 c 2.6 2.4 3.7 2.0 5.7 3.2 .. ..
31 Cyprus 21.0 26,045 18.4 c 113 16.0 19.7 c 2.4 2.5 5.3 7.9 3.0 2.1 .. ..
32 Malta 9.6 23,007 15.0 112 18.2 21.1 4.9 5.7 .. 5.8 0.7 0.7 .. ..
33 andorra .. .. .. .. .. .. 4.9 5.3 .. 2.9 .. .. .. ..
33 Estonia 24.0 17,885 21.5 126 19.8 19.5 4.1 4.7 5.4 5.7 1.4 1.7 .. ..
35 Slovakia 112.9 20,757 22.4 115 20.1 18.1 5.6 5.8 3.9 4.1 1.7 1.3 .. ..
36 Qatar 145.8 77,987 39.6 d 136 19.7 24.8 d 1.6 1.4 .. 2.4 .. 2.3 e .. ..
37 Hungary 172.5 17,295 16.7 130 21.5 10.0 5.0 5.1 5.0 5.1 1.7 1.0 .. ..
38 Barbados 4.8 d 17,564 d 14.6 c 132 21.2 20.3 c 4.1 5.2 5.6 6.7 .. .. .. ..
39 Poland 691.2 18,087 19.9 c 115 17.4 18.9 c 3.9 5.4 5.0 5.1 1.8 1.9 .. ..
40 Chile 263.7 15,272 23.2 101 12.5 11.8 3.4 3.8 3.9 4.5 3.8 3.2 8.2 6.2
41 lithuania 54.1 16,877 17.6 129 22.8 18.9 4.5 5.2 .. 5.7 1.7 1.1 9.7 24.3
41 united arab Emirates 333.7 42,293 23.8 c 115 .. 8.2 c 2.5 2.7 1.3 1.0 9.4 6.9 .. ..
43 Portugal 226.8 21,317 18.1 109 19.0 20.1 6.4 7.5 5.2 5.8 1.9 2.1 .. ..
44 latvia 30.6 13,773 22.4 139 20.8 15.6 3.2 4.1 5.4 5.6 0.9 1.1 7.7 43.9
45 argentina 631.9 15,501 22.6 154 13.8 15.1 5.0 4.4 4.6 6.0 1.1 0.9 9.4 3.8
46 Seychelles 2.0 23,172 22.0 d 185 24.2 11.1 d 4.0 3.1 .. 5.0 1.7 1.3 3.4 5.0
47 Croatia 71.2 16,162 21.9 117 23.8 21.2 6.7 6.6 .. 4.3 3.1 1.7 .. ..

HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
48 Bahrain 26.9 c 21,345 c 26.6 d 114 17.6 15.5 d 2.7 3.6 .. 2.9 4.0 3.4 .. ..
49 Bahamas 9.8 28,239 26.0 113 10.8 15.0 2.8 3.6 2.8 .. .. .. .. ..
50 Belarus 125.0 13,191 37.6 162 19.5 13.5 4.9 4.4 6.2 4.5 1.3 1.4 2.9 2.6
51 uruguay 44.9 13,315 19.0 142 12.4 13.0 6.1 5.6 2.4 2.9 2.8 2.0 5.3 3.5
52 Montenegro 6.6 10,402 22.1 122 21.9 18.2 5.4 6.1 .. .. .. 1.9 .. 2.4
52 Palau 0.3 13,176 .. .. .. .. 8.5 7.9 9.8 .. .. .. .. ..
54 Kuwait 135.1 47,935 17.8 d 130 21.5 13.5 1.9 2.1 .. 3.8 7.2 3.6 .. ..
55 Russian Federation 2,101.8 14,808 23.1 163 15.1 16.9 3.2 3.2 2.9 4.1 3.7 3.9 4.6 4.2
56 Romania 233.3 10,905 32.2 135 7.2 15.8 3.5 4.4 2.9 4.3 2.5 1.3 6.7 11.5
57 Bulgaria 88.2 11,799 23.3 138 19.0 15.4 3.6 3.7 .. 4.4 2.7 1.9 10.0 8.4
57 Saudi arabia 601.8 21,430 19.0 129 26.0 19.8 3.1 2.7 5.9 5.6 10.6 10.1 .. ..
59 Cuba .. .. 9.9 c .. 29.6 37.9 c 6.1 9.7 7.7 12.9 .. .. .. ..
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ECoNoMy pubLIC SpENDING

GDp
GDp per 
capita

Gross fixed capital 
formation 

Consumer 
price Index

General government final 
consumption expenditure Health Education Militarya total debt service

(2005 PPP 
$ billions) (2005 PPP $) (% of GDP) (2005 = 100) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)

HDI rank 2011 2011 2011 2010 2000 2011 2010 2010 2000 2005–2010b 2000 2010 2000 2009

59 Panama 49.2 13,766 27.5 c 123 13.2 11.2 c 5.3 6.1 5.0 3.8 0.0 0.0 7.6 4.0
61 Mexico 1,466.6 12,776 20.4 124 11.1 12.0 2.4 3.1 4.9 5.3 0.6 0.5 10.1 3.0
62 Costa Rica 50.7 10,732 19.8 158 13.3 17.6 c 5.0 7.4 4.4 6.3 0.0 0.0 4.1 3.0
63 Grenada 1.0 9,806 23.1 d 121 11.7 15.6 d 4.2 2.6 .. .. .. .. 2.8 3.3
64 libya 96.2 d 15,361 d .. 125 20.8 .. 1.9 2.7 .. .. 3.1 1.2 e .. ..
64 Malaysia 394.6 13,672 20.3 c 114 10.2 12.7 c 1.7 2.4 6.0 5.8 1.6 1.6 6.9 5.6
64 Serbia 71.2 9,809 25.3 153 19.6 18.2 5.2 6.4 .. 5.0 5.5 2.2 2.0 11.2
67 antigua and Barbuda 1.3 14,139 18.3 d 112 19.0 17.6 d 3.3 4.3 .. 2.5 .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 30.6 22,761 .. 155 9.3 .. 1.7 3.4 3.8 .. .. .. .. ..
69 Kazakhstan 191.5 11,568 23.9 162 12.1 9.8 2.1 2.5 3.3 3.1 0.8 1.1 18.4 32.3
70 albania 25.3 7,861 24.9 115 8.9 9.3 2.3 2.6 .. .. 1.2 1.6 0.8 3.9
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 329.6 11,258 17.0 163 12.4 10.4 2.4 1.7 .. 3.7 1.5 0.9 5.4 1.5
72 Dominica 0.8 11,120 22.3 c 116 18.5 17.2 c 4.1 5.2 .. 3.6 .. .. 3.3 3.3
72 Georgia 21.6 4,826 17.2 143 8.5 9.4 1.2 2.4 2.2 3.2 0.6 3.9 3.9 7.0
72 lebanon 54.9 12,900 30.0 105 17.3 12.3 3.2 2.8 1.9 1.8 5.4 4.2 8.6 10.9
72 Saint Kitts and nevis 0.7 13,291 30.3 d 122 17.6 16.0 d 3.3 4.0 5.2 4.5 .. .. 5.1 6.7
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 765.2 d 10,462 d .. 206 13.9 .. 1.9 2.2 4.4 4.7 3.7 1.8 e 2.9 ..
77 Peru 266.0 9,049 23.8 115 10.6 9.8 2.8 2.7 .. 2.7 1.8 1.3 4.8 4.4
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 19.5 9,451 21.5 115 18.2 18.0 4.9 4.5 .. .. 1.9 1.4 3.9 7.3
78 ukraine 290.6 6,359 19.3 195 20.9 18.8 2.9 4.4 4.2 5.3 3.6 2.7 11.7 22.1
80 Mauritius 16.4 12,737 24.4 137 14.1 14.0 2.0 2.5 3.8 3.1 0.2 0.1 9.9 1.3
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 28.5 7,607 20.7 118 .. 22.1 4.1 6.8 .. .. .. 1.2 5.8 8.2
82 azerbaijan 81.5 8,890 17.2 164 9.5 11.8 0.9 1.2 3.9 3.2 2.3 2.9 2.5 0.8
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 1.0 9,482 23.5 d 124 16.4 19.5 d 3.6 3.9 7.9 4.9 .. .. 3.3 4.7
84 oman 72.1 c 25,330 d .. 131 20.7 19.9 d 2.5 2.2 3.1 4.3 10.8 8.5 .. ..
85 Brazil 2,021.3 10,278 19.3 126 19.2 20.7 2.9 4.2 4.0 5.7 1.8 1.6 10.1 2.1
85 Jamaica 19.2 7,074 22.9 179 14.3 17.7 2.9 2.6 5.0 6.1 0.5 0.8 7.8 8.5
87 armenia 15.8 5,112 30.9 131 11.8 11.8 1.1 1.8 2.8 3.2 3.6 4.2 2.4 10.3
88 Saint lucia 1.4 8,231 33.5 c 115 18.2 16.0 c 3.2 5.3 7.1 4.4 .. .. 4.2 3.6
89 Ecuador 109.2 7,443 24.2 124 9.8 15.8 1.3 3.0 1.3 .. 1.6 3.6 11.8 3.2
90 turkey 991.7 13,466 20.0 153 11.7 8.1 3.1 5.1 2.6 2.9 3.7 2.4 7.8 8.0
91 Colombia 415.8 8,861 21.9 126 16.7 10.6 5.5 5.5 3.5 4.8 3.0 3.6 5.1 3.4
92 Sri lanka 102.9 4,929 34.6 172 10.5 7.5 1.8 1.3 .. 2.1 5.0 3.0 4.8 2.9
93 algeria 275.0 7,643 38.3 d 122 13.6 14.2 d 2.6 3.2 .. 4.3 3.4 3.6 8.2 0.4
94 tunisia 88.1 8,258 24.0 123 16.7 13.4 3.3 3.4 6.2 6.3 1.8 1.4 8.9 5.3

MEDIuM HuMaN DEVELopMENt
95 tonga 0.4 4,092 24.3 c 131 18.2 18.9 c 4.0 4.1 4.9 .. .. .. 2.4 1.4
96 Belize 2.1 5,896 .. 113 12.9 .. 2.2 3.3 5.0 6.1 0.9 1.1 9.2 7.2
96 Dominican Republic 87.0 8,651 16.7 136 7.8 5.2 2.2 2.7 1.9 2.2 1.0 0.7 2.2 2.6
96 Fiji 3.6 4,199 .. 127 17.2 .. 3.2 3.4 5.9 4.5 1.9 1.6 1.5 0.7
96 Samoa 0.7 4,008 .. 131 .. .. 4.0 5.7 4.0 5.3 .. .. 2.2 1.8

100 Jordan 32.6 5,269 21.3 134 23.7 18.9 4.7 5.4 .. .. 6.3 5.0 8.7 2.5
101 China 9,970.6 7,418 45.5 115 15.8 13.1 1.8 2.7 .. .. 1.9 2.1 2.2 1.0
102 turkmenistan 41.1 8,055 60.0 .. 14.2 11.1 3.2 1.5 .. .. .. .. 16.1 0.8
103 thailand 530.6 7,633 25.8 116 11.3 13.3 1.9 2.9 5.4 3.8 1.5 1.5 11.4 3.5
104 Maldives 2.5 7,834 .. 138 22.9 .. 4.1 3.8 .. 8.7 .. .. 3.2 9.8
105 Suriname 3.7 c 7,110 c .. 145 37.5 .. 3.9 3.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
106 Gabon 21.5 13,998 25.1 113 9.6 8.8 1.0 1.8 3.8 .. 1.8 0.9 6.9 3.4
107 El Salvador 37.6 6,032 14.2 119 10.2 11.1 3.6 4.3 2.5 3.2 1.3 1.1 2.8 5.0
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 45.4 4,499 16.6 c 137 14.5 13.2 3.7 3.0 5.5 6.3 2.1 1.7 7.6 3.3
108 Mongolia 11.7 4,178 48.6 168 15.3 14.0 3.9 3.0 5.6 5.4 2.1 1.1 3.4 2.8
110 Palestine, State of .. .. .. .. 27.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
111 Paraguay 31.2 4,752 21.3 140 12.7 10.4 3.7 2.1 5.3 4.0 1.1 0.9 5.0 2.5
112 Egypt 457.8 5,547 19.4 173 11.2 11.3 2.2 1.7 .. 3.8 3.2 2.0 1.8 1.4
113 Moldova, Republic of 10.6 2,975 23.9 153 10.3 22.7 3.2 5.4 4.5 9.1 0.4 0.3 11.6 6.7
114 Philippines 344.4 3,631 15.8 127 11.4 10.2 1.6 1.3 3.3 2.7 1.6 1.2 8.7 6.5
114 uzbekistan 85.2 2,903 23.5 .. 18.7 16.6 2.5 2.8 .. .. 1.2 .. 6.4 1.5
116 Syrian arab Republic 96.9 c 4,741 c 18.8 c 142 12.4 10.1 c 2.0 1.6 .. 4.9 5.5 4.1 2.5 1.1
117 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.3 3,017 .. .. .. .. 7.7 12.9 6.7 .. .. .. .. ..
118 Guyana 2.3 c 3,104 c 26.3 c 136 24.7 15.1 c 4.6 5.1 8.5 3.7 1.5 2.1 9.7 1.4
119 Botswana 26.3 12,939 27.9 156 25.4 19.9 2.9 6.0 .. 7.8 3.3 2.4 1.2 0.5
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table 6 Command over resourCes

ECoNoMy pubLIC SpENDING

GDp
GDp per 
capita

Gross fixed capital 
formation 

Consumer 
price Index

General government final 
consumption expenditure Health Education Militarya total debt service

(2005 PPP 
$ billions) (2005 PPP $) (% of GDP) (2005 = 100) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)

HDI rank 2011 2011 2011 2010 2000 2011 2010 2010 2000 2005–2010b 2000 2010 2000 2009

120 Honduras 27.7 3,566 22.2 139 13.4 17.1 3.0 4.4 .. .. 0.7 1.1 5.5 3.4
121 Indonesia 992.1 4,094 32.4 146 6.5 4.5 0.7 1.3 .. 3.0 .. 0.7 10.1 4.1
121 Kiribati 0.2 2,220 .. .. .. .. 7.5 9.3 11.0 .. .. .. .. ..
121 South africa 489.6 9,678 18.9 140 18.1 21.5 3.4 3.9 5.6 6.0 1.5 1.3 2.9 1.4
124 vanuatu 1.0 4,062 .. 119 20.8 .. 2.7 4.8 7.0 5.2 .. .. 0.7 0.9
125 Kyrgyzstan 11.7 2,126 24.8 167 20.0 19.1 2.1 3.5 3.5 6.2 2.9 4.4 12.6 11.6
125 tajikistan 14.3 2,052 18.7 170 8.3 28.9 0.9 1.6 2.3 4.0 1.2 .. 7.3 12.1
127 viet nam 264.6 3,013 31.9 167 6.4 5.7 1.6 2.6 .. 5.3 .. 2.5 4.2 1.3
128 namibia 13.9 5,986 26.5 141 23.5 21.6 4.2 4.0 7.9 8.1 2.7 3.9 .. ..
129 nicaragua 15.1 2,579 29.7 159 12.2 10.1 3.7 4.9 3.9 .. 0.8 0.7 7.3 7.9
130 Morocco 143.5 4,373 30.6 111 18.4 15.4 1.2 2.0 5.8 5.4 2.3 3.5 7.3 3.6
131 Iraq 112.5 3,412 .. 171 .. .. 0.4 6.8 .. .. .. 2.4 .. ..
132 Cape verde 1.8 3,616 36.5 121 30.7 20.7 3.4 3.1 .. 5.6 1.3 0.5 3.0 2.2
133 Guatemala 64.2 4,351 14.6 134 7.0 10.5 2.2 2.5 .. 3.2 0.8 0.4 2.0 3.8
134 timor-leste 1.6 1,393 .. 134 35.2 .. 6.3 5.1 .. 14.0 .. 4.9 .. ..
135 Ghana 41.3 1,652 21.8 189 10.2 8.5 3.0 3.1 .. 5.5 0.7 0.4 7.8 1.0
136 Equatorial Guinea 23.1 32,026 60.1 d 129 4.6 3.9 d 1.0 3.4 0.7 .. .. .. .. ..
136 India 3,976.5 3,203 29.5 152 12.6 11.7 1.3 1.2 4.4 3.1 3.1 2.7 2.3 1.2
138 Cambodia 29.8 2,080 16.2 c 148 5.2 6.3 c 1.3 2.1 1.7 2.6 2.2 1.6 0.9 0.6
138 lao People’s Democratic Republic 15.5 2,464 27.4 127 6.7 9.8 1.0 1.5 1.5 3.3 0.8 0.3 2.3 4.3
140 Bhutan 3.8 5,096 41.3 d 134 20.4 21.4 d 5.3 4.5 5.8 4.0 .. .. 1.6 5.6
141 Swaziland 5.7 5,349 10.4 144 18.2 19.4 3.3 4.2 5.5 7.4 1.5 3.0 2.0 1.1
Low HuMaN DEVELopMENt
142 Congo 16.1 3,885 23.4 130 11.6 9.7 1.2 1.1 .. 6.2 .. 1.1 1.4 1.6
143 Solomon Islands 1.4 2,581 .. 152 25.2 .. 4.8 8.0 .. 6.1 .. .. 2.1 3.0
144 Sao tome and Principe 0.3 1,805 .. 260 .. .. 3.6 2.7 .. .. .. .. .. 0.8
145 Kenya 62.7 1,507 24.3 180 15.1 13.3 1.9 2.1 5.2 6.7 1.3 1.9 4.7 1.2
146 Bangladesh 236.0 1,568 24.7 145 4.6 5.5 1.1 1.2 2.4 2.2 1.3 1.1 1.6 1.0
146 Pakistan 428.4 2,424 11.8 181 8.6 8.2 0.6 0.8 1.8 2.4 3.7 2.8 3.9 2.5
148 angola 102.0 5,201 10.7 186 .. 17.7 1.9 2.4 2.6 3.4 6.4 4.2 18.7 2.8
149 Myanmar .. .. .. 225 .. .. 0.3 0.2 0.6 .. 2.3 .. .. ..
150 Cameroon 41.9 2,090 .. 117 9.5 .. 1.0 1.5 1.9 3.5 1.3 1.6 5.5 0.9
151 Madagascar 18.2 853 33.0 d 159 9.0 11.6 d 2.5 2.3 2.9 3.2 1.2 0.7 3.0 0.6
152 tanzania, united Republic of 59.8 1,334 28.1 151 11.7 18.2 1.6 4.0 .. 6.2 1.5 1.2 1.6 0.9
153 nigeria 360.8 2,221 .. 161 .. .. 1.5 1.9 .. .. 0.8 1.0 4.0 0.2
154 Senegal 22.2 1,737 30.7 115 12.8 8.8 1.6 3.1 3.2 5.6 1.3 1.6 4.8 2.3
155 Mauritania 8.0 2,255 25.9 133 20.2 12.3 3.1 2.3 .. 4.3 3.5 3.8 6.4 3.0
156 Papua new Guinea 16.6 2,363 14.8 130 16.6 8.4 3.3 2.6 .. .. 0.9 0.4 8.6 8.6
157 nepal 33.6 1,102 21.2 155 8.9 9.6 1.3 1.8 3.0 4.7 0.8 1.4 1.9 1.2
158 lesotho 3.3 1,504 34.9 141 41.7 32.6 3.4 8.5 11.8 13.0 4.0 3.1 8.2 1.6
159 togo 5.6 914 19.4 116 10.5 .. 1.4 3.4 4.4 4.5 .. 1.7 2.3 1.1
160 Yemen 51.1 2,060 11.7 c 167 13.6 11.8 c 2.4 1.3 9.7 5.2 4.4 3.9 e 2.5 0.8
161 Haiti 10.5 1,034 .. 150 7.8 .. 1.7 1.5 .. .. 0.0 0.0 .. 2.0
161 uganda 41.0 1,188 24.4 150 14.5 11.3 1.8 2.0 2.5 3.2 2.5 1.6 1.2 0.4
163 Zambia 19.2 1,423 21.3 167 9.5 11.6 2.9 3.6 2.0 1.3 .. 1.7 5.7 0.9
164 Djibouti .. 2,087 d .. 129 29.7 .. 3.9 4.7 9.7 8.4 5.1 3.7 e 2.4 ..
165 Gambia 3.3 1,873 17.5 123 11.2 9.9 1.9 2.9 2.7 5.0 1.0 0.6 2.7 1.9
166 Benin 13.0 1,428 27.4 119 11.6 .. 1.9 2.0 3.3 4.5 0.6 1.0 e 3.3 0.6
167 Rwanda 12.0 1,097 21.0 c 155 11.0 15.5 c 1.7 5.2 4.1 4.7 3.5 1.3 2.1 0.3
168 Côte d’Ivoire 31.9 1,581 16.4 114 7.2 9.1 1.3 1.1 3.8 4.6 .. 1.6 9.8 1.7
169 Comoros 0.7 980 12.4 d 118 11.7 15.3 d 1.5 3.0 .. 7.6 .. .. 1.6 0.8
170 Malawi 12.4 805 20.8 156 14.6 15.7 2.8 4.0 5.2 5.7 0.7 1.1 3.6 0.4
171 Sudan 83.8 1,878 24.7 166 7.6 17.7 0.9 1.9 .. .. 4.5 3.4 2.0 0.7
172 Zimbabwe .. .. 6.5 .. 24.3 18.3 0.0 .. .. 2.5 4.7 1.3 6.3 1.5
173 Ethiopia 83.0 979 19.0 223 17.9 9.0 2.3 2.6 3.9 4.7 7.5 0.9 1.7 0.6
174 liberia 2.1 506 33.3 162 7.5 20.2 1.3 3.9 .. 2.8 .. 0.9 0.1 0.6
175 afghanistan 37.2 c 1,083 c 16.3 c 141 .. 10.7 c 2.3 0.9 .. .. .. 3.8 .. 0.1
176 Guinea-Bissau 1.7 1,097 .. 119 14.0 .. 1.0 0.9 .. .. 4.4 .. 2.4 2.1
177 Sierra leone 4.6 769 14.9 163 14.3 11.1 1.1 1.5 4.9 4.3 3.7 1.2 7.3 0.6
178 Burundi 4.6 533 18.4 163 15.5 26.3 2.1 4.4 3.2 9.2 6.0 3.8 e 2.6 0.2
178 Guinea 10.1 990 20.0 c 237 6.8 7.5 c 0.7 0.6 2.5 2.4 1.5 .. 5.0 1.8
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ECoNoMy pubLIC SpENDING

GDp
GDp per 
capita

Gross fixed capital 
formation 

Consumer 
price Index

General government final 
consumption expenditure Health Education Militarya total debt service

(2005 PPP 
$ billions) (2005 PPP $) (% of GDP) (2005 = 100) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP) (% of GDP)

HDI rank 2011 2011 2011 2010 2000 2011 2010 2010 2000 2005–2010b 2000 2010 2000 2009

180 Central african Republic 3.2 716 10.8 d 124 14.0 4.5 d 1.6 1.4 1.5 1.2 .. 2.6 1.5 0.1
181 Eritrea 2.8 516 .. .. 63.8 .. 2.5 1.3 3.2 2.1 32.7 .. 0.5 1.1
182 Mali 15.3 964 .. 116 8.6 .. 2.1 2.3 3.6 4.5 2.2 1.9 3.8 0.6
183 Burkina Faso 19.5 1,149 .. 115 20.8 .. 2.0 3.4 .. 4.0 1.2 1.3 1.8 0.6
184 Chad 15.5 1,343 31.8 c 117 7.7 13.2 c 2.7 1.1 2.6 2.8 1.9 2.7 1.8 0.9
185 Mozambique 20.6 861 24.3 157 9.0 12.3 4.2 3.7 .. 5.0 1.3 0.9 d 2.3 1.0
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 22.3 329 28.7 d .. 7.5 7.6 d 0.1 3.4 .. 2.5 1.0 1.3 0.6 2.0
186 niger 10.3 642 .. 117 13.0 .. 1.8 2.6 3.2 3.8 1.2 0.9 1.4 0.5

NotES

a For country-specific footnotes, see the Stockholm 
International Peace Research Institute’s Military 
Expenditure database at www.sipri.org/research/
armaments/milex/milex_database.

b Data refer to the most recent year available 
during the period specified.

c Refers to 2010.

d Refers to 2009.

e Refers to 2008.

DEFINItIoNS

Gross domestic product (GDp): Sum of gross 
value added by all resident producers in the 
economy plus any product taxes and minus any 
subsidies not included in the value of the products, 
expressed in 2005 international dollars using 
purchasing power parity rates.

GDp per capita: Sum of gross value added by all 
resident producers in the economy plus any product 
taxes and minus any subsidies not included in the 
value of the products, expressed in international 
dollars using purchasing power parity rates and 
divided by total population during the same period.

Gross fixed capital formation: value of acquisitions 
of new or existing fixed assets by the business 
sector, governments and households (excluding 
their unincorporated enterprises) less disposals of 
fixed assets, expressed as a percentage of GDP. no 
adjustment is made for depreciation of fixed assets.

Consumer price Index: an index that reflects 
changes in the cost to the average consumer of 
acquiring a basket of goods and services that may be 
fixed or changed at specified intervals, such as yearly.

General government final consumption 
expenditure: all government current expenditures 

for purchases of goods and services (including 
compensation of employees and most expenditures 
on national defense and security but excluding 
government military expenditures that are part 
of government capital formation), expressed as a 
percentage of GDP.

public spending on health: Current and 
capital spending from government (central and 
local) budgets, external borrowings and grants 
(including donations from international agencies 
and nongovernmental organizations), and social (or 
compulsory) health insurance funds, expressed as a 
percentage of GDP.

public spending on education: total public 
expenditure (current and capital) on education, 
expressed as a percentage of GDP.

public spending on the military: all expenditures 
of the defense ministry and other ministries on 

recruiting and training military personnel and on the 
construction and purchase of military supplies and 
equipment, expressed as a percentage of GDP.

total debt service: Sum of principal repayments 
and interest actually paid in foreign currency, 
goods, or services on long-term debt, interest paid 
on short-term debt, and repayments (repurchases 
and charges) to the International Monetary Fund, 
expressed as a percentage of GDP.

MaIN Data SouRCES

Columns 1–10: World Bank (2012a).

Columns 11 and 12: SIPRI (2012).

Columns 13 and 14: HDRo calculations based on 
data on total debt service as a percentage of GnI 
from World Bank (2012a).

 

otHER CouNtRIES oR tERRItoRIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Marshall Islands .. .. .. .. .. .. 19.8 15.0 14.6 .. .. .. .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. 2.8 3.8 1.3 1.2 .. .. .. ..
nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. 114 .. .. 6.5 6.1 .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. 12.3 14.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 37,231.3 32,931 18.4 — 16.7 19.4 6.0 8.2 4.5 5.1 2.2 2.7 .. ..
High human development 11,740.8 11,572 21.4 — 15.5 15.8 2.9 3.6 .. 4.7 2.8 2.7 8.1 4.7
Medium human development 18,095.7 5,203 38.4 — 13.9 12.4 1.8 2.4 .. 3.6 2.2 2.0 3.7 1.6
low human development 1,948.5 1,623 18.4 — 10.1 11.1 1.4 1.8 .. 3.5 2.5 2.0 3.9 1.3

Regions
arab States 2,808.0 8,104 24.3 — 19.2 15.4 2.4 2.6 .. 3.9 6.8 5.5 .. ..
East asia and the Pacific 12,580.2 6,616 .. — .. .. 1.7 2.5 .. .. .. .. .. ..
Europe and Central asia 5,946.1 12,458 22.5 — 15.7 15.4 3.7 4.3 .. 4.1 2.8 2.7 6.8 8.3
latin america and the Caribbean 6,046.4 10,429 20.1 — 14.7 16.1 3.2 3.8 4.3 5.3 1.4 1.4 8.9 2.8
South asia 5,586.1 3,241 27.6 — 11.8 10.9 1.3 1.2 4.0 3.2 3.2 2.5 2.6 1.3
Sub-Saharan africa 1,691.4 2,094 20.8 — 15.9 16.9 2.5 3.0 .. 5.2 1.9 1.5 4.1 1.2

Least developed countries 1,065.9 1,346 .. — 9.7 .. 1.7 2.2 .. 3.7 .. 2.2 3.1 1.3
Small island developing states 223.2 5,340 .. — 17.3 .. 3.6 3.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
world 69,016.4 10,103 22.3 — 16.3 17.5 5.3 6.5 .. 4.9 2.3 2.6 .. ..
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IMMuNIZatIoN 
CoVERaGE 

underweight 
children 

(moderate 
and severe)

HIV pREVaLENCE, 
youtH MoRtaLIty RatES HEaLtH CaRE QuaLIty

Dtp Measles Female Male Infant 
under-

five 

adult Cause-specific

physicians

Satisfaction 
with health 
care qualityFemale Male

Due to 
malaria 

Due to 
cholera

Due to cardiovascular 
diseases and diabetesa

(% of one-
year-olds)

(% of children 
under age 5) (% ages 15–24)

(deaths per 
1,000 live births) (per 1,000 adults)

(per 100,000 
people per 

year) (number) (per 1,000 people)
(per 1,000 

people) (% satisfied)

HDI rank 2010 2010 2006–2010b 2009 2009 2010 2010 2009 2009 2008 2005–2010b 2008 2005–2010b 2007–2009b

VERy HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
1 norway 99 93 .. 0.1 0.1 3 3 50 83 0.0 0 124 4.1 68
2 australia 97 94 .. 0.1 0.1 4 5 45 79 0.0 0 112 3.0 60
3 united States 99 92 .. 0.2 0.3 7 8 78 134 0.0 0 156 2.7 56
4 netherlands 99 96 .. 0.1 0.1 4 4 56 75 0.0 0 122 3.9 77
5 Germany 97 96 .. 0.1 0.1 3 4 53 99 0.0 0 170 3.5 47
6 new Zealand 95 91 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 57 86 0.0 0 138 2.4 64
7 Ireland 98 90 .. 0.1 0.1 3 4 57 97 0.0 .. 141 3.2 47
7 Sweden 99 96 .. 0.1 0.1 2 3 47 74 0.0 0 141 3.6 81
9 Switzerland 98 90 .. 0.1 0.2 4 5 43 74 0.0 0 114 4.1 81

10 Japan 99 94 .. 0.1 0.1 2 3 42 86 0.0 0 91 2.1 54
11 Canada 92 93 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 53 87 0.0 0 121 1.9 73
12 Korea, Republic of 96 98 .. 0.1 0.1 4 5 46 109 0.0 0 141 2.0 60
13 Hong Kong, China (SaR) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 67
13 Iceland 98 93 .. 0.1 0.1 2 2 43 65 0.0 .. 121 3.9 87
15 Denmark 93 85 .. 0.1 0.1 3 4 65 107 0.0 0 143 3.4 82
16 Israel 96 98 .. 0.1 0.1 4 5 45 78 0.0 .. 116 3.6 70
17 Belgium 99 94 .. 0.1 0.1 4 4 59 105 0.0 0 131 3.0 88
18 austria 93 76 .. 0.2 0.3 4 4 50 102 0.0 0 155 4.7 89
18 Singapore 98 95 .. 0.1 0.1 2 3 42 76 0.0 .. 140 1.8 86
20 France 99 90 .. 0.1 0.2 3 4 54 117 0.0 0 98 3.5 84
21 Finland 99 98 .. 0.1 0.1 2 3 56 124 0.0 0 157 2.7 85
21 Slovenia 98 95 .. 0.1 0.1 2 3 54 131 0.0 0 168 2.5 68
23 Spain 99 95 .. 0.1 0.2 4 5 43 94 0.0 0 113 3.7 84
24 liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. 2 2 .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 98 90 .. 0.1 0.1 3 4 41 77 0.0 0 128 4.2 59
26 luxembourg 99 96 .. 0.1 0.1 2 3 57 95 0.0 .. 150 2.9 90
26 united Kingdom 98 93 .. 0.1 0.2 5 5 58 95 0.0 0 133 2.7 81
28 Czech Republic 99 98 .. 0.1 0.1 3 4 63 138 0.0 .. 258 3.6 63
29 Greece 99 99 .. 0.1 0.1 3 4 44 106 0.0 .. 186 6.0 45
30 Brunei Darussalam 98 94 .. .. .. 6 7 82 105 0.0 .. 284 1.4 ..
31 Cyprus 99 87 .. .. .. 3 4 41 81 0.0 .. 188 2.3 60
32 Malta 97 73 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 44 76 0.0 .. 175 3.1 81
33 andorra 99 99 .. .. .. 3 4 44 94 0.0 .. .. 3.7 ..
33 Estonia 96 95 .. 0.2 0.3 4 5 77 234 0.0 .. 342 3.4 47
35 Slovakia 99 98 .. 0.1 0.1 7 8 74 184 0.0 .. 343 3.0 ..
36 Qatar 98 99 .. 0.1 0.1 7 8 48 69 0.0 0 195 2.8 ..
37 Hungary 99 99 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 99 229 0.0 .. 324 3.1 50
38 Barbados 95 85 .. 1.1 0.9 17 20 80 136 0.1 .. 233 1.8 ..
39 Poland 99 98 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 76 197 0.0 0 283 2.1 45
40 Chile 93 93 .. 0.1 0.2 8 9 59 116 0.0 .. 156 1.1 45
41 lithuania 98 96 .. 0.1 0.1 5 7 95 274 0.0 .. 375 3.7 29
41 united arab Emirates 94 94 .. .. .. 6 7 66 84 0.0 .. 277 1.9 ..
43 Portugal 99 96 .. 0.2 0.3 3 4 54 123 0.0 .. 154 3.8 69
44 latvia 97 93 .. 0.1 0.2 8 10 105 284 0.0 .. 420 3.0 42
45 argentina 98 99 2.3 c 0.2 0.3 12 14 88 160 0.0 .. 207 3.2 66
46 Seychelles 99 99 .. .. .. 12 14 108 227 0.0 0 .. 1.5 ..
47 Croatia 98 95 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 60 153 0.0 .. 294 2.6 ..

HIGH HuMaN DEVELopMENt
48 Bahrain 99 99 .. .. .. 9 10 87 127 0.1 .. 339 1.4 ..
49 Bahamas 99 94 .. 3.1 1.4 14 16 126 202 0.0 .. 239 .. ..
50 Belarus 99 99 1.3 0.1 0.1 4 6 117 324 0.0 .. 525 4.9 45
51 uruguay 98 95 5.4 0.2 0.3 9 11 84 156 0.0 .. 211 3.7 77
52 Montenegro 97 90 1.7 .. .. 7 8 85 161 0.0 .. 419 .. ..
52 Palau 99 75 .. .. .. 15 19 110 229 0.0 .. .. 1.3 ..
54 Kuwait 98 98 .. .. .. 10 11 50 66 0.0 .. 274 1.8 ..
55 Russian Federation 99 98 .. 0.3 0.2 9 12 144 391 0.0 0 580 4.3 35
56 Romania 99 95 3.5 0.1 0.1 11 14 90 219 0.0 .. 398 1.9 44
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IMMuNIZatIoN 
CoVERaGE 

underweight 
children 

(moderate 
and severe)

HIV pREVaLENCE, 
youtH MoRtaLIty RatES HEaLtH CaRE QuaLIty

Dtp Measles Female Male Infant 
under-

five 

adult Cause-specific

physicians

Satisfaction 
with health 
care qualityFemale Male

Due to 
malaria 

Due to 
cholera

Due to cardiovascular 
diseases and diabetesa

(% of one-
year-olds)

(% of children 
under age 5) (% ages 15–24)

(deaths per 
1,000 live births) (per 1,000 adults)

(per 100,000 
people per 

year) (number) (per 1,000 people)
(per 1,000 

people) (% satisfied)

HDI rank 2010 2010 2006–2010b 2009 2009 2010 2010 2009 2009 2008 2005–2010b 2008 2005–2010b 2007–2009b

57 Bulgaria 96 97 .. 0.1 0.1 11 13 86 205 0.0 .. 464 3.6 ..
57 Saudi arabia 98 98 .. .. .. 15 18 102 186 0.0 .. 456 0.9 69
59 Cuba 98 99 .. 0.1 0.1 5 6 78 120 0.0 .. 215 6.4 ..
59 Panama 98 95 3.9 0.3 0.4 17 20 82 145 0.0 .. 174 .. 54
61 Mexico 96 95 3.4 0.1 0.2 14 17 88 157 0.0 0 237 2.9 69
62 Costa Rica 96 83 1.1 0.1 0.2 9 10 69 115 0.0 .. 159 .. 75
63 Grenada 99 95 .. .. .. 9 11 143 248 0.0 .. 299 .. ..
64 libya 98 98 .. .. .. 13 17 101 175 0.0 .. 396 1.9 ..
64 Malaysia 98 96 12.9 0.1 0.1 5 6 95 175 0.1 2 278 0.9 89
64 Serbia 97 95 1.4 0.1 0.1 6 7 90 184 0.0 .. 422 2.0 ..
67 antigua and Barbuda 99 98 .. .. .. 7 8 158 197 0.0 .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 96 92 .. 0.7 1.0 24 27 120 225 0.0 .. 427 1.2 32
69 Kazakhstan 99 99 3.9 0.2 0.1 29 33 185 432 0.0 0 696 3.9 49
70 albania 99 99 5.2 .. .. 16 18 88 126 0.0 .. 443 1.1 ..
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 90 79 3.7 .. .. 16 18 92 196 0.1 .. 237 .. 75
72 Dominica 99 99 .. .. .. 11 12 103 192 0.0 .. .. .. ..
72 Georgia 99 94 1.1 0.1 0.1 20 22 97 235 0.0 .. 505 4.5 61
72 lebanon 83 53 .. 0.1 0.1 19 22 85 166 0.0 0 332 3.5 50
72 Saint Kitts and nevis 98 99 .. .. .. 7 8 90 185 0.0 .. .. .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 99 99 .. 0.1 0.1 22 26 90 144 0.0 11 385 0.9 73
77 Peru 97 94 4.2 0.1 0.2 15 19 96 123 0.1 .. 135 0.9 48
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 98 98 1.5 .. .. 10 12 79 144 0.0 .. 465 2.5 ..
78 ukraine 96 94 .. 0.3 0.2 11 13 148 395 0.0 0 593 3.1 23
80 Mauritius 99 99 .. 0.2 0.3 13 15 99 219 0.0 0 444 1.1 ..
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 95 93 1.4 .. .. 8 8 67 145 0.0 .. 398 1.4 ..
82 azerbaijan 80 67 7.7 0.1 0.1 39 46 134 221 0.0 .. 619 3.8 53
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 99 99 .. .. .. 19 21 110 204 0.0 .. 340 .. ..
84 oman 99 97 8.6 0.1 0.1 8 9 85 157 0.0 .. 455 1.9 ..
85 Brazil 99 99 1.7 .. .. 17 19 102 205 0.1 0 264 1.7 44
85 Jamaica 99 88 2.0 0.7 1.0 20 24 131 224 0.0 .. 248 0.9 ..
87 armenia 98 97 4.7 0.1 0.1 18 20 103 246 0.0 .. 537 3.7 61
88 Saint lucia 98 95 .. .. .. 14 16 90 188 0.0 .. 278 0.5 ..
89 Ecuador 99 98 6.2 0.2 0.2 18 20 96 173 0.0 .. 167 .. 64
90 turkey 97 97 1.7 0.1 0.1 14 18 73 134 0.0 .. 362 1.5 67
91 Colombia 96 88 3.4 0.1 0.2 17 19 80 166 0.3 .. 186 1.4 63
92 Sri lanka 99 99 21.1 0.1 0.1 14 17 82 275 0.0 .. 312 0.5 83
93 algeria 99 95 3.2 0.1 0.1 31 36 105 135 0.0 0 277 1.2 52
94 tunisia 98 97 3.3 0.1 0.1 14 16 70 129 0.1 .. 257 1.2 80

MEDIuM HuMaN DEVELopMENt
95 tonga 99 99 .. .. .. 13 16 233 135 0.8 .. 396 0.3 ..
96 Belize 99 98 4.3 1.8 0.7 14 17 129 202 0.0 .. 256 0.8 50
96 Dominican Republic 96 79 7.1 0.7 0.3 22 27 149 172 0.1 0 320 .. 58
96 Fiji 99 94 .. 0.1 0.1 15 17 157 263 0.0 .. 457 0.5 ..
96 Samoa 97 61 .. .. .. 17 20 167 198 0.9 .. 427 0.3 ..

100 Jordan 98 98 1.9 .. .. 18 22 111 195 0.0 .. 468 2.5 66
101 China 99 99 3.8 c .. .. 16 18 87 142 0.0 4 287 1.4 ..
102 turkmenistan 99 99 8.2 .. .. 47 56 212 380 0.0 .. 773 2.4 ..
103 thailand 99 98 7.0 .. .. 11 13 139 270 0.4 0 311 0.3 85
104 Maldives 97 97 17.3 0.1 0.1 14 15 70 97 0.9 .. 351 1.6 ..
105 Suriname 99 89 7.2 0.4 0.6 27 31 124 217 2.5 .. 351 .. ..
106 Gabon 69 55 .. 3.5 1.4 54 74 262 321 31.0 0 370 0.3 ..
107 El Salvador 97 92 5.5 0.3 0.4 14 16 128 281 0.0 .. 203 1.6 59
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 87 79 4.3 0.1 0.1 42 54 132 203 0.0 .. 290 .. 59
108 Mongolia 98 97 5.0 0.1 0.1 26 32 141 305 0.0 0 379 2.8 52
110 Palestine, State of .. .. .. .. .. 20 22 .. .. .. .. .. .. 50
111 Paraguay 96 94 3.4 0.1 0.2 21 25 98 168 0.0 0 249 1.1 66
112 Egypt 97 96 6.0 0.1 0.1 19 22 130 215 0.2 .. 406 2.8 53
113 Moldova, Republic of 93 97 3.2 0.1 0.1 16 19 134 309 0.0 .. 525 2.7 41
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table 7 HealtH

IMMuNIZatIoN 
CoVERaGE 

underweight 
children 

(moderate 
and severe)

HIV pREVaLENCE, 
youtH MoRtaLIty RatES HEaLtH CaRE QuaLIty

Dtp Measles Female Male Infant 
under-

five 

adult Cause-specific

physicians

Satisfaction 
with health 
care qualityFemale Male

Due to 
malaria 

Due to 
cholera

Due to cardiovascular 
diseases and diabetesa

(% of one-
year-olds)

(% of children 
under age 5) (% ages 15–24)

(deaths per 
1,000 live births) (per 1,000 adults)

(per 100,000 
people per 

year) (number) (per 1,000 people)
(per 1,000 

people) (% satisfied)

HDI rank 2010 2010 2006–2010b 2009 2009 2010 2010 2009 2009 2008 2005–2010b 2008 2005–2010b 2007–2009b

114 Philippines 89 88 21.6 c 0.1 0.1 23 29 130 240 0.2 2 345 1.2 81
114 uzbekistan 99 98 4.0 0.1 0.1 44 52 139 220 0.0 .. 641 2.6 ..
116 Syrian arab Republic 89 82 10.1 .. .. 14 16 95 159 0.0 .. 400 1.5 56
117 Micronesia, Federated States of 90 80 .. .. .. 34 42 161 183 0.3 0 412 0.6 ..
118 Guyana 99 95 10.5 0.8 0.6 25 30 224 286 5.0 .. 452 .. 63
119 Botswana 98 94 11.2 11.8 5.2 36 48 324 372 1.0 0 346 0.3 72
120 Honduras 99 99 8.1 0.2 0.3 20 24 134 237 0.1 .. 376 .. 68
121 Indonesia 94 89 18.4 0.1 0.1 27 35 143 234 3.2 19 350 0.3 79
121 Kiribati 97 89 .. .. .. 39 49 173 325 2.6 .. .. 0.3 ..
121 South africa 73 65 8.7 c 13.6 4.5 41 57 479 521 0.2 28 321 0.8 63
124 vanuatu 78 52 .. .. .. 12 14 159 200 8.5 .. 399 0.1 ..
125 Kyrgyzstan 99 99 2.2 0.1 0.1 33 38 162 327 0.0 .. 605 2.3 57
125 tajikistan 95 94 15.0 0.1 0.1 52 63 160 183 0.0 .. 523 2.0 64
127 viet nam 93 98 20.2 0.1 0.1 19 23 107 173 0.1 0 339 1.2 74
128 namibia 87 75 16.6 5.8 2.3 29 40 357 540 29.0 0 495 0.4 68
129 nicaragua 99 99 5.5 0.1 0.1 23 27 122 210 0.0 .. 234 0.4 66
130 Morocco 99 98 8.6 0.1 0.1 30 36 87 126 0.0 .. 355 0.6 ..
131 Iraq 81 73 6.4 .. .. 31 39 145 292 0.0 24 424 0.7 44
132 Cape verde 99 96 .. .. .. 29 36 111 272 0.2 0 300 0.6 ..
133 Guatemala 96 93 13.0 c 0.3 0.5 25 32 151 280 0.1 .. 190 .. 60
134 timor-leste 75 66 44.7 .. .. 46 55 154 233 83.0 .. 318 0.1 ..
135 Ghana 96 93 13.9 1.3 0.5 50 74 253 402 48.0 51 386 0.1 74
136 Equatorial Guinea 65 51 .. 5.0 1.9 81 121 355 373 98.0 33 484 0.3 ..
136 India 83 74 42.5 0.1 0.1 48 63 169 250 1.9 6 336 0.6 67
138 Cambodia 93 93 28.3 0.1 0.1 43 51 190 350 3.7 0 408 0.2 75
138 lao People’s Democratic Republic 81 64 31.1 0.2 0.1 42 54 251 289 2.9 3 430 0.3 69
140 Bhutan 94 95 12.7 0.1 0.1 44 56 194 256 0.2 .. 425 0.0 ..
141 Swaziland 95 94 5.8 15.6 6.5 55 78 560 674 0.3 0 499 0.2 ..
Low HuMaN DEVELopMENt
142 Congo 90 76 11.4 2.6 1.2 61 93 320 409 121.0 0 463 0.1 34
143 Solomon Islands 85 68 11.8 .. .. 23 27 119 170 30.0 .. 367 0.2 ..
144 Sao tome and Principe 98 92 13.1 .. .. 53 80 104 161 9.2 33 308 0.5 ..
145 Kenya 93 86 16.1 4.1 1.8 55 85 282 358 12.0 21 363 0.1 62
146 Bangladesh 98 94 41.0 0.1 0.1 38 48 222 246 1.8 .. 418 0.3 69
146 Pakistan 90 86 31.3 0.1 0.1 70 87 189 225 0.6 0 422 0.8 41
148 angola 97 93 15.6 c 1.6 0.6 98 161 353 377 89.0 0 483 0.1 62
149 Myanmar 93 88 22.6 0.3 0.3 50 66 188 275 34.0 1 369 0.5 ..
150 Cameroon 92 79 16.0 3.9 1.6 84 136 409 420 121.0 110 498 0.2 54
151 Madagascar 78 67 .. 0.1 0.1 43 62 198 273 8.5 0 376 0.2 82
152 tanzania, united Republic of 98 92 15.8 3.9 1.7 50 76 311 456 87.0 94 427 0.0 30
153 nigeria 77 71 23.1 2.9 1.2 88 143 365 377 146.0 174 456 0.4 55
154 Senegal 80 60 13.7 0.7 0.3 50 75 218 266 76.0 458 373 0.1 57
155 Mauritania 82 67 14.7 c 0.3 0.4 75 111 262 315 36.0 70 422 0.1 31
156 Papua new Guinea 80 55 18.4 0.8 0.3 47 61 221 274 45.0 0 428 0.1 ..
157 nepal 85 86 38.6 0.1 0.2 41 50 159 234 0.0 0 350 0.2 80
158 lesotho 93 85 13.2 14.2 5.4 65 85 573 676 0.1 0 452 0.1 ..
159 togo 97 84 16.6 2.2 0.9 66 103 278 338 65.0 15 403 0.1 22
160 Yemen 94 73 43.1 .. .. 57 77 180 237 4.9 3 494 0.3 ..
161 Haiti 83 59 17.7 1.3 0.6 70 165 227 278 5.7 3,990 411 .. 35
161 uganda 83 55 15.9 4.8 2.3 63 99 348 539 103.0 98 473 0.1 48
163 Zambia 99 91 14.6 8.9 4.2 69 111 477 580 104.0 7 518 0.1 53
164 Djibouti 90 85 22.9 1.9 0.8 73 91 271 326 1.2 27 490 0.2 56
165 Gambia 99 97 18.1 2.4 0.9 57 98 246 296 93.0 13 417 0.0 ..
166 Benin 94 69 18.4 0.7 0.3 73 115 246 385 105.0 11 454 0.1 52
167 Rwanda 92 82 11.4 1.9 1.3 59 91 258 304 15.0 0 408 0.0 78
168 Côte d’Ivoire 95 70 15.9 1.5 0.7 86 123 456 528 116.0 6 536 0.1 ..
169 Comoros 81 72 .. 0.1 0.1 63 86 229 284 58.0 0 450 0.2 ..
170 Malawi 97 93 12.8 6.8 3.1 58 92 496 691 87.0 11 587 0.0 66
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IMMuNIZatIoN 
CoVERaGE 

underweight 
children 

(moderate 
and severe)

HIV pREVaLENCE, 
youtH MoRtaLIty RatES HEaLtH CaRE QuaLIty

Dtp Measles Female Male Infant 
under-

five 

adult Cause-specific

physicians

Satisfaction 
with health 
care qualityFemale Male

Due to 
malaria 

Due to 
cholera

Due to cardiovascular 
diseases and diabetesa

(% of one-
year-olds)

(% of children 
under age 5) (% ages 15–24)

(deaths per 
1,000 live births) (per 1,000 adults)

(per 100,000 
people per 

year) (number) (per 1,000 people)
(per 1,000 

people) (% satisfied)

HDI rank 2010 2010 2006–2010b 2009 2009 2010 2010 2009 2009 2008 2005–2010b 2008 2005–2010b 2007–2009b

171 Sudan 99 90 27.0 1.3 0.5 66 103 275 291 23.0 1,011 548 0.3 48
172 Zimbabwe 94 84 9.7 6.9 3.3 51 80 574 672 40.0 26 324 0.2 27
173 Ethiopia 90 81 33.2 .. .. 68 106 379 445 10.0 0 508 0.0 19
174 liberia 75 64 14.9 c 0.7 0.3 74 103 337 389 98.0 18 437 0.0 38
175 afghanistan 86 62 32.9 .. .. 103 149 352 440 0.3 0 675 0.2 46
176 Guinea-Bissau 92 61 18.1 2.0 0.8 92 150 369 431 203.0 399 513 0.0 ..
177 Sierra leone 96 82 21.1 1.5 0.6 114 174 363 414 239.0 0 440 0.0 46
178 Burundi 99 92 28.8 2.1 1.0 88 142 407 424 39.0 18 464 0.0 47
178 Guinea 75 51 20.8 0.9 0.4 81 130 337 474 165.0 107 520 0.1 31
180 Central african Republic 64 62 24.4 2.2 1.0 106 159 470 461 192.0 0 498 0.1 ..
181 Eritrea 99 99 34.5 0.4 0.2 42 61 179 249 0.7 0 383 0.1 ..
182 Mali 90 63 26.7 0.5 0.2 99 178 218 357 131.0 76 406 0.0 44
183 Burkina Faso 98 94 25.7 0.8 0.5 93 176 262 443 221.0 16 463 0.1 50
184 Chad 71 46 30.3 2.5 1.0 99 173 384 412 235.0 14 500 0.0 42
185 Mozambique 77 70 18.3 8.6 3.1 92 135 434 557 171.0 24 512 0.0 69
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 67 68 24.2 .. .. 112 170 331 442 193.0 244 477 0.1 ..
186 niger 80 71 40.2 c 0.5 0.2 73 143 224 229 184.0 55 381 0.0 46

NotES

a Estimates are age-standardized and based on 
a combination of country life tables, cause of 
death models, regional cause of death patterns, 
and World Health organization and Joint united 
nations Programme on HIv/aIDS estimates for 
some major causes (not including chronic diseases).

b Data are for the most recent year available during 
the period specified.

c Data differ from standard definition or refer to 
only part of the country.

DEFINItIoNS

Immunization coverage for Dtp: Percentage of 
one-year-olds who have received three doses of the 

combined diphtheria, tetanus toxoid and pertussis 
(DtP) vaccine.

Immunization coverage for measles: Percentage 
of one-year-olds who have received at least one 
dose of a measles vaccine.

underweight children: Percentage of children 
under age 5 falling two standard deviations or more 
below the median weight-for-age of the reference 
population.

HIV prevalence: Percentage of the population ages 
15–24 who are infected with HIv.

Infant mortality rate: Probability of dying between 
birth and exactly age 1, expressed per 1,000 live 
births.

under-five mortality rate: Probability of dying 
between birth and exactly age 5, expressed per 
1,000 live births.

adult mortality rate: Probability that a 15-year-old 
person will die before reaching age 60, expressed 
per 1,000 adults.

Cause-specific deaths: Deaths attributable to a 
certain disease or cause.

physicians: number of physicians (both generalists 
and specialists), expressed per 1,000 people.

Satisfaction with heath care quality: Percentage 
of respondents who answered “yes” to the Gallup 
World Poll question, “In this country, do you have 
confidence in the healthcare or medical systems?”

MaIN Data SouRCES

Columns 1, 2, 8 and 9: WHo (2012a).

Columns 3–5: unICEF (2012).

Columns 6, 10, 11 and 13: WHo (2012b).

Column 7: Inter-agency Group for Child Mortality 
Estimation (2012).

Column 12: HDRo calculations based on data 
on female deaths and male deaths due to 
cardiovascular diseases and diabetes from WHo 
(2012b) and population data from unDESa (2011).

Column 14: Gallup (2012).

 

otHER CouNtRIES oR tERRItoRIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 94 99 18.8 .. .. 26 33 126 207 0.0 .. 303 3.3 ..
Marshall Islands 99 97 .. .. .. 22 26 386 429 1.1 .. .. 0.6 ..
Monaco 99 99 .. .. .. 3 4 51 112 0.0 .. .. .. ..
nauru 99 99 4.8 .. .. 32 40 303 448 0.0 .. .. 0.7 ..
San Marino 95 93 .. .. .. 2 2 48 57 0.0 .. .. .. ..
Somalia 55 46 31.6 0.6 0.4 108 180 350 382 28.0 1,182 572 0.0 ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu 99 85 1.6 .. .. 27 33 280 255 0.0 .. .. 0.6 ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 98 94 .. .. .. 5 6 60 114 0.0 .. 150 2.9 62
High human development 97 95 .. .. .. 16 18 105 221 0.0 .. 357 2.3 ..
Medium human development 90 85 22.7 .. .. 33 42 132 204 1.3 .. 324 1.0 ..
low human development 87 78 26.1 .. .. 73 110 287 346 65.4 138 450 0.3 50

Regions
arab States 93 87 .. .. .. 36 48 139 198 3.5 .. 409 1.4 ..
East asia and the Pacific 97 95 9.7 .. .. 20 24 103 168 1.5 .. 305 1.2 ..
Europe and Central asia 98 96 .. .. .. 17 21 118 281 0.0 .. 492 3.1 45
latin america and the Caribbean 96 93 4.0 .. .. 18 23 99 181 0.2 .. 236 .. 57
South asia 86 78 40.2 .. .. 50 65 173 245 1.6 .. 360 0.6 65
Sub-Saharan africa 84 75 21.2 .. .. 76 120 355 430 98.1 86 447 0.2 ..

Least developed countries 88 78 27.3 .. .. 71 108 282 357 62.1 190 459 0.2 ..
Small island developing states 89 72 .. .. .. 41 70 155 207 15.6 .. 342 2.6 ..
world 91 85 .. .. .. 40 55 137 211 12.2 .. 323 1.4 ..
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EDUCATIONAL 
ATTAINMENT GROSS ENROLMENT RATIO EDUCATION QUALITY

Primary 
school 
dropout 

rate

Adult 
literacy 

rate

Population 
with at 
least 

secondary 
education Primary Secondary Tertiary

Primary 
school 

teachers 
trained 
to teach

Performance of 15-year-old students
Satisfaction 

with 
education 

qualityMean score Deviation from mean

(% ages 
15 and 
older)

(% ages 25 
and older) (%) (%) Readinga Mathematicsb Sciencec Reading Mathematics Science (% satisfied)

(% of 
primary 
school 
cohort)

HDI rank 2005–2010d 2010 2002–2011d 2002–2011d 2002–2011d 2005–2011d 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2011 2002–2011d

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway .. 95.2 99.0 110.0 73.8 .. 503 498 500 91 85 90 .. 0.5
2 Australia .. 92.2 104.0 129.0 75.9 .. 515 514 527 99 94 101 67.3 ..
3 United States .. 94.5 102.0 96.0 94.8 .. 500 487 502 97 91 98 62.8 6.9
4 Netherlands .. 88.9 108.0 120.0 62.7 .. 508 526 522 89 89 96 60.3 ..
5 Germany .. 96.5 102.0 103.0 .. .. 497 513 520 95 98 101 65.6 e 4.4
6 New Zealand .. 83.7 101.0 119.0 82.6 .. 521 519 532 103 96 107 69.9 ..
7 Ireland .. 73.9 108.0 117.0 61.0 .. 496 487 508 95 86 97 83.6 ..
7 Sweden .. 85.0 100.0 100.0 70.8 .. 497 494 495 99 94 100 61.6 1.0
9 Switzerland .. 95.8 102.0 95.0 51.5 .. 501 534 517 93 99 96 .. ..

10 Japan .. 81.1 f 103.0 102.0 59.0 .. 520 529 539 100 94 100 54.6 0.0
11 Canada .. 100.0 99.0 101.0 60.0 .. 524 527 529 90 88 90 75.4 ..
12 Korea, Republic of .. 85.4 f 104.0 97.0 103.9 .. 542 546 538 79 89 82 50.5 1.2
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) .. 72.3 102.0 83.0 59.7 95.6 533 555 549 84 95 87 49.6 0.5
13 Iceland .. 91.3 99.0 107.0 74.1 .. 500 507 496 96 91 95 .. 2.5
15 Denmark .. 99.4 99.0 117.0 74.4 .. 495 503 499 84 87 92 64.5 0.5
16 Israel .. 84.1 113.0 91.0 62.5 .. 474 447 455 112 104 107 64.0 1.1
17 Belgium .. 79.4 105.0 111.0 67.5 .. 506 515 507 102 104 105 62.1 6.6
18 Austria .. 100.0 100.0 100.0 60.2 .. 470 496 494 100 96 102 63.7 2.3
18 Singapore 96.1 g 75.0 101.8 106.9 71.0 94.3 526 562 542 97 104 104 91.8 0.9
20 France .. 78.4 111.0 113.0 54.5 .. 496 497 498 106 101 103 58.5 ..
21 Finland .. 100.0 99.0 108.0 91.6 .. 536 541 554 86 82 89 81.9 0.5
21 Slovenia 99.7 h 95.6 98.0 97.0 86.9 .. 483 501 512 91 95 94 72.6 0.5
23 Spain 97.7 66.4 107.0 119.0 73.2 .. 481 483 488 88 91 87 59.0 0.5
24 Liechtenstein .. .. 106.0 70.0 34.4 .. 499 536 520 83 88 87 .. 18.2
25 Italy 98.9 h 72.8 103.0 99.0 66.0 .. 486 483 489 96 93 97 46.7 0.3
26 Luxembourg .. 77.9 100.0 98.0 10.5 .. 472 489 484 104 98 104 64.8 ..
26 United Kingdom .. 99.7 106.0 102.0 58.5 .. 494 492 514 95 87 99 76.9 e ..
28 Czech Republic .. 99.8 106.0 90.0 60.7 .. 478 493 500 92 93 97 71.4 0.4
29 Greece 97.2 h 62.0 100.0 101.0 89.4 .. 483 466 470 95 89 92 47.9 2.6
30 Brunei Darussalam 95.2 h 63.8 f 108.0 110.0 17.2 87.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 3.9
31 Cyprus 98.3 h 74.5 105.0 98.0 52.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 65.6 4.7
32 Malta 92.4 62.5 95.0 105.0 33.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 58.5 20.3
33 Andorra .. 49.4 84.0 87.0 11.2 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
33 Estonia 99.8 h 94.5 f 99.0 104.0 62.7 .. 501 512 528 83 81 84 49.5 1.6
35 Slovakia .. 98.8 102.0 89.0 54.2 .. 477 497 490 90 96 95 58.4 2.3
36 Qatar 96.3 63.4 103.0 94.0 10.0 42.9 372 368 379 115 98 104 69.9 6.4
37 Hungary 99.0 i 94.8 f 102.0 98.0 61.7 .. 494 490 503 90 92 86 56.4 2.3
38 Barbados .. 88.6 f 120.0 101.0 65.9 58.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 4.2
39 Poland 99.5 i 80.0 97.0 97.0 70.5 .. 500 495 508 89 88 87 60.8 2.4
40 Chile 98.6 74.0 106.0 88.0 59.2 .. 449 421 447 83 80 81 44.0 2.6
41 Lithuania 99.7 h 90.2 97.0 98.0 77.4 .. 468 477 491 86 88 85 51.1 1.6
41 United Arab Emirates 90.0 64.3 f 104.0 92.0 22.5 100.0 459 j 453 j 466 j 107 j 99 j 106 j 80.6 e 3.3
43 Portugal 95.2 i 40.4 114.0 107.0 62.2 .. 489 487 493 87 91 83 64.9 ..
44 Latvia 99.8 h 98.4 101.0 95.0 60.1 .. 484 482 494 80 79 78 51.0 5.4
45 Argentina 97.8 h 56.0 f 118.0 89.0 71.2 .. 398 388 401 108 93 102 62.6 6.2
46 Seychelles 91.8 66.8 117.0 119.0 .. 99.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 15.1
47 Croatia 98.8 h 64.4 f 93.0 95.0 49.2 .. 476 460 486 88 88 85 63.7 1.0

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain 91.9 h 78.0 f 107.0 103.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 80.5 e 1.8
49 Bahamas .. 89.6 114.0 96.0 .. 91.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 10.5
50 Belarus 99.6 .. 100.0 96.0 83.0 99.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. 55.4 0.3
51 Uruguay 98.1 49.8 113.0 90.0 63.3 .. 426 427 427 99 91 97 55.8 4.8
52 Montenegro 98.4 h 98.2 107.0 104.0 47.6 .. 408 403 401 93 85 87 62.1 ..
52 Palau .. .. 101.0 96.0 37.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
54 Kuwait 93.9 48.9 106.0 101.0 21.9 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 61.2 e 4.0
55 Russian Federation 99.6 h 94.7 f 99.0 89.0 75.9 .. 459 468 478 90 85 90 38.0 3.9
56 Romania 97.7 h 86.8 96.0 95.0 63.8 .. 424 427 428 90 79 79 45.3 4.9
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57 Bulgaria 98.4 92.6 103.0 88.0 53.0 .. 429 428 439 113 99 106 35.4 6.2
57 Saudi Arabia 86.6 h 54.6 f 106.0 101.0 36.8 91.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. 61.8 e 6.7
59 Cuba 99.8 h 77.1 f 103.0 89.0 95.2 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 3.8
59 Panama 94.1 62.1 f 108.0 74.0 44.6 91.6 371 360 376 99 81 90 73.2 6.2
61 Mexico 93.1 53.9 115.0 87.0 27.0 95.6 425 419 416 85 79 77 64.5 6.0
62 Costa Rica 96.2 h 53.6 f 110.0 100.0 25.6 89.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. 80.0 11.2
63 Grenada .. .. 103.0 108.0 52.8 65.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
64 Libya 89.2 i 49.6 f 114.0 110.0 54.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
64 Malaysia 93.1 69.4 f 96.0 68.0 40.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 91.4 2.3
64 Serbia 99.3 h 85.1 96.0 91.0 49.1 94.2 442 442 443 84 91 84 58.0 1.4
67 Antigua and Barbuda 99.0 .. 102.0 105.0 16.4 54.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 98.8 h 59.3 105.0 90.0 11.5 88.0 416 414 410 113 99 108 83.3 10.6
69 Kazakhstan 99.7 h 99.3 111.0 100.0 40.8 .. 390 405 400 91 83 87 49.9 0.2
70 Albania 95.9 81.7 87.0 89.0 18.4 .. 385 377 391 100 91 89 54.7 4.8
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 95.5 52.4 103.0 83.0 78.1 88.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 81.2 7.9
72 Dominica .. 26.5 112.0 98.0 3.6 60.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 11.9
72 Georgia 99.7 h 91.0 109.0 86.0 28.2 94.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. 65.7 3.8
72 Lebanon 89.6 54.2 105.0 81.0 54.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 67.6 e 8.2
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis .. .. 93.0 97.0 18.2 61.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 26.5
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 85.0 66.0 108.0 84.0 42.8 98.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 67.9 5.7
77 Peru 89.6 52.9 109.0 92.0 35.0 .. 370 365 369 98 90 89 49.1 ..
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 97.3 h 78.6 89.0 83.0 40.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 61.6 2.5
78 Ukraine 99.7 h 93.5 f 99.0 96.0 79.5 99.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 50.1 2.3
80 Mauritius 88.5 h 49.0 f 99.0 89.0 24.9 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 83.5 2.2
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 97.9 h .. 88.0 90.0 35.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 67.9 26.8
82 Azerbaijan 99.8 92.7 94.0 85.0 19.3 100.0 362 431 373 76 64 74 53.0 3.6
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines .. .. 105.0 107.0 .. 84.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
84 oman 86.6 53.9 105.0 100.0 24.5 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 70.0 e 2.7
85 Brazil 90.3 49.5 127.0 101.0 36.1 .. 412 386 405 94 81 84 53.7 24.3
85 Jamaica 86.6 i 72.6 f 89.0 93.0 29.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 73.7 4.8
87 Armenia 99.6 h 94.4 f 103.0 92.0 51.5 77.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. 45.7 2.3
88 Saint Lucia .. .. 94.0 96.0 11.3 86.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 7.9
89 Ecuador 91.9 36.6 114.0 80.0 39.8 82.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. 74.5 19.4
90 turkey 90.8 34.5 102.0 78.0 45.8 .. 464 445 454 82 93 81 54.3 8.2
91 Colombia 93.4 43.1 115.0 96.0 39.1 100.0 413 381 402 87 75 81 71.7 15.5
92 Sri Lanka 91.2 73.9 99.0 87.0 15.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 77.9 1.4
93 Algeria 72.6 24.1 110.0 95.0 30.8 99.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. 67.1 e 5.0
94 tunisia 77.6 37.0 109.0 90.0 34.4 .. 404 371 401 85 78 81 54.8 e 5.3

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 tonga 99.0 74.0 f 110.0 101.0 6.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.6
96 Belize .. 34.0 f 121.0 75.0 21.5 45.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.7
96 Dominican Republic 89.5 42.5 108.0 76.0 34.0 84.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 68.9 ..
96 Fiji .. 57.8 105.0 86.0 16.1 97.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.1
96 Samoa 98.8 h 62.1 108.0 85.0 7.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

100 Jordan 92.6 73.3 97.0 91.0 41.8 .. 405 387 415 91 83 89 63.3 e 6.6
101 China 94.3 h 62.7 f 111.0 81.0 25.9 .. 556 k 600 k 575 k 80 k 103 k 82 k 62.6 ..
102 turkmenistan 99.6 h .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 74.3 ..
103 thailand 93.5 32.2 91.0 79.0 47.7 .. 421 419 425 72 79 80 88.7 ..
104 Maldives 98.4 25.4 109.0 71.0 .. 77.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
105 Suriname 94.7 43.7 113.0 75.0 12.1 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.7
106 Gabon 88.4 i 44.4 f 182.0 53.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 46.5 ..
107 El Salvador 84.5 37.5 114.0 65.0 23.4 92.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. 72.7 13.5
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 91.2 44.5 105.0 80.0 38.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 68.2 16.3
108 Mongolia 97.4 h 82.4 f 100.0 93.0 53.3 97.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. 57.9 5.9
110 Palestine, State of 94.9 52.1 91.0 86.0 50.2 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 63.5 e 1.5
111 Paraguay 93.9 36.9 100.0 67.0 36.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 66.9 21.9
112 Egypt 72.0 51.2 f 106.0 85.0 30.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 42.6 e ..
113 Moldova, Republic of 98.5 h 93.3 94.0 88.0 38.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 53.7 4.8
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114 Philippines 95.4 64.8 f 106.0 85.0 28.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 79.2 24.2
114 Uzbekistan 99.4 h .. 95.0 106.0 8.9 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 85.0 1.9
116 Syrian Arab Republic 83.4 h 32.8 118.0 72.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 59.1 e 5.4
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. 110.0 83.0 14.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
118 Guyana .. 55.6 f 85.0 91.0 11.9 66.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 16.5
119 Botswana 84.5 75.5 f 108.0 80.0 7.4 97.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 66.4 13.2
120 Honduras 84.8 19.8 116.0 73.0 18.8 36.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 63.6 23.8
121 Indonesia 92.6 41.4 118.0 77.0 23.1 .. 402 371 383 66 70 69 80.1 20.0
121 Kiribati .. .. 113.0 86.0 .. 85.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 21.1
121 South Africa 88.7 70.4 102.0 94.0 .. 87.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 69.3 23.0
124 vanuatu 82.6 .. 117.0 55.0 4.7 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 28.5
125 Kyrgyzstan 99.2 81.1 f 100.0 84.0 48.8 68.4 314 331 330 99 81 91 47.7 2.4
125 tajikistan 99.7 h 89.7 f 102.0 87.0 19.7 92.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 76.4 1.1
127 viet Nam 93.2 26.3 f 106.0 77.0 22.3 98.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. 80.4 7.9
128 Namibia 88.8 h 33.5 f 107.0 64.0 9.0 95.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 17.4
129 Nicaragua 78.0 37.6 f 118.0 69.0 18.0 74.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 81.0 51.6
130 Morocco 56.1 28.0 f 114.0 56.0 13.2 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 41.6 e 9.5
131 Iraq 78.2 h 32.4 f 105.0 53.0 16.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 38.0 33.3
132 Cape verde 84.3 h .. 110.0 88.0 17.8 90.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 14.3
133 Guatemala 75.2 h 14.8 116.0 59.0 17.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 71.8 35.2
134 timor-Leste 58.3 .. 117.0 56.0 16.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 33.4
135 Ghana 67.3 h 53.8 f 107.0 58.0 8.8 50.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. 57.2 27.8
136 Equatorial Guinea 93.9 h .. 87.0 27.0 3.3 45.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 38.1
136 India 62.8 38.7 f 118.0 60.0 16.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 74.8 34.2
138 Cambodia 77.6 15.7 f 127.0 46.0 7.8 99.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. 94.1 45.5
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 72.7 29.7 f 121.0 45.0 13.4 96.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 78.9 33.0
140 Bhutan 52.8 34.4 111.0 70.0 8.8 91.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.0
141 Swaziland 87.4 h 48.1 f 116.0 58.0 4.4 73.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. 77.8 16.1
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo .. 46.2 f 115.0 45.0 5.5 86.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. 46.6 29.7
143 Solomon Islands .. .. 109.0 36.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
144 Sao tome and Principe 89.2 h .. 134.0 59.0 4.5 40.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 32.0
145 Kenya 87.4 h 41.9 113.0 60.0 4.0 96.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. 59.6 27.2
146 Bangladesh 56.8 h 35.1 f .. .. 10.6 58.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 81.6 33.8
146 Pakistan 54.9 31.2 95.0 34.0 5.4 84.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. 60.5 38.5
148 Angola 70.1 h .. 124.0 31.0 3.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 42.0 68.1
149 Myanmar 92.3 h 17.8 f 126.0 54.0 11.0 99.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 25.2
150 Cameroon 70.7 27.9 f 120.0 42.0 11.5 57.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. 62.1 33.8
151 Madagascar 64.5 .. 149.0 31.0 3.7 90.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 45.8 65.4
152 tanzania, United Republic of 73.2 h 7.4 f 102.0 .. 2.1 94.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. 44.8 18.6
153 Nigeria 61.3 h .. 83.0 44.0 10.3 66.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. 47.4 20.1
154 Senegal 49.7 7.5 f 87.0 37.0 7.9 47.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 38.0 40.4
155 Mauritania 58.0 h 14.2 f 102.0 24.0 4.4 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 39.2 e 29.3
156 Papua New Guinea 60.6 h 10.5 f 60.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
157 Nepal 60.3 h 28.3 f 115.0 44.0 5.6 80.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. 73.0 38.3
158 Lesotho 89.6 h 20.9 103.0 46.0 3.5 63.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 43.2 30.7
159 togo 57.1 29.8 f 140.0 46.0 5.9 76.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. 45.4 40.6
160 Yemen 63.9 16.0 f 87.0 44.0 10.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 37.2 e 40.5
161 Haiti 48.7 29.1 f .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 39.9 ..
161 Uganda 73.2 23.4 121.0 28.0 4.2 89.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 48.8 68.2
163 Zambia 71.2 35.0 f 115.0 .. 2.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 68.0 46.9
164 Djibouti .. .. 59.0 36.0 4.9 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 66.6 35.7
165 Gambia 50.0 h 24.0 f 83.0 54.0 4.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 38.9
166 Benin 42.4 h 18.4 f 126.0 37.0 6.0 42.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. 60.7 35.7
167 Rwanda 71.1 h 7.7 f 143.0 32.0 5.5 91.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. 83.9 63.0
168 Côte d’Ivoire 56.2 h 22.1 f 88.0 27.0 8.9 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 39.2
169 Comoros 74.9 h .. 104.0 46.0 7.9 57.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 46.0 e 25.9
170 Malawi 74.8 h 15.3 f 135.0 32.0 0.7 95.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 65.2 47.2
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171 Sudan 71.1 h 15.5 f 73.0 39.0 6.1 59.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. 43.0 9.1
172 Zimbabwe 92.2 h 55.4 f .. .. 6.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 66.4 ..
173 Ethiopia 39.0 .. 102.0 36.0 5.5 39.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 52.5
174 Liberia 60.8 i 27.3 f 96.0 .. 19.1 40.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. 49.6 54.4
175 Afghanistan .. 20.3 f 97.0 46.0 3.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 58.5 ..
176 Guinea-Bissau 54.2 h .. 123.0 36.0 2.7 38.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
177 Sierra Leone 42.1 14.8 125.0 .. 2.1 48.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 35.3 ..
178 Burundi 67.2 h 7.1 f 156.0 25.0 3.2 91.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. 70.9 43.8
178 Guinea 41.0 h .. 94.0 38.0 9.5 65.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. 39.0 34.3
180 Central African Republic 56.0 h 17.9 f 93.0 13.0 2.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 40.7 53.1
181 Eritrea 67.8 h .. 45.0 32.0 2.0 93.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 31.0
182 Mali 31.1 10.3 82.0 39.0 5.8 50.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 34.6 24.5
183 Burkina Faso 28.7 2.0 79.0 23.0 3.3 85.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. 53.0 36.4
184 Chad 34.5 h .. 90.0 26.0 2.2 45.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. 60.1 76.7
185 Mozambique 56.1 h 3.6 f 115.0 25.0 1.5 75.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 63.2 64.6
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 66.8 h 23.2 f 94.0 38.0 6.2 91.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. 39.3 45.2
186 Niger 28.7 5.1 f 71.0 13.0 1.5 96.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 55.3 30.7

NOTES
a Average score in reading for organisation for 

Economic Co-operation and Development (oECD) 
countries is 493.

b Average score in mathematics for oECD countries 
is 495.

c Average score in science for oECD countries is 501.
d Data refer to the most recent year available 

during the period specified.
e Average of two or more surveys during the period.
f Barro and Lee (2011) estimates for 2010.
g Refers to 2011.
h United Nations Educational, Scientific and 

Cultural organization Institute for Statistics (UIS) 
estimate derived from its Global Age-specific 
Literacy Projections Model, which is based on 
national data since 2000.

i UIS estimate derived from its Global Age-specific 
Literacy Projections Model, which is based on 
national data from before 2000.

j Refers to Dubai only.
k Refers to Shanghai only.

DEFINITIONS

Adult literacy rate: Percentage of the population 
ages 15 and older who can, with understanding, both 
read and write a short simple statement on their 
everyday life.

Population with at least secondary education: 
Percentage of the population ages 25 and older that 
reached at least secondary education.

Gross enrolment ratio: total enrolment in a given 
level of education (primary, secondary or tertiary), 

regardless of age, expressed as a percentage of the 
official school-age population for the same level of 
education.

School teachers trained to teach: Percentage 
of primary school teachers that have received the 
minimum organized teacher training (pre-service or 
in-service) required for teaching at the primary level.

Performance in reading, mathematics and 
science: Score obtained in testing of skills and 
knowledge of 15-year-old students in these subjects 
essential for participation in society.

Deviation from mean: Spread of scores in reading, 
mathematics and science relative to the average 
scores.

Satisfaction with education quality: Percentage 
of respondents who answered “satisfied” to the 

Gallup World Poll question, “Are you satisfied or 
dissatisfied with the education system?”

Primary school dropout rate: Percentage of 
students from a given cohort that have enrolled in 
primary school but that drop out before reaching 
the last grade of primary education. It is calculated 
as 100 minus the survival rate to the last grade of 
primary education and assumes that observed flow 
rates remain unchanged throughout the cohort life 
and that dropouts do not re-enter school.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1, 2–6 and 14: UNESCo Institute for 
Statistics (2012).

Columns 7–12: oECD (2010).

Column 13: Gallup (2012).

 

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. 539 .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Marshall Islands .. .. 102.0 99.0 16.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 16.5
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Nauru .. .. 93.0 63.0 .. 74.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. 94.0 97.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia .. .. 32.0 8.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development .. 85.9 104.2 100.4 75.8 .. — — — — — — 61.3 3.8
High human development 92.7 64.2 110.5 91.0 48.7 .. — — — — — — 58.0 7.3
Medium human development 82.3 50.5 113.4 70.7 22.1 .. — — — — — — 69.2 18.8
Low human development 60.8 25.2 98.2 37.4 6.8 73.8 — — — — — — 56.5 41.7

Regions
Arab States 74.5 38.4 97.7 71.1 24.1 .. — — — — — — 50.0 9.9
East Asia and the Pacific 93.8 .. 111.0 78.8 26.1 .. — — — — — — .. ..
Europe and Central Asia 98.1 83.5 99.9 91.2 57.5 .. — — — — — — 51.8 4.2
Latin America and the Caribbean 91.3 50.4 115.9 90.9 42.5 92.3 — — — — — — .. 14.3
South Asia 62.8 39.2 113.6 57.6 15.7 77.2 — — — — — — 73.3 21.4
Sub-Saharan Africa 63.0 29.7 100.3 40.3 6.2 73.9 — — — — — — 52.0 37.8

Least developed countries 60.7 .. 101.8 36.0 6.6 71.9 — — — — — — 58.2 40.9
Small island developing states .. .. 97.0 77.0 45.2 89.4 — — — — — — .. ..
world 81.3 57.7 107.9 71.2 28.7 .. — — — — — — 64.2 18.0
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EMPLOYMENT, VULNERABILITY AND EQUITY
PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL 

wELL-BEING PERCEPTIONS OF SOCIETY HUMAN SAFETY

Employment 
to population 

ratio
Youth 

unemployment
Child 

labour

Overall loss 
in Human 

Development 
Index due to 

inequality
Overall life 
satisfaction

Satisfaction 
with 

freedom 
of choice

Satisfaction 
with job

Trust in 
people

Satisfaction 
with 

communitya

Trust in 
national 

government
Perception 

of safety
Homicide 

rate

Suicide rate 
(per 100,000 

people)

(% ages 25 
and older)

(% ages  
15–24)

(% ages 
5–14) (%)

(0, least 
satisfied, 
10, most 
satisfied) (% satisfied) (% answering “yes”)

(% 
answering 

“yes”)

(per 
100,000 
people) Female Male

HDI rank 2011 2005–2011b
2001–
2010b 2012 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2011 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b

2004–
2011b

2001–
2010b

2001–
2010b

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 65.9 9.3 .. 6.4 7.6 93.0 .. .. 92.8 54.0 81.0 0.6 6.5 17.3
2 Australia 62.4 11.9 .. 7.9 7.4 94.0 87.4 .. 91.9 53.0 64.0 1.0 3.6 12.8
3 United States 61.2 18.7 .. 12.4 7.1 85.0 87.4 37.0 83.8 38.0 75.0 4.2 4.5 17.7
4 Netherlands 61.5 7.8 .. 6.9 7.6 91.0 94.5 46.0 94.5 60.0 79.0 1.1 5.5 13.1
5 Germany 57.2 9.1 .. 6.9 6.7 89.0 89.0 31.0 93.9 43.0 78.0 0.8 6.0 17.9
6 New Zealand 66.2 18.2 .. .. 7.2 93.0 89.0 .. 88.1 64.0 67.0 0.9 5.5 18.1
7 Ireland 55.8 35.3 .. 7.2 7.0 95.0 89.1 30.0 93.6 53.0 70.0 1.2 4.7 19.0
7 Sweden 62.5 23.8 .. 6.2 7.5 93.0 91.8 55.0 92.5 64.0 78.0 1.0 6.8 18.7
9 Switzerland 65.5 7.9 .. 7.0 7.5 88.0 .. 44.0 93.5 58.0 76.0 0.7 11.4 24.8

10 Japan 59.7 8.9 .. .. 6.1 78.0 76.2 33.0 84.6 23.0 69.0 0.4 13.2 36.2
11 Canada 62.7 15.9 .. 8.7 7.4 94.0 91.5 42.0 91.7 55.0 79.0 1.6 5.4 17.3
12 Korea, Republic of 64.8 12.1 .. 16.5 6.9 66.0 71.1 26.0 78.5 28.0 54.0 2.6 22.1 39.9
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 61.2 11.0 .. .. 5.5 89.0 84.4 29.0 84.1 58.0 88.0 0.2 10.7 19.0
13 Iceland 71.9 18.4 .. 6.4 6.9 86.0 .. .. 81.8 24.0 77.0 0.3 7.0 16.5
15 Denmark 59.8 15.7 .. 6.2 7.8 93.0 94.0 60.0 93.4 47.0 79.0 0.9 6.4 17.5
16 Israel 60.9 11.8 .. 12.3 7.4 52.0 84.0 26.0 82.3 45.0 59.0 2.1 1.5 7.0
17 Belgium 54.0 18.7 .. 8.0 6.9 86.0 90.3 30.0 91.2 29.0 64.0 1.7 10.3 28.8
18 Austria 58.6 8.8 .. 6.6 7.5 92.0 94.1 29.0 94.4 41.0 82.0 0.6 7.1 23.8
18 Singapore 69.2 6.7 .. .. 6.5 82.0 86.5 33.0 92.9 83.0 89.0 0.3 7.7 12.9
20 France 54.4 23.2 .. 9.0 7.0 90.0 87.4 20.0 89.4 38.0 63.0 1.1 8.5 24.7
21 Finland 57.8 19.3 .. 6.0 7.4 93.0 87.7 58.0 91.2 57.0 78.0 2.2 10.0 29.0
21 Slovenia 57.2 16.8 .. 5.8 6.0 90.0 85.0 15.0 90.6 18.0 84.0 0.7 9.4 34.6
23 Spain 49.5 48.2 .. 10.1 6.5 80.0 85.7 22.0 87.8 31.0 68.0 0.8 3.4 11.9
24 Liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2.8 .. ..
25 Italy 47.5 32.0 .. 11.9 6.1 55.0 81.0 20.0 75.7 26.0 52.0 0.9 2.8 10.0
26 Luxembourg 59.9 20.8 .. 7.2 7.1 95.0 93.5 26.0 94.7 77.0 77.0 2.5 3.2 16.1
26 United Kingdom 58.8 22.0 .. 8.3 6.9 90.0 88.3 35.0 86.6 49.0 70.0 1.2 3.0 10.9
28 Czech Republic 59.7 18.1 .. 5.4 6.3 73.0 79.9 24.0 88.1 21.0 59.0 1.7 4.4 23.9
29 Greece 49.1 51.5 .. 11.5 5.4 52.0 70.3 16.0 74.2 18.0 53.0 1.5 1.0 6.0
30 Brunei Darussalam 69.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.5 .. ..
31 Cyprus 66.2 23.1 .. 11.5 6.7 73.0 87.1 11.0 88.7 40.0 70.0 1.7 1.7 7.4
32 Malta 48.3 14.0 .. 8.2 6.2 86.0 86.0 16.0 84.1 49.0 64.0 1.0 1.0 5.9
33 Andorra .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.3 .. ..
33 Estonia 58.4 23.8 .. 9.0 5.5 69.0 81.1 33.0 86.3 42.0 56.0 5.2 7.3 30.6
35 Slovakia 57.5 33.6 .. 6.3 5.9 68.0 78.6 21.0 86.6 28.0 59.0 1.5 3.4 22.3
36 Qatar 89.9 8.9 .. .. 6.6 90.0 86.0 23.0 90.4 89.0 87.0 0.9 .. ..
37 Hungary 49.6 27.2 .. 7.4 4.9 61.0 80.5 13.0 74.2 36.0 57.0 1.3 10.6 40.0
38 Barbados 66.9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 11.3 0.0 7.3
39 Poland 55.1 28.9 .. 9.9 5.6 80.0 77.0 25.0 88.2 27.0 59.0 1.1 4.1 26.4
40 Chile 62.9 21.1 3.0 19.0 6.6 77.0 78.2 15.0 78.4 48.0 46.0 3.2 4.2 18.2
41 Lithuania 55.6 34.6 .. 11.0 5.4 52.0 78.2 25.0 84.2 18.0 39.0 6.6 10.4 61.3
41 United Arab Emirates 83.4 21.8 .. .. 7.2 87.0 88.7 18.0 93.8 .. 90.0 0.8 .. ..
43 Portugal 58.0 31.7 3.0 10.8 5.2 79.0 88.7 27.0 90.1 21.0 63.0 1.2 4.0 15.6
44 Latvia 55.1 29.6 .. 10.9 5.0 54.0 80.6 13.0 84.8 11.0 48.0 3.1 8.2 40.0
45 Argentina 62.6 22.2 7.0 19.5 6.4 79.0 80.7 23.0 89.0 61.0 50.0 3.4 3.0 12.6
46 Seychelles .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 8.3 0.0 8.9
47 Croatia 49.1 36.8 .. 15.1 5.6 46.0 .. 16.0 66.0 .. 64.0 1.4 7.5 28.9

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain 72.2 .. 5.0 .. 4.5 73.0 79.3 11.0 88.2 .. 60.0 0.6 3.5 4.0
49 Bahamas 71.9 21.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 27.4 0.6 1.9
50 Belarus 54.4 .. 5.0 8.3 5.2 57.0 65.7 34.0 76.6 59.0 60.0 4.9 8.8 48.7
51 Uruguay 65.9 21.7 8.0 16.4 6.1 78.0 78.0 27.0 83.8 73.0 48.0 5.9 6.3 26.0
52 Montenegro .. 40.0 10.0 7.4 5.5 50.0 .. 21.0 68.3 .. 78.0 3.5 .. ..
52 Palau .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.0 .. ..
54 Kuwait 75.5 11.8 .. .. 6.6 75.0 84.9 11.0 81.5 .. .. 2.2 1.7 1.9
55 Russian Federation 62.8 15.7 .. .. 5.4 54.0 67.9 24.0 69.4 48.0 40.0 10.2 9.5 53.9
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EMPLOYMENT, VULNERABILITY AND EQUITY
PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL 

wELL-BEING PERCEPTIONS OF SOCIETY HUMAN SAFETY

Employment 
to population 

ratio
Youth 

unemployment
Child 

labour

Overall loss 
in Human 

Development 
Index due to 

inequality
Overall life 
satisfaction

Satisfaction 
with 

freedom 
of choice

Satisfaction 
with job

Trust in 
people

Satisfaction 
with 

communitya

Trust in 
national 

government
Perception 

of safety
Homicide 

rate

Suicide rate 
(per 100,000 

people)

(% ages 25 
and older)

(% ages  
15–24)

(% ages 
5–14) (%)

(0, least 
satisfied, 
10, most 
satisfied) (% satisfied) (% answering “yes”)

(% 
answering 

“yes”)

(per 
100,000 
people) Female Male

HDI rank 2011 2005–2011b
2001–
2010b 2012 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2011 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b

2004–
2011b

2001–
2010b

2001–
2010b

56 Romania 57.3 23.8 1.0 12.6 5.0 60.0 69.5 15.0 78.1 12.0 55.0 2.0 3.5 21.0
57 Bulgaria 52.0 27.6 .. 9.9 3.9 60.0 73.3 20.0 74.0 27.0 52.0 2.0 6.2 18.8
57 Saudi Arabia 59.7 45.8 .. .. 6.7 57.0 81.8 36.0 85.9 .. 77.0 1.0 .. ..
59 Cuba 58.7 3.5 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 5.0 5.5 19.0
59 Panama 68.3 14.6 7.0 24.6 7.3 80.0 88.5 21.0 86.6 46.0 47.0 21.6 1.9 9.0
61 Mexico 63.9 10.4 5.0 23.4 6.8 80.0 74.4 29.0 73.7 38.0 42.0 22.7 1.5 7.0
62 Costa Rica 65.6 21.6 5.0 21.5 7.3 92.0 87.4 14.0 82.5 32.0 41.0 11.3 1.9 10.2
63 Grenada .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 11.5 0.0 0.0
64 Libya 53.6 .. .. .. 4.9 41.0 64.3 .. 68.7 .. 91.0 2.9 .. ..
64 Malaysia 66.6 11.3 .. .. 5.8 79.0 85.6 14.0 87.3 79.0 46.0 2.3 .. ..
64 Serbia .. 46.1 4.0 9.5 4.5 41.0 .. 17.0 60.0 .. 68.0 1.2 10.0 28.1
67 Antigua and Barbuda .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 6.8 .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 66.6 12.9 1.0 15.3 6.7 81.0 89.9 .. 87.3 29.0 42.0 35.2 3.8 17.9
69 Kazakhstan 75.0 5.0 2.0 13.6 5.5 76.0 77.9 33.0 79.7 72.0 56.0 8.8 9.4 43.0
70 Albania 56.5 28.3 12.0 13.9 5.3 46.0 .. 7.0 67.7 .. 67.0 4.0 3.3 4.7
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 68.1 22.0 8.0 26.6 7.5 75.0 85.1 13.0 79.0 59.0 31.0 45.1 1.2 5.3
72 Dominica .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 22.1 .. ..
72 Georgia 62.8 35.6 18.0 15.3 4.2 58.0 55.0 16.0 78.3 66.0 91.0 4.3 1.7 7.1
72 Lebanon 47.6 22.3 7.0 22.8 5.2 65.0 70.8 7.0 74.1 37.0 69.0 2.2 .. ..
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 38.2 .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 46.1 33.9 .. .. 4.8 57.0 65.0 .. 76.3 56.0 55.0 3.0 .. ..
77 Peru 77.4 16.2 34.0 24.3 5.6 72.0 74.1 12.0 75.3 19.0 46.0 10.3 1.0 1.9
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 43.4 55.7 6.0 14.7 4.2 56.0 .. 11.0 66.7 .. 63.0 1.9 4.0 9.5
78 Ukraine 58.3 18.7 7.0 9.2 5.1 53.0 61.4 29.0 71.4 24.0 48.0 5.2 7.0 37.8
80 Mauritius 60.8 28.0 .. 13.3 5.5 83.0 84.6 .. 90.5 67.0 55.0 2.5 1.9 11.8
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 37.2 60.0 5.0 11.5 4.7 33.0 .. 18.0 61.7 .. 67.0 1.5 .. ..
82 Azerbaijan 70.8 15.2 7.0 11.4 4.7 49.0 57.8 27.0 73.4 74.0 74.0 2.2 0.3 1.0
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 22.9 1.9 5.4
84 oman 65.7 .. .. .. 6.9 91.0 85.3 .. 89.9 .. .. 0.7 .. ..
85 Brazil 68.2 23.1 3.0 27.2 6.8 80.0 81.3 15.0 78.5 51.0 40.0 21.0 2.0 7.7
85 Jamaica 65.9 37.9 6.0 19.1 .. .. 68.3 .. 72.2 .. .. 52.2 .. ..
87 Armenia 47.3 54.7 4.0 10.9 4.4 41.0 45.4 15.0 52.7 34.0 75.0 1.4 1.1 2.8
88 Saint Lucia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 25.2 0.0 4.9
89 Ecuador 71.5 18.1 8.0 25.8 5.8 78.0 79.8 9.0 86.0 59.0 49.0 18.2 3.6 10.5
90 turkey 48.8 20.7 3.0 22.5 5.3 44.0 71.2 8.0 78.9 60.0 51.0 3.3 .. ..
91 Colombia 68.3 29.9 9.0 27.8 6.4 81.0 81.5 14.0 82.9 55.0 43.0 33.4 2.0 7.9
92 Sri Lanka 58.2 24.7 .. 15.1 4.2 81.0 84.7 17.0 89.7 86.0 77.0 3.6 .. ..
93 Algeria 43.9 37.5 5.0 .. 5.2 53.0 58.7 16.0 73.9 53.0 49.0 1.5 .. ..
94 tunisia 46.3 31.4 .. .. 4.7 58.0 59.4 15.0 66.0 47.0 47.0 1.1 .. ..
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95 tonga .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.0 .. ..
96 Belize 66.3 28.8 40.0 .. 6.5 62.0 .. .. 67.1 26.0 43.0 41.4 0.7 6.6
96 Dominican Republic 62.4 44.5 10.0 27.3 4.7 82.0 76.3 15.0 79.2 45.0 38.0 25.0 0.7 3.9
96 Fiji 62.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2.8 .. ..
96 Samoa .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.1 .. ..

100 Jordan 44.9 46.8 .. 19.0 5.7 72.0 74.9 9.0 75.6 77.0 81.0 1.8 0.0 0.2
101 China 74.6 .. .. 22.4 5.0 77.0 69.9 57.0 77.1 .. 80.0 1.1 .. ..
102 turkmenistan 62.6 .. .. .. 5.8 .. 93.6 27.0 97.5 .. 83.0 4.2 .. ..
103 thailand 76.9 3.0 8.0 21.3 6.7 92.0 96.3 27.0 95.2 54.0 74.0 4.8 3.8 12.0
104 Maldives 64.7 30.5 .. 25.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.6 0.0 0.7
105 Suriname 56.4 .. 6.0 23.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 4.6 4.8 23.9
106 Gabon 68.2 .. .. 19.5 .. 77.0 53.7 .. 54.8 53.0 39.0 13.8 .. ..
107 El Salvador 64.5 13.0 5.0 26.6 6.7 74.0 77.3 18.0 81.9 49.0 42.0 69.2 3.6 12.9
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 77.4 .. 26.0 34.2 5.8 67.0 83.9 10.0 84.8 38.0 44.0 8.9 .. ..
108 Mongolia 67.9 .. 18.0 15.9 5.0 64.0 82.1 14.0 80.6 29.0 47.0 8.7 .. ..
110 Palestine, State of 41.2 49.6 .. .. 4.8 51.0 70.8 9.0 71.5 49.0 59.0 4.1 .. ..
111 Paraguay 73.4 17.8 15.0 .. 5.8 71.0 85.6 12.0 85.5 48.0 38.0 11.5 2.0 5.1
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table 9 Social integration

EMPLOYMENT, VULNERABILITY AND EQUITY
PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL 

wELL-BEING PERCEPTIONS OF SOCIETY HUMAN SAFETY

Employment 
to population 

ratio
Youth 

unemployment
Child 

labour

Overall loss 
in Human 

Development 
Index due to 

inequality
Overall life 
satisfaction

Satisfaction 
with 

freedom 
of choice

Satisfaction 
with job

Trust in 
people

Satisfaction 
with 

communitya

Trust in 
national 

government
Perception 

of safety
Homicide 

rate

Suicide rate 
(per 100,000 

people)

(% ages 25 
and older)

(% ages  
15–24)

(% ages 
5–14) (%)

(0, least 
satisfied, 
10, most 
satisfied) (% satisfied) (% answering “yes”)

(% 
answering 

“yes”)

(per 
100,000 
people) Female Male

HDI rank 2011 2005–2011b
2001–
2010b 2012 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2011 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b

2004–
2011b

2001–
2010b

2001–
2010b

112 Egypt 51.3 54.1 7.0 24.1 4.1 57.0 64.7 22.0 61.0 63.0 58.0 1.2 0.0 0.1
113 Moldova, Republic of 43.9 15.8 16.0 11.6 5.8 58.0 66.1 12.0 70.6 24.0 50.0 7.5 5.6 30.1
114 Philippines 68.8 19.3 .. 19.9 5.0 88.0 81.1 14.0 85.6 72.0 62.0 5.4 .. ..
114 Uzbekistan 62.8 .. .. 15.8 5.1 90.0 87.3 26.0 93.8 .. 80.0 3.1 2.3 7.0
116 Syrian Arab Republic 45.8 40.2 4.0 20.4 4.1 47.0 55.5 9.0 44.8 .. 65.0 2.3 .. ..
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.9 .. ..
118 Guyana 61.0 50.0 16.0 19.1 6.0 66.0 .. .. 74.8 46.0 47.0 18.6 13.4 39.0
119 Botswana 73.8 .. 9.0 .. 3.6 82.0 45.9 9.0 56.5 74.0 31.0 14.5 .. ..
120 Honduras 67.3 11.2 16.0 27.5 5.9 77.0 79.4 13.0 82.8 29.0 45.0 91.6 .. ..
121 Indonesia 70.1 23.0 7.0 18.3 5.2 86.0 74.1 21.0 92.3 74.0 88.0 8.1 .. ..
121 Kiribati .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 7.3 .. ..
121 South Africa 49.6 55.0 .. .. 4.7 84.0 56.5 17.0 62.0 63.0 38.0 31.8 0.4 1.4
124 vanuatu .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.9 .. ..
125 Kyrgyzstan 70.4 16.2 4.0 17.1 4.9 71.0 75.2 34.0 84.8 44.0 62.0 20.1 3.6 14.1
125 tajikistan 70.3 .. 10.0 18.4 4.3 70.0 82.7 31.0 89.9 89.0 85.0 2.1 2.3 2.9
127 viet Nam 81.3 .. 16.0 14.0 5.8 61.0 71.8 26.0 70.1 77.0 67.0 1.6 .. ..
128 Namibia 57.4 63.8 .. 43.5 4.9 76.0 .. .. 76.5 82.0 33.0 17.2 .. ..
129 Nicaragua 66.3 9.7 15.0 27.5 5.7 75.0 79.8 11.0 86.0 54.0 51.0 13.6 2.6 9.0
130 Morocco 50.9 18.1 8.0 29.7 5.1 54.0 65.4 58.0 69.4 60.0 67.0 1.4 .. ..
131 Iraq 41.9 .. 11.0 .. 5.0 30.0 64.2 15.0 66.7 37.0 41.0 2.0 .. ..
132 Cape verde 66.7 .. 3.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 11.6 .. ..
133 Guatemala 69.7 7.1 21.0 33.1 6.3 74.0 79.8 15.0 85.7 36.0 41.0 38.5 1.7 5.6
134 timor-Leste 62.8 .. 4.0 33.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 6.9 .. ..
135 Ghana 81.3 .. 34.0 32.2 5.6 85.0 63.8 19.0 68.9 68.0 78.0 15.7 .. ..
136 Equatorial Guinea 86.5 .. 28.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 20.7 .. ..
136 India 61.0 11.5 12.0 29.3 4.6 80.0 71.2 20.0 82.6 58.0 70.0 3.4 7.8 13.0
138 Cambodia 86.7 3.5 39.0 25.9 4.2 92.0 77.6 9.0 90.2 90.0 68.0 3.4 .. ..
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 85.1 .. 11.0 24.7 5.0 87.0 87.9 .. 94.3 98.0 84.0 4.6 .. ..
140 Bhutan 80.3 10.9 18.0 20.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.0 .. ..
141 Swaziland 55.9 .. 9.0 35.4 .. .. 55.1 .. 62.3 .. .. 12.9 .. ..
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo 78.8 .. 25.0 31.1 4.5 76.0 56.4 .. 67.1 48.0 58.0 30.8 .. ..
143 Solomon Islands 73.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 3.7 .. ..
144 Sao tome and Principe .. .. 8.0 31.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.9 .. ..
145 Kenya 75.9 .. 26.0 33.6 4.4 71.0 50.0 10.0 69.3 46.0 50.0 20.1 .. ..
146 Bangladesh 74.0 13.6 13.0 27.4 5.0 78.0 76.4 15.0 91.3 79.0 80.0 2.7 .. ..
146 Pakistan 55.4 10.5 .. 30.9 5.3 34.0 73.2 20.0 83.6 28.0 46.0 7.8 .. ..
148 Angola 75.8 .. 24.0 43.9 4.2 69.0 65.2 .. 49.8 61.0 53.0 19.0 .. ..
149 Myanmar 83.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 80.4 .. .. 10.2 .. ..
150 Cameroon 80.3 .. 31.0 33.4 4.4 82.0 62.2 13.0 69.4 65.0 56.0 19.7 .. ..
151 Madagascar 90.5 2.8 28.0 30.7 4.4 54.0 38.0 .. 72.0 65.0 53.0 8.1 .. ..
152 tanzania, United Republic of 84.2 10.1 21.0 27.3 4.1 74.0 63.0 26.0 67.4 56.0 61.0 24.5 .. ..
153 Nigeria 61.7 .. 29.0 41.4 4.8 77.0 58.6 13.0 67.4 55.0 69.0 12.2 .. ..
154 Senegal 76.3 20.1 22.0 33.0 3.8 64.0 42.2 28.0 52.1 30.0 55.0 8.7 .. ..
155 Mauritania 44.7 .. 16.0 34.4 5.0 56.0 55.3 30.0 62.2 43.0 62.0 14.7 .. ..
156 Papua New Guinea 78.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 13.0 .. ..
157 Nepal 86.4 .. 34.0 34.2 3.8 43.0 87.3 17.0 86.7 33.0 61.0 2.8 .. ..
158 Lesotho 59.7 41.9 23.0 35.9 .. .. 46.9 .. 52.4 .. .. 35.2 .. ..
159 togo 84.1 .. 47.0 33.5 2.8 56.0 42.4 .. 57.7 51.0 52.0 10.9 .. ..
160 Yemen 50.9 .. 23.0 32.3 3.7 59.0 54.3 27.0 51.9 39.0 67.0 4.2 .. ..
161 Haiti 74.6 .. 21.0 40.2 3.8 37.0 43.4 30.0 57.9 46.0 42.0 6.9 0.0 0.0
161 Uganda 86.9 5.4 25.0 33.6 4.2 73.0 50.1 17.0 69.7 52.0 42.0 36.3 .. ..
163 Zambia 76.6 23.4 41.0 36.7 5.0 65.0 47.3 31.0 62.6 40.0 54.0 38.0 .. ..
164 Djibouti .. .. 8.0 36.0 4.4 74.0 70.0 55.0 75.3 68.0 72.0 3.4 .. ..
165 Gambia 81.1 .. 25.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 10.8 .. ..
166 Benin 80.6 .. 46.0 35.8 3.7 76.0 46.7 .. 66.8 78.0 58.0 15.1 .. ..
167 Rwanda 92.3 .. 35.0 33.9 4.0 82.0 58.6 30.0 74.3 95.0 92.0 17.1 .. ..
168 Côte d’Ivoire 72.8 .. 35.0 38.6 4.2 76.0 .. 13.0 40.6 42.0 47.0 56.9 .. ..
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PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL 

wELL-BEING PERCEPTIONS OF SOCIETY HUMAN SAFETY

Employment 
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Youth 

unemployment
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labour

Overall loss 
in Human 

Development 
Index due to 

inequality
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Satisfaction 
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of choice

Satisfaction 
with job
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people
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national 
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of safety
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Suicide rate 
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15–24)

(% ages 
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satisfied) (% satisfied) (% answering “yes”)
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(per 
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people) Female Male

HDI rank 2011 2005–2011b
2001–
2010b 2012 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2011 2007–2011b 2007–2011b 2007–2011b

2004–
2011b

2001–
2010b

2001–
2010b

169 Comoros 62.7 .. 27.0 .. 3.9 50.0 49.8 35.0 77.2 44.0 78.0 12.2 .. ..
170 Malawi 92.0 .. 26.0 31.4 5.1 88.0 50.9 33.0 80.8 83.0 55.0 36.0 .. ..
171 Sudan 89.0 .. .. .. 4.4 56.0 48.8 31.0 72.7 54.0 75.0 24.2 .. ..
172 Zimbabwe 89.0 .. .. 28.5 4.8 63.0 58.6 15.0 68.4 43.0 39.0 14.3 .. ..
173 Ethiopia 84.0 29.4 53.0 31.9 4.4 39.0 .. .. 52.1 32.0 49.0 25.5 .. ..
174 Liberia 72.1 6.6 21.0 35.3 4.2 82.0 63.0 12.0 63.4 54.0 38.0 10.1 .. ..
175 Afghanistan 53.8 .. 13.0 .. 3.8 47.0 82.0 25.0 71.7 31.0 29.0 2.4 .. ..
176 Guinea-Bissau 78.1 .. 57.0 41.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 20.2 .. ..
177 Sierra Leone 77.4 .. 48.0 41.6 4.1 77.0 61.3 16.0 52.3 58.0 50.0 14.9 .. ..
178 Burundi 88.5 .. 19.0 .. 3.8 49.0 64.7 38.0 76.0 85.0 65.0 21.7 .. ..
178 Guinea 79.1 .. 25.0 38.8 4.0 79.0 58.9 .. 75.3 77.0 62.0 22.5 .. ..
180 Central African Republic 82.8 .. 47.0 40.5 3.6 68.0 66.5 37.0 75.8 75.0 62.0 29.3 .. ..
181 Eritrea 84.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 17.8 .. ..
182 Mali 56.0 .. 36.0 .. 3.8 75.0 54.9 45.0 63.9 71.0 80.0 8.0 .. ..
183 Burkina Faso 86.0 4.6 38.0 34.2 4.0 58.0 60.1 26.0 78.2 55.0 62.0 18.0 .. ..
184 Chad 77.0 .. 48.0 40.1 3.7 54.0 72.0 21.0 70.1 39.0 30.0 15.8 .. ..
185 Mozambique 90.1 .. 22.0 32.7 5.0 64.0 63.1 .. 83.1 63.0 42.0 8.8 .. ..
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 82.8 .. 42.0 39.9 4.0 62.0 45.6 39.0 60.2 35.0 38.0 21.7 .. ..
186 Niger 66.2 .. 43.0 34.2 4.1 82.0 69.7 40.0 85.2 78.0 81.0 3.8 .. ..

NOTES
a Based on the Gallup survey question on overall 

satisfaction with city.
b Data refer to the most recent year available during the 

period specified.

DEFINITIONS

Employment to population ratio: Percentage of the 
population ages 25 years or older that is employed.

Youth unemployment: Percentage of the labour force 
population ages 15–24 that is not in paid employment 
or self-employed but is available for work and has taken 
steps to seek paid employment or self-employment.

Child labour: Percentage of children ages 5–11 who, 
during the reference week, did at least one hour of 
economic activity or at least 28 hours of household 
chores, or children ages 12–14 who, during the reference 
week, did at least 14 hours of economic activity or at 
least 28 hours of household chores.

Overall loss in Human Development Index (HDI) 
due to inequality: Loss in potential human development 
due to inequality, calculated as the percentage difference 
between the HDI and Inequality-adjusted HDI. See 
Technical note 2 for details on how the Inequality-
adjusted HDI is calculated.

Overall life satisfaction: Average response to the 
Gallup World Poll Question: Please imagine a ladder, with 
steps numbered from zero at the bottom to ten at the top. 
Suppose we say that the top of the ladder represents the 
best possible life for you, and the bottom of the ladder 
represents the worst possible life for you. on which 
step of the ladder would you say you personally feel you 
stand at this time, assuming that the higher the step the 
better you feel about your life, and the lower the step the 
worse you feel about it? Which step comes closest to the 
way you feel?

Satisfaction with freedom of choice: Percentage of 
respondents answering “yes” to the Gallup World Poll 
question, “In this country, are you satisfied or dissatisfied 
with your freedom to choose what you do with your life?”

Satisfaction with job: Percentage of respondents 
answering “satisfied” to the Gallup World Poll question, 
“Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with your job?”

Trust in people: Percentage of respondents answering 
“yes” to the Gallup World Poll question, “Generally 
speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted 
or that you have to be careful in dealing with people?”

Satisfaction with community: Percentage of 
respondents answering “yes” to the Gallup World 
Poll question, “Right now, do you think that economic 
conditions in the city or area where you live, as a whole, 
are getting better or getting worse?”

Trust in national government: Percentage of 
respondents answering “yes” to the Gallup World Poll 
question, “In this country, do you have confidence in the 
national government?”

Perception of safety: Percentage of respondents 
answering “yes” to the Gallup World Poll question, “Do 
you feel safe walking alone at night in the city or area 
where you live?”

Homicide rate: Number of intentional homicides—that 
is, unlawful deaths purposefully inflicted on a person by 
another person—expressed per 100,000 people.

Suicide rate: Estimated total number of deaths from 
purposely self-inflicted injuries, in the total population or 
of a given sex or age, divided by the total number of the 
reference population, expressed per 100,000 people.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 2: ILo (2012).

Column 3: UNICEF (2012).

Column 4: Calculated based on HDI and Inequality-
adjusted HDI values from tables 1 and 3.

Columns 5–11: Gallup (2012).

Column 12: UNoDC (2012).

Columns 13 and 14: WHo (2012c).

 

59.4

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 78.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 15.2 .. ..
Marshall Islands .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.0 .. ..
Nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.8 .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia 59.9 .. 49.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.5 .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 58.8 19.5 .. 10.8 6.7 81.5 84.3 30.9 85.9 38.1 68.4 2.1 6.6 20.6
High human development 61.2 22.4 .. 20.6 5.9 66.3 73.4 19.3 76.4 .. 47.6 13.0 .. ..
Medium human development 68.4 .. .. 24.2 4.9 77.8 71.4 .. 79.9 .. 73.4 3.9 .. ..
Low human development 72.2 .. 29.7 33.5 4.5 61.8 63.4 .. 72.2 50.8 57.7 14.6 .. ..

Regions
Arab States 52.6 .. .. 25.4 4.8 54.6 63.9 24.9 67.6 .. 62.9 4.5 .. ..
East Asia and the Pacific 74.5 .. .. 21.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2.8 .. ..
Europe and Central Asia 58.4 20.9 .. 12.9 5.3 58.5 71.0 21.5 76.5 43.9 53.5 5.5 6.9 35.4
Latin America and the Caribbean 67.2 19.6 8.5 25.7 6.5 77.9 .. .. 79.0 47.1 42.0 22.2 2.1 8.1
South Asia 61.2 12.9 .. 29.1 4.7 72.9 72.1 19.5 83.2 56.1 66.9 3.7 .. ..
Sub-Saharan Africa 74.5 .. 33.5 35.0 4.4 69.1 56.2 .. 65.2 53.6 55.3 20.4 .. ..

Least developed countries 77.4 .. 30.2 32.5 4.3 64.2 63.2 .. 72.3 56.4 59.5 14.6 .. ..
Small island developing states 65.9 .. .. 29.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 14.6 .. ..
world 65.8 .. .. 23.3 5.3 73.9 73.1 29.8 79.0 52.0 66.0 6.9 .. ..
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International trade flows of 
goods and servicesTa

b
lE 10

TRADE OF GOODSa TRADE OF SERVICES COMPOSITION OF MERCHANDISE GOODS

Exports of 
merchandise 

goods

Imports of 
merchandise 

goods
Exports of 
services

Imports of 
services

Share of merchandise exports 
(%)

Share of merchandise imports 
(%) Parts and componentsb

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

Agricultural 
exports

Manufactured 
exports

Agricultural 
imports

Manufactured 
imports

(% of 
manufactured 

exports)

(% of 
manufactured 

imports)

HDI rank 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 130.7 33.0 77.3 19.5 39.7 10.0 42.8 10.8 7.8 18.6 9.4 75.1 37.0 21.5
2 Australia 206.7 20.1 187.9 18.3 48.5 4.7 51.5 5.0 13.1 12.8 5.9 72.4 24.2 21.6
3 United States 1,121.8 7.9 1,966.5 13.9 544.4 3.9 402.0 2.8 12.3 65.2 5.9 68.8 30.3 28.8
4 Netherlands 492.6 62.9 440.0 56.2 95.4 12.2 85.2 10.9 16.2 56.5 11.4 56.5 26.0 28.9
5 Germany 1,271.1 38.8 1,066.8 32.5 237.6 7.2 263.2 8.0 6.0 81.8 8.6 67.4 28.1 32.0
6 New Zealand 29.7 22.9 30.2 23.3 8.7 6.7 9.1 7.1 65.6 20.3 11.2 70.0 16.0 18.6
7 Ireland 118.3 55.3 60.5 28.3 97.1 45.4 108.4 50.7 9.7 84.2 13.0 66.4 13.5 22.6
7 Sweden 158.4 36.5 148.8 34.3 64.4 14.8 48.5 11.2 8.8 74.5 10.2 69.2 28.6 31.1
9 Switzerland 195.6 38.3 176.3 34.5 83.6 16.4 39.6 7.8 4.1 87.6 6.8 79.6 15.9 16.9

10 Japan 769.8 14.6 692.6 13.2 141.5 2.7 157.6 3.0 1.3 88.3 11.2 50.0 36.0 31.8
11 Canada 362.1 24.8 388.3 26.6 69.2 4.7 91.3 6.3 14.2 46.7 8.2 74.7 22.7 29.5
12 Korea, Republic of 466.4 50.6 425.2 46.1 .. .. .. .. 2.0 88.3 6.3 56.4 36.8 35.3
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 14.8 6.8 441.4 203.9 .. .. .. .. 5.7 46.3 4.7 84.7 18.1 56.9
13 Iceland 4.6 37.3 3.9 31.9 2.5 20.0 2.2 17.7 41.9 14.6 12.2 58.8 8.9 29.0
15 Denmark 96.5 31.0 84.5 27.1 59.9 19.2 50.7 16.3 21.3 60.4 16.0 72.7 22.1 22.8
16 Israel 58.4 28.4 59.2 28.7 24.7 12.0 18.1 8.8 4.0 65.4 8.5 57.4 28.7 24.1
17 Belgium 411.1 87.5 389.5 82.9 83.3 17.7 78.5 16.7 10.3 70.7 9.8 66.9 13.5 17.6
18 Austria 144.9 38.2 150.6 39.7 54.5 14.4 36.9 9.7 8.7 79.5 9.5 72.5 30.2 27.0
18 Singapore 351.9 180.9 310.8 159.8 112.3 57.7 96.5 49.6 2.2 72.1 3.5 64.7 64.5 61.4
20 France 511.7 19.8 592.1 22.9 143.7 5.6 129.8 5.0 12.9 78.2 9.9 73.1 26.5 25.8
21 Finland 70.1 29.5 68.8 28.9 24.6 10.3 21.7 9.1 8.5 76.5 9.6 60.5 23.1 26.2
21 Slovenia 24.4 50.9 26.5 55.2 5.8 12.0 4.4 9.1 6.0 84.8 11.2 69.1 25.6 26.4
23 Spain 246.3 17.3 315.5 22.2 124.1 8.7 87.1 6.1 16.2 71.9 11.8 65.3 21.3 26.7
24 Liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 446.8 21.5 487.0 23.5 98.3 4.7 110.1 5.3 8.6 81.7 11.3 63.0 24.2 23.0
26 Luxembourg 13.8 26.4 20.3 38.8 67.5 128.6 37.3 71.2 11.3 79.3 12.3 63.3 19.0 17.7
26 United Kingdom 405.9 18.4 559.3 25.3 237.9 10.8 168.8 7.6 7.0 68.2 10.9 67.1 26.0 26.1
28 Czech Republic 132.1 67.1 125.7 63.8 21.7 11.0 18.2 9.2 5.3 86.4 6.7 76.9 40.6 43.2
29 Greece 21.7 7.0 63.9 20.6 37.5 12.1 20.2 6.5 27.5 49.1 13.4 59.2 14.7 12.5
30 Brunei Darussalam .. .. .. .. 1.1 d 7.9 1.4 d 12.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
31 Cyprus 0.8 3.2 8.6 37.0 11.5 49.5 4.2 17.9 36.1 50.2 15.6 61.6 34.2 14.6
32 Malta 3.7 45.7 5.7 70.5 4.0 49.0 2.6 31.6 5.3 67.6 11.3 62.6 60.4 37.1
33 Andorra .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
33 Estonia 12.8 67.3 13.2 69.4 4.5 23.7 2.8 14.6 15.2 62.2 13.6 63.8 24.9 27.1
35 Slovakia 64.0 73.4 64.0 73.5 .. .. .. .. 5.6 86.3 7.7 75.5 26.6 43.9
36 Qatar 48.3 43.0 .. .. 2.3 2.0 6.2 5.5 0.1 6.8 .. .. 0.9 ..
37 Hungary 94.7 74.0 87.4 68.3 19.1 14.9 15.9 12.4 8.1 81.7 5.8 71.8 50.1 51.6
38 Barbados 0.2 6.1 1.2 31.1 1.5 38.1 0.8 19.6 33.5 63.9 26.7 70.0 15.7 16.7
39 Poland 157.1 34.9 174.1 38.7 32.5 7.2 29.0 6.4 12.0 79.1 9.4 74.2 30.6 29.2
40 Chile 70.9 36.5 59.4 30.5 10.8 5.6 11.8 6.1 22.2 12.0 7.7 68.7 9.7 19.3
41 Lithuania 20.8 56.9 23.4 63.9 4.1 11.3 2.8 7.7 19.7 54.0 14.2 49.9 13.4 16.4
41 United Arab Emirates .. .. .. .. 11.7 4.1 41.7 14.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
43 Portugal 48.7 21.2 75.6 32.8 23.3 10.1 14.4 6.2 13.9 73.1 15.1 66.7 24.8 22.1
44 Latvia 8.9 35.5 11.1 44.7 3.7 14.7 2.2 8.8 30.0 57.6 16.3 59.1 13.7 16.0
45 Argentina 68.2 20.2 56.8 16.8 13.2 3.9 14.1 4.2 50.8 32.2 3.7 84.4 13.1 29.1
46 Seychelles .. .. .. .. 0.4 47.7 0.3 36.8 .. .. .. .. .. ..
47 Croatia 11.8 19.0 20.1 32.3 11.0 17.7 3.5 5.6 15.0 68.0 11.5 67.2 24.6 17.2

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain 15.5 73.3 16.0 75.7 4.0 19.2 1.9 9.0 1.9 5.6 8.1 38.8 1.4 25.1
49 Bahamas 0.3 3.9 2.9 37.0 .. .. .. .. 25.6 63.4 19.3 52.9 0.0 14.1
50 Belarus 25.2 48.3 34.9 66.7 4.5 8.6 2.9 5.5 14.7 52.9 9.4 47.5 10.7 20.2
51 Uruguay 5.4 d 15.4 6.9 d 19.8 2.5 7.1 1.4 4.1 73.5 23.7 12.2 62.5 10.5 15.6
52 Montenegro .. .. .. .. 1.0 24.0 0.4 9.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
52 Palau .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
54 Kuwait 50.3 43.8 .. .. 7.7 6.7 13.6 11.8 0.4 6.2 .. .. 3.4 ..
55 Russian Federation 400.1 29.5 248.7 18.4 44.3 3.3 73.5 5.4 4.1 14.1 14.0 68.6 9.7 21.7
56 Romania 49.4 30.6 62.0 38.4 8.6 5.3 9.4 5.8 10.1 78.5 9.1 75.3 37.0 32.6
57 Bulgaria 20.6 42.8 25.4 52.7 7.0 14.5 4.5 9.3 17.5 49.3 10.6 54.9 22.1 20.4
57 Saudi Arabia 245.9 59.4 106.9 25.8 10.7 2.6 76.8 18.5 1.2 11.0 16.5 76.1 2.7 23.0
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TRADE OF GOODSa TRADE OF SERVICES COMPOSITION OF MERCHANDISE GOODS
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goods

Imports of 
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goods
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services
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(%) Parts and componentsb

($ 
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($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

Agricultural 
exports

Manufactured 
exports
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HDI rank 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010

59 Cuba .. .. .. .. 8.0 d .. 1.4 d .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
59 Panama 0.7 2.8 16.7 65.8 6.1 24.0 2.8 10.9 67.6 11.9 8.2 89.7 0.1 11.8
61 Mexico 298.3 31.0 301.5 31.4 15.4 1.6 25.6 2.7 6.3 74.5 7.8 79.5 40.3 46.2
62 Costa Rica 9.0 27.6 13.9 42.4 4.2 12.7 1.8 5.4 37.3 60.7 10.1 73.0 43.9 31.8
63 Grenada .. .. 0.3 d 36.2 0.1 17.7 0.1 13.0 .. .. 25.8 58.8 .. 14.1
64 Libya .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
64 Malaysia 198.8 92.3 164.5 76.3 34.0 15.8 33.7 15.6 14.5 67.0 9.8 73.2 54.5 54.5
64 Serbia .. .. .. .. 3.5 9.0 3.5 9.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
67 Antigua and Barbuda 0.0 0.2 0.5 42.3 0.5 43.2 0.2 18.8 50.7 47.6 22.5 48.3 0.0 23.1
67 trinidad and tobago 10.0 49.1 6.5 31.9 0.9 4.2 0.4 2.1 2.6 31.0 11.9 49.9 1.0 20.0
69 Kazakhstan .. .. .. .. 4.2 3.2 11.3 8.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
70 Albania 1.5 12.9 4.6 38.4 2.2 18.7 2.0 16.8 6.9 62.0 19.0 63.6 5.7 12.5
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 67.0 18.5 32.3 9.0 .. .. .. .. 0.2 4.0 16.7 80.8 7.2 25.0
72 Dominica 0.0 5.9 0.2 47.1 0.1 24.7 0.1 13.2 27.1 66.0 25.1 57.1 0.9 16.2
72 Georgia 1.3 11.5 5.1 45.5 1.6 14.3 1.1 9.7 21.5 46.3 18.9 60.2 6.0 13.3
72 Lebanon 4.3 11.5 18.0 48.6 15.3 41.3 13.0 35.2 12.6 54.6 16.7 54.8 18.4 11.7
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.0 3.9 0.3 39.6 .. .. .. .. 12.7 87.2 21.6 73.7 87.8 17.5
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 83.8 25.3 54.7 16.5 .. .. .. .. 6.5 15.6 17.6 70.0 4.3 21.3
77 Peru 35.2 25.1 30.0 21.4 4.0 2.8 6.0 4.3 16.9 10.9 12.0 72.5 4.5 17.9
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 2.7 d 29.2 5.0 d 54.7 .. .. .. .. 25.4 69.0 17.4 74.8 7.0 11.8
78 Ukraine 51.4 40.7 60.7 48.0 17.1 13.5 12.2 9.7 20.4 63.7 10.3 52.9 13.9 16.9
80 Mauritius 1.5 16.1 4.4 47.5 2.7 29.1 2.0 21.4 39.5 56.3 23.1 54.6 1.6 15.6
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 4.8 28.5 9.2 54.7 1.3 7.6 0.6 3.5 13.2 54.7 19.7 57.8 27.6 15.6
82 Azerbaijan 21.3 43.8 6.6 13.6 2.1 4.3 3.8 7.8 2.8 2.5 20.2 76.3 6.0 23.1
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 0.0 5.2 0.4 56.3 .. .. .. .. 82.4 15.7 24.0 53.3 0.2 15.1
84 oman 31.6 60.4 19.8 37.8 1.8 3.4 6.5 12.5 2.6 10.5 12.7 73.3 8.6 21.9
85 Brazil 197.4 10.5 179.7 9.6 31.8 1.7 62.6 3.3 34.8 35.8 6.0 73.9 22.8 30.7
85 Jamaica 1.2 9.5 5.2 39.7 2.6 20.0 1.8 13.9 24.8 7.9 18.7 48.7 1.5 14.5
87 Armenia 0.9 9.6 3.7 41.5 0.8 8.5 1.0 11.1 17.3 21.2 18.6 52.5 10.4 17.1
88 Saint Lucia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
89 Ecuador 17.5 31.8 20.6 37.4 1.4 2.5 3.0 5.4 34.1 9.6 9.4 67.8 12.9 17.4
90 turkey 114.0 16.9 185.5 27.6 34.4 5.1 19.7 2.9 10.9 77.7 6.9 62.5 14.8 21.3
91 Colombia 39.5 15.0 40.5 15.4 4.4 1.7 8.0 3.0 14.6 21.0 11.1 80.9 8.4 17.3
92 Sri Lanka 8.3 18.1 12.4 27.0 2.5 5.4 3.1 6.8 30.8 61.2 16.7 61.8 5.5 13.7
93 Algeria 57.1 38.0 41.0 27.3 3.6 2.4 11.9 7.9 0.6 0.8 17.9 78.4 2.9 20.5
94 tunisia 16.4 37.4 22.2 50.6 5.8 13.2 3.3 7.6 8.2 76.0 11.5 72.3 28.9 26.8

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 tonga 0.0 2.4 0.2 47.0 0.0 12.2 0.0 13.5 90.6 7.6 31.3 44.8 0.2 16.3
96 Belize 0.3 20.5 0.7 50.9 0.4 25.7 0.2 11.8 62.3 1.3 17.4 60.9 0.3 12.3
96 Dominican Republic 4.8 9.7 15.1 30.8 5.1 10.3 2.1 4.4 28.5 67.6 14.6 59.4 10.4 18.7
96 Fiji 0.6 18.6 1.8 60.2 0.7 d 23.3 0.5 d 14.9 62.2 22.1 18.7 48.1 5.7 19.1
96 Samoa 0.1 10.6 0.3 55.3 0.2 28.3 0.1 15.5 21.5 78.2 26.9 54.0 97.8 17.4

100 Jordan 5.9 23.6 15.3 60.8 5.2 20.5 4.3 17.0 16.5 72.0 17.6 56.3 5.4 18.4
101 China 1,577.8 28.9 1,289.1 23.6 171.2 3.1 193.3 3.5 3.3 93.4 8.4 60.9 28.7 44.8
102 turkmenistan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
103 thailand 195.3 67.0 180.1 61.8 34.0 11.7 45.9 15.7 18.0 71.6 6.6 66.2 38.1 40.9
104 Maldives 0.1 3.7 1.1 54.5 0.8 38.3 0.3 15.3 96.2 0.1 24.6 50.2 0.0 21.1
105 Suriname 2.0 49.2 1.4 33.9 0.2 5.9 0.3 6.3 2.9 1.9 15.3 63.7 27.8 18.3
106 Gabon 5.4 d 44.4 2.5 d 20.7 0.4 3.3 1.9 15.9 9.6 4.2 17.6 74.1 30.3 26.1
107 El Salvador 4.5 21.4 8.5 40.3 1.0 4.6 1.1 5.1 21.9 71.5 18.5 63.8 7.8 14.1
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 7.0 37.7 5.6 30.3 .. .. .. .. 16.1 6.3 8.4 78.1 2.6 12.3
108 Mongolia .. .. .. .. 0.5 9.0 0.8 14.5 .. .. .. .. .. ..
110 Palestine, State of 0.4 d .. 4.0 d .. .. .. .. .. 17.2 66.9 22.9 43.8 1.5 10.1
111 Paraguay 4.5 27.8 10.0 61.6 1.5 9.2 0.7 4.4 88.5 10.7 8.1 79.4 7.4 20.1
112 Egypt 26.3 12.9 53.0 26.0 .. .. .. .. 19.5 41.7 22.4 59.9 8.4 18.1
113 Moldova, Republic of 0.9 16.6 3.9 68.5 .. .. .. .. 73.0 22.6 16.2 62.4 8.2 15.6
114 Philippines 51.5 28.0 58.5 31.8 13.2 7.2 11.3 6.1 8.0 85.1 11.7 66.8 72.8 58.4
114 Uzbekistan .. .. .. .. 1.1 3.1 0.6 1.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
116 Syrian Arab Republic 11.4 20.1 17.6 31.1 5.2 8.5 .. .. 22.7 24.7 23.4 54.1 6.6 16.0
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
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table 10 InternatIonal trade flows of goods and servIces

TRADE OF GOODSa TRADE OF SERVICES COMPOSITION OF MERCHANDISE GOODS
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goods
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services
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($ 
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HDI rank 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010

118 Guyana 0.9 43.2 1.4 67.6 0.3 12.7 0.3 16.3 49.0 3.8 15.3 54.8 2.1 15.5
119 Botswana 4.7 35.5 5.7 42.8 0.8 6.1 1.2 9.3 5.2 10.5 13.2 57.2 16.3 21.8
120 Honduras 2.6 d 17.8 6.0 d 40.4 1.0 6.9 1.3 9.0 53.1 33.8 20.1 59.9 18.3 15.0
121 Indonesia 157.8 25.3 135.5 21.7 16.8 2.7 26.1 4.2 22.8 37.0 11.5 63.4 18.8 32.9
121 Kiribati 0.0 2.8 0.1 52.4 .. .. .. .. 68.3 27.6 41.7 32.0 0.1 18.3
121 South Africa 71.5 22.1 79.9 24.7 14.0 4.3 18.5 5.7 11.0 43.2 6.8 64.1 15.0 27.3
124 vanuatu .. .. .. .. 0.2 d 38.2 0.1 d 16.8 .. .. .. .. .. ..
125 Kyrgyzstan 1.3 27.4 3.2 68.0 .. .. .. .. 17.1 18.6 18.1 53.9 14.6 12.8
125 tajikistan .. .. .. .. 0.2 3.9 0.4 7.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
127 viet Nam 72.2 d 71.1 84.8 d 83.5 .. .. .. .. 23.3 64.0 12.1 71.9 19.0 23.6
128 Namibia 5.8 58.3 6.0 59.6 0.9 8.5 0.7 7.0 25.5 23.3 15.5 69.6 6.7 16.4
129 Nicaragua 1.8 28.9 4.2 65.5 0.5 7.4 0.7 10.8 78.7 6.3 17.1 60.8 5.7 14.5
130 Morocco 17.8 19.6 35.4 38.9 12.5 13.8 7.4 8.2 20.6 63.4 13.6 59.9 28.2 21.5
131 Iraq .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
132 Cape verde 0.0 2.9 0.7 44.8 0.5 31.3 0.4 23.2 81.6 17.5 29.1 57.8 0.0 18.2
133 Guatemala 8.5 21.4 13.8 35.0 2.2 5.6 2.4 6.0 46.3 42.6 14.6 66.0 3.0 15.7
134 timor-Leste .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
135 Ghana 5.2 18.0 8.1 27.7 1.5 5.1 3.0 10.3 24.2 7.3 16.4 81.3 8.9 19.0
136 Equatorial Guinea .. .. .. .. 0.1 0.5 2.2 16.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
136 India 220.4 14.5 350.0 23.0 123.8 8.1 116.8 7.7 10.5 52.4 5.1 36.9 14.5 29.8
138 Cambodia 5.6 51.7 4.9 45.3 1.8 17.0 1.2 10.8 3.7 96.1 8.6 79.4 0.2 7.3
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
140 Bhutan 0.4 29.7 0.9 61.4 0.1 d 4.2 0.1 d 5.3 7.4 69.5 13.7 60.8 0.0 19.1
141 Swaziland .. .. .. .. 0.2 7.2 0.6 17.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo 6.9 64.1 4.4 40.5 .. .. .. .. 2.1 30.2 7.4 86.7 2.5 9.1
143 Solomon Islands 0.2 32.9 0.4 65.6 0.1 14.7 0.2 28.8 29.2 0.1 18.7 20.1 14.5 21.6
144 Sao tome and Principe 0.0 3.2 0.1 56.4 0.0 d 5.3 d 0.0 d 9.6 d 95.3 4.7 30.6 52.0 20.1 13.5
145 Kenya 5.2 16.5 12.1 38.5 3.7 11.7 2.0 6.4 57.6 33.9 13.6 62.8 6.3 16.1
146 Bangladesh .. .. .. .. 2.4 2.6 4.4 4.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
146 Pakistan 21.0 12.4 37.5 22.1 6.4 3.8 7.1 4.2 18.8 74.0 18.0 48.4 0.6 17.1
148 Angola .. .. .. .. 0.6 0.8 17.3 22.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
149 Myanmar 7.6 .. 4.2 .. 0.3 .. 0.7 .. 30.2 5.5 8.7 67.9 2.3 14.3
150 Cameroon 3.9 17.4 5.1 22.9 1.2 5.2 1.7 7.8 39.2 6.9 19.3 51.3 18.6 17.5
151 Madagascar 0.9 11.0 2.5 29.6 1.0 d 9.9 1.2 d 14.2 29.9 46.7 14.6 69.6 1.5 22.5
152 tanzania, United Republic of 3.9 17.7 8.0 36.2 .. .. .. .. 29.6 17.2 10.8 60.5 8.0 15.0
153 Nigeria 86.6 47.3 44.2 24.2 3.1 1.7 22.3 12.2 5.0 6.7 11.0 86.5 8.0 24.0
154 Senegal 2.2 16.9 4.8 37.3 1.1 8.9 1.1 8.9 27.2 36.4 23.9 44.4 3.2 15.9
155 Mauritania 0.7 21.9 1.7 52.0 0.2 4.8 0.8 23.2 38.4 0.0 19.9 52.8 0.0 30.7
156 Papua New Guinea .. .. .. .. 0.2 2.4 2.8 32.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
157 Nepal 0.8 5.8 5.1 35.5 0.7 4.7 0.9 6.0 23.0 72.3 13.4 56.5 3.0 15.5
158 Lesotho 0.6 32.3 1.4 69.7 0.0 2.5 0.5 26.5 12.9 84.7 30.4 57.8 8.4 16.2
159 togo 0.4 13.9 1.0 31.3 0.3 8.6 0.3 11.0 18.8 70.2 17.0 67.2 0.3 12.1
160 Yemen 6.2 d 22.1 9.3 d 33.0 .. .. .. .. 6.8 1.1 31.6 46.7 5.3 13.7
161 Haiti .. .. .. .. 0.4 5.8 0.9 13.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
161 Uganda 1.2 7.0 4.7 28.3 1.3 7.9 1.8 11.1 74.0 22.8 13.5 65.3 2.7 18.0
163 Zambia 7.2 49.7 5.3 36.7 0.3 2.2 0.9 6.5 6.8 8.7 5.3 61.7 14.0 18.5
164 Djibouti 0.2 d 15.0 0.6 d 61.7 0.3 d 30.7 0.1 d 12.2 0.5 92.7 30.1 62.7 47.0 19.0
165 Gambia 0.0 3.4 0.3 28.0 .. .. .. .. 79.0 10.5 35.9 42.9 5.7 22.2
166 Benin 0.4 6.6 1.5 22.7 0.3 5.3 0.4 6.6 84.4 14.7 35.5 43.1 4.8 8.0
167 Rwanda 0.2 d 4.4 1.1 d 20.5 0.4 6.9 0.6 11.0 52.9 20.8 14.9 75.8 3.0 17.5
168 Côte d’Ivoire 10.3 44.8 7.8 34.2 .. .. .. .. 58.1 16.1 20.1 54.9 5.8 11.7
169 Comoros .. .. .. .. 0.1 11.3 0.1 17.9 .. .. .. .. .. ..
170 Malawi 1.1 21.8 2.2 44.4 0.1 1.7 0.4 7.7 79.8 9.0 14.8 74.1 11.6 10.1
171 Sudan 9.0 d 14.9 8.6 d 14.1 0.3 0.4 2.9 4.8 6.2 0.4 16.1 78.9 4.4 16.8
172 Zimbabwe 3.2 48.1 9.1 136.0 0.2 3.6 0.4 6.6 24.7 29.5 20.7 49.2 1.9 11.3
173 Ethiopia 2.3 7.4 8.6 27.9 2.4 7.6 2.5 8.2 82.7 8.2 11.5 68.8 17.7 18.8
174 Liberia .. .. .. .. 0.2 16.9 1.1 115.7 .. .. .. .. .. ..
175 Afghanistan 0.4 2.5 5.2 32.8 .. .. .. .. 50.8 19.6 13.7 19.1 0.0 27.1
176 Guinea-Bissau .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
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TRADE OF GOODSa TRADE OF SERVICES COMPOSITION OF MERCHANDISE GOODS

Exports of 
merchandise 

goods

Imports of 
merchandise 

goods
Exports of 
services

Imports of 
services

Share of merchandise exports 
(%)

Share of merchandise imports 
(%) Parts and componentsb

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

($ 
billions)

(% of 
GDP)c

Agricultural 
exports

Manufactured 
exports

Agricultural 
imports

Manufactured 
imports

(% of 
manufactured 

exports)

(% of 
manufactured 

imports)

HDI rank 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010

177 Sierra Leone .. .. .. .. 0.1 3.2 0.1 7.6 .. .. .. .. .. ..
178 Burundi 0.1 6.2 0.4 21.0 0.1 4.1 0.2 8.8 76.8 5.3 15.1 81.7 16.1 13.9
178 Guinea .. .. .. .. 0.1 1.4 0.4 8.9 .. .. .. .. .. ..
180 Central African Republic 0.1 d 4.5 0.2 d 10.6 0.1 3.3 0.2 8.7 37.4 3.1 30.2 67.2 13.2 18.4
181 Eritrea .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
182 Mali 1.9 21.0 4.7 51.2 0.4 3.8 0.9 9.8 14.2 3.7 12.1 61.3 11.0 21.3
183 Burkina Faso 1.3 15.0 2.0 23.9 0.1 1.4 0.6 7.1 28.0 2.9 15.9 61.3 13.3 15.7
184 Chad .. .. .. .. 0.2 2.0 2.4 30.4 .. .. .. .. .. ..
185 Mozambique 2.2 23.3 3.6 37.7 0.6 6.9 1.1 12.1 20.1 2.0 12.6 49.6 20.9 17.4
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
186 Niger 0.5 9.1 2.3 43.0 0.1 2.5 1.1 19.8 20.7 11.9 17.3 69.3 2.6 18.3

NOTES

a All data on merchandise trade are extracted at 
the six-digit level of the 1996 Harmonized System 
nomenclature; for definitional purposes, they are 
concorded with the Standard International trade 
Classification using concordance tables.

b For methodology of classification of parts and 
components, see Athukorala (2012) and its 
discussion paper version cited therein.

c GDP in current dollars is averaged for 2009 and 
2010.

d Refers to 2009.

DEFINITIONS

Exports of merchandise goods: Goods that 
subtract from the stock of material resources of a 
country by leaving its economic territory.

Imports of merchandise goods: Goods that add 
to the stock of material resources of a country by 
entering its economic territory.

Exports of services: Exports of a heterogeneous 
range of intangible products and activities that 
changes the conditions of the consuming units or 
facilitates the exchange of products or financial 
assets.

Imports of services: Imports of a heterogeneous 
range of intangible products and activities that 
changes the conditions of the consuming units or 
facilitates the exchange of products or financial 
assets.

Agricultural or manufacured goods as share of 
merchandise exports: Exports of agricultural or 
manufactured goods, expressed as a percentage of 
total merchandise exports.

Agricultural or manufacured goods as share of 
merchandise imports: Imports of agricultural or 
manufactured goods, expressed as a percentage of 
total merchandise imports.

Parts and components: Intermediate goods used 
as an input in the production of manufactures for 
final consumption, expressed as a percentage of 
manufactured exports or imports.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1, 3, and 9–14: UNSD (2012b).

Columns 2 and 4: HDRo calculations based on 
UNSD (2012b) and World Bank (2012a).

Columns 5 and 7: UNCtAD (2012).

Columns 6 and 8: HDRo calculations based on 
UNCtAD (2012) and World Bank (2012a).

 

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Marshall Islands .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 8,889.2 21.6 9,960.0 24.2 2,682.8 6.6 2,333.0 5.8 9.4 70.1 8.5 67.4 29.5 30.6
High human development 2,088.2 26.8 1,769.7 23.2 302.6 4.0 426.9 5.9 10.5 37.4 11.3 71.6 30.0 30.4
Medium human development 2,475.3 27.0 2,409.2 26.2 418.1 4.7 446.8 5.1 7.9 79.9 8.7 59.0 28.5 38.8
Low human development 188.8 24.9 210.0 27.9 29.1 3.3 82.6 9.8 18.0 19.4 14.1 66.9 3.8 18.9

Regions
Arab States 546.6 38.9 367.5 .. 86.4 5.8 .. .. 4.4 17.8 16.7 70.5 12.5 21.0
East Asia and the Pacific .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Europe and Central Asia 1,226.6 33.5 1,218.4 33.1 251.7 6.6 232.3 6.2 8.5 54.9 10.3 68.3 28.7 29.1
Latin America and the Caribbean 857.8 18.9 842.6 18.5 120.0 2.7 151.8 3.6 21.0 42.0 8.5 76.3 31.5 32.3
South Asia 335.2 14.2 466.8 23.3 136.6 7.4 132.7 7.2 10.6 44.8 8.7 44.2 11.8 26.1
Sub-Saharan Africa 237.5 28.3 246.3 29.1 39.6 4.3 93.5 10.3 15.7 21.5 11.4 69.1 12.4 22.2

Least developed countries .. .. .. .. 16.8 3.5 49.9 11.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
Small island developing states .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
world 13,641.6 23.2 14,348.9 24.5 3,432.6 5.9 3,289.3 5.7 9.4 66.5 9.0 66.6 29.2 31.6

Human Development RepoRt 2013
The Rise of the South Human progress in a Diverse World
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FINANCIAL FLOwS

Total reserves 
minus gold

HUMAN MOBILITY

Foreign 
direct 

investment, 
net inflows 

Net official 
development 
assistance 
receiveda

Private 
capital flows

Remittances 
(% of GDP)

Migration
International 

inbound 
tourism

International 
telephone traffic 

(minutes per person)
Stock of 

emigrantsb
Stock of 

immigrants 
Net migration 

rate

(% of GDP) (% of GNI) (% of GDP) Inflows outflows (% of GDP) (% of population)
(per 1,000 

people) (thousands) Incoming outgoing

HDI rank 2007–2011c 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2005/2010d 2010 2005–2010c 2005–2010c

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 2.8 –1.1 –4.9 0.16 0.97 10.2 3.8 10.0 7.2 4,767 .. 241.9
2 Australia 2.7 –0.3 6.5 0.43 0.33 3.1 2.1 25.7 10.5 5,885 .. ..
3 United States 1.5 –0.2 –0.2 0.04 0.36 0.9 0.8 13.5 3.3 59,791 82.5 237.1
4 Netherlands 1.9 –0.8 1.1 0.50 1.67 2.4 6.0 10.5 0.6 10,883 .. 96.5
5 Germany 1.1 –0.4 1.2 0.35 0.49 1.9 4.3 13.1 1.3 26,875 .. 182.5
6 New Zealand 0.5 –0.3 1.7 0.59 e 0.82 e 11.7 14.5 22.4 3.1 2,492 .. 173.3
7 Ireland 6.4 –0.5 25.3 0.29 0.85 0.6 16.1 19.6 4.6 7,189 .. 441.8
7 Sweden 2.3 –1.0 2.2 0.15 0.15 8.2 3.4 14.1 5.8 4,951 .. 160.5
9 Switzerland 0.4 –0.4 –9.0 0.49 4.09 44.0 5.4 23.2 4.8 8,628 .. 409.3

10 Japan 0.0 –0.2 0.7 0.03 0.08 21.4 0.6 1.7 0.4 8,611 13.8 ..
11 Canada 2.4 –0.3 4.1 .. .. 3.8 3.5 21.3 6.6 16,097 .. ..
12 Korea, Republic of 0.4 –0.1 –0.5 0.86 1.12 27.3 4.3 1.1 –0.1 8,798 22.2 47.7
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 34.1 .. –0.8 0.15 0.19 117.1 10.2 38.8 5.1 20,085 524.3 1,446.9
13 Iceland 7.2 –0.3 –55.2 0.20 0.10 60.1 13.0 11.3 6.8 1,213 233.1 148.0
15 Denmark 4.6 –0.9 –1.6 0.20 1.02 24.6 4.7 8.8 3.3 8,744 183.9 190.6
16 Israel 4.7 .. –0.2 0.65 1.72 30.8 14.0 40.4 7.8 2,803 .. ..
17 Belgium 18.0 –0.6 –0.2 2.18 0.87 3.5 4.2 13.7 3.8 7,186 .. 255.0
18 Austria 3.3 –0.3 0.6 0.86 0.92 2.6 7.1 15.6 3.8 22,004 .. 171.6
18 Singapore 18.1 .. –1.4 .. .. 99.1 6.1 40.7 30.9 9,161 447.5 1,525.2
20 France 1.5 –0.5 10.8 0.61 0.21 1.8 2.8 10.7 1.6 77,148 182.1 192.1
21 Finland 0.0 –0.6 2.9 0.35 0.18 3.0 6.2 4.2 2.7 3,670 .. ..
21 Slovenia 2.2 .. 6.8 0.66 0.34 1.7 6.5 8.1 2.2 1,869 f 88.2 112.0
23 Spain 1.7 .. –3.2 0.76 0.88 2.2 3.0 15.2 10.1 52,677 .. 118.9
24 Liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. .. 17.1 34.6 .. 52 .. ..
25 Italy 1.5 –0.2 –3.4 0.33 0.60 2.2 5.8 7.4 6.7 43,626 .. 152.0
26 Luxembourg 542.9 –1.1 214.8 2.99 19.69 1.5 11.8 35.2 17.6 849 810.6 822.5
26 United Kingdom 2.2 –0.6 –4.9 0.33 0.16 3.3 7.5 11.2 3.3 28,295 .. 147.5
28 Czech Republic 2.5 .. 2.1 0.57 0.92 18.4 3.6 4.4 4.6 8,185 120.1 50.5
29 Greece 0.6 .. –7.8 0.50 0.65 0.4 10.8 10.1 2.7 15,007 g 96.1 201.3
30 Brunei Darussalam 4.0 .. 4.3 .. 3.60 12.6 6.0 36.4 1.8 157 f .. ..
31 Cyprus 1.0 .. 35.1 0.63 1.75 2.0 17.0 17.5 8.3 2,173 314.7 555.4
32 Malta 12.2 .. –42.2 0.58 0.56 5.6 26.2 3.8 2.4 1,332 .. 144.0
33 Andorra .. .. .. .. .. .. 10.7 64.4 .. 1,830 638.6 708.3
33 Estonia 0.8 .. 15.0 1.71 0.50 0.9 12.6 13.6 0.0 2,120 102.9 80.8
35 Slovakia 0.6 .. 1.4 1.83 0.08 0.9 9.6 2.4 1.3 1,298 h 137.2 140.6
36 Qatar 4.3 .. .. .. .. 9.4 0.7 86.5 132.9 1,866 422.7 484.8
37 Hungary 17.1 .. 6.5 1.76 0.98 34.8 4.6 3.7 1.5 9,510 116.2 48.2
38 Barbados 16.3 0.3 e 10.4 2.99 0.97 22.1 41.0 10.9 0.0 532 .. ..
39 Poland 2.8 .. 4.9 1.62 0.34 18.0 8.3 2.2 0.3 12,470 .. 24.9
40 Chile 7.0 0.1 –0.3 0.00 0.00 16.9 3.7 1.9 0.4 2,766 26.2 12.2
41 Lithuania 2.9 .. 6.1 4.34 1.48 18.5 13.2 4.0 –2.1 1,507 75.1 34.4
41 United Arab Emirates 1.3 .. .. .. .. 10.3 1.2 70.0 106.3 7,126 .. 643.1
43 Portugal 4.3 –0.3 –3.8 1.56 0.62 0.8 20.8 8.6 2.8 6,756 f 173.9 111.2
44 Latvia 5.5 .. 2.9 2.56 0.18 21.2 12.3 15.0 –0.9 1,373 .. 94.1
45 Argentina 1.6 0.0 0.9 0.17 0.27 9.7 2.4 3.6 –1.0 5,325 .. 18.4
46 Seychelles 17.4 6.3 19.3 1.13 2.72 25.1 14.6 12.8 .. 175 64.7 111.3
47 Croatia 2.3 0.3 3.8 2.16 0.27 22.7 17.1 15.9 0.5 9,111 224.1 90.9

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain 0.7 .. 19.9 .. 7.16 e 22.2 3.7 39.1 90.2 4,935 .. ..
49 Bahamas 7.6 .. 7.1 .. 1.18 13.7 12.8 9.7 3.9 1,370 .. ..
50 Belarus 7.2 0.3 8.7 0.68 0.19 10.9 18.4 11.4 –1.0 119 69.6 52.2
51 Uruguay 4.1 0.1 9.0 0.26 0.02 22.0 10.5 2.4 –3.0 2,353 76.2 46.3
52 Montenegro 18.5 2.0 .. 7.32 0.67 8.6 0.0 6.8 –0.8 1,088 .. ..
52 Palau 1.4 19.5 .. .. .. .. 38.8 28.1 .. 84 179.9 205.1
54 Kuwait 0.1 .. –7.8 .. 9.47 e 14.6 8.5 68.8 22.2 207 .. ..
55 Russian Federation 2.8 .. –1.7 0.35 1.26 24.4 7.9 8.7 1.6 22,281 .. ..
56 Romania 1.5 .. 3.0 2.40 0.22 23.9 13.1 0.6 –0.9 7,575 105.4 ..
57 Bulgaria 3.4 .. 2.2 2.91 0.05 28.5 16.0 1.4 –1.3 6,047 107.1 47.4
57 Saudi Arabia 2.8 .. –0.5 0.05 6.00 93.7 0.7 27.8 8.2 10,850 .. ..

International capital flows and migration
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FINANCIAL FLOwS

Total reserves 
minus gold

HUMAN MOBILITY

Foreign 
direct 

investment, 
net inflows 

Net official 
development 
assistance 
receiveda

Private 
capital flows

Remittances 
(% of GDP)

Migration
International 

inbound 
tourism

International 
telephone traffic 

(minutes per person)
Stock of 

emigrantsb
Stock of 

immigrants 
Net migration 

rate

(% of GDP) (% of GNI) (% of GDP) Inflows outflows (% of GDP) (% of population)
(per 1,000 

people) (thousands) Incoming outgoing

HDI rank 2007–2011c 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2005/2010d 2010 2005–2010c 2005–2010c

59 Cuba 0.0 0.2 .. .. .. 8.1 10.9 0.1 –3.4 2,507 32.7 2.5
59 Panama 8.8 0.5 7.5 0.86 0.93 7.5 4.0 3.4 0.7 1,324 54.4 75.5
61 Mexico 1.7 0.0 4.5 2.13 .. 12.5 10.7 0.7 –3.3 22,260 .. ..
62 Costa Rica 5.1 0.3 5.8 1.52 0.75 11.6 2.7 10.5 3.4 2,100 85.7 43.1
63 Grenada 7.7 4.6 6.0 6.96 0.47 14.8 65.5 12.1 –9.7 114 488.1 315.8
64 Libya 2.2 0.1 e –5.0 0.03 e .. .. 1.7 10.4 –0.7 34 h .. ..
64 Malaysia 3.9 0.0 –1.4 0.55 2.75 47.3 5.3 8.4 0.6 24,577 e .. ..
64 Serbia 6.0 1.8 10.6 8.72 0.18 33.0 2.0 5.3 0.0 683 104.4 32.1
67 Antigua and Barbuda 8.4 1.7 5.2 2.15 0.19 13.1 47.6 23.6 .. 230 487.3 247.8
67 trinidad and tobago 2.6 0.0 2.6 0.57 .. 46.3 26.7 2.6 –3.0 413 243.7 200.6
69 Kazakhstan 6.9 0.2 –2.7 0.20 2.04 13.5 23.6 19.5 0.1 3,393 40.1 38.9
70 Albania 9.4 2.9 6.7 9.75 0.20 18.5 45.4 2.8 –3.0 2,417 224.3 23.6
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 1.7 0.0 2.4 0.04 0.20 3.1 1.8 3.5 0.3 615 .. 20.1
72 Dominica 5.2 7.0 6.6 5.56 0.04 16.8 104.8 8.3 .. 77 140.8 172.6
72 Georgia 6.8 5.5 6.7 6.93 0.43 19.6 25.1 4.0 –6.8 2,033 125.6 36.4
72 Lebanon 11.0 1.2 2.1 19.38 9.58 80.0 15.6 17.8 –0.6 2,168 318.4 87.3
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 17.9 1.8 14.4 6.52 0.85 34.5 61.1 9.6 .. 92 820.6 629.7
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.9 0.0 .. 0.32 e .. 16.3 1.7 2.8 –0.5 2,034 3.5 10.9
77 Peru 4.8 –0.2 7.8 1.65 0.08 26.7 3.7 0.1 –5.1 2,299 92.7 19.6
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 4.0 2.1 3.4 4.25 0.25 22.9 21.9 6.3 0.2 262 .. 23.3
78 Ukraine 4.4 0.5 5.2 4.11 0.02 18.4 14.4 11.6 –0.2 21,203 .. ..
80 Mauritius 4.4 1.3 19.9 2.33 0.14 22.8 10.9 3.3 0.0 935 140.8 108.5
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 2.4 3.0 2.4 11.44 0.33 22.9 38.9 0.7 –0.5 365 213.8 49.6
82 Azerbaijan 2.3 0.3 1.0 2.71 1.82 16.2 16.0 3.0 1.2 1,280 74.8 17.5
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 15.3 2.6 15.5 4.54 1.05 13.0 37.7 7.9 –9.2 72 .. ..
84 oman 1.1 –0.1 –0.8 0.07 e 9.86 e 20.0 0.5 28.4 11.7 1,048 e 223.1 206.9
85 Brazil 2.7 0.0 4.1 0.19 0.06 14.1 0.7 0.4 –0.5 5,161 .. 2.3
85 Jamaica 1.6 1.1 –1.5 14.50 2.26 15.1 36.1 1.1 –7.4 1,922 252.4 828.6
87 Armenia 6.5 3.5 4.3 10.63 1.67 18.9 28.2 10.5 –4.9 575 174.9 243.8
88 Saint Lucia 9.2 3.6 9.7 2.62 0.37 17.3 23.3 5.9 –1.2 306 292.7 203.6
89 Ecuador 0.3 0.3 0.9 4.43 0.14 2.5 8.3 2.9 –1.7 1,047 62.7 11.7
90 turkey 2.1 0.1 4.6 0.12 0.02 10.1 5.6 1.9 –0.1 27,000 57.8 43.4
91 Colombia 4.0 0.3 3.7 1.41 0.04 9.5 4.6 0.2 –0.5 2,147 .. ..
92 Sri Lanka 1.0 1.2 3.3 8.38 1.10 10.6 9.1 1.7 –2.5 654 28.6 ..
93 Algeria 1.4 0.1 1.1 1.26 0.03 96.9 3.4 0.7 –0.8 1,912 36.5 17.1
94 tunisia 3.2 1.3 3.0 4.45 0.03 21.4 6.3 0.3 –0.4 6,903 58.0 16.1

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 tonga 4.5 19.5 0.0 23.65 2.60 32.9 45.4 0.8 –16.0 45 .. ..
96 Belize 6.2 2.0 5.2 5.68 1.65 16.1 16.1 15.0 –0.7 239 135.8 178.5
96 Dominican Republic 3.2 0.4 5.6 6.53 0.06 7.4 10.1 4.2 –2.9 4,125 309.4 52.2
96 Fiji 6.2 2.5 6.0 5.78 0.69 21.8 21.3 2.2 –6.8 632 .. ..
96 Samoa 0.1 25.5 1.8 24.11 1.21 25.7 67.3 5.0 –17.3 130 .. ..

100 Jordan 6.4 3.6 6.0 13.78 1.87 39.8 11.3 45.9 7.0 4,557 95.8 6.8
101 China 3.1 0.0 2.6 0.89 0.03 43.8 0.6 0.1 –0.3 55,664 9.2 2.9
102 turkmenistan 10.4 0.2 .. .. .. .. 5.0 4.0 –2.2 8 .. ..
103 thailand 3.0 0.0 4.2 0.55 .. 48.4 1.2 1.7 1.5 15,936 20.5 ..
104 Maldives 7.9 5.6 7.9 0.20 5.31 17.0 0.6 1.0 0.0 792 .. 428.6
105 Suriname –5.9 2.4 –6.2 0.10 e 0.03 e 13.8 39.0 7.5 –2.0 205 .. ..
106 Gabon 1.3 0.9 .. .. .. 12.7 1.7 18.9 0.7 358 .. ..
107 El Salvador 1.5 1.4 2.1 16.10 0.11 9.3 20.5 0.7 –9.5 1,150 223.3 175.7
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 3.2 3.6 4.2 5.54 0.53 40.6 6.8 1.5 –3.5 807 85.6 11.4
108 Mongolia 23.5 5.4 54.9 4.46 2.73 26.6 1.2 0.4 –1.1 457 35.2 17.2
110 Palestine, State of .. .. .. .. .. .. 68.4 43.6 –4.7 522 .. ..
111 Paraguay 2.1 0.6 2.0 3.67 .. 20.7 7.9 2.5 –1.3 465 37.6 19.4
112 Egypt 2.9 0.3 7.2 3.53 0.12 6.5 4.4 0.3 –0.9 14,051 55.4 7.8
113 Moldova, Republic of 3.9 7.5 3.7 23.57 2.01 28.1 21.5 11.4 –9.4 8 198.1 59.8
114 Philippines 0.6 0.3 3.0 10.73 0.03 29.9 4.6 0.5 –2.8 3,520 .. ..
114 Uzbekistan 2.1 0.6 .. .. .. .. 7.0 4.2 –3.9 975 .. ..
116 Syrian Arab Republic 2.5 0.2 2.2 2.78 0.36 32.9 4.2 9.8 –0.6 8,546 .. 23.4
117 Micronesia, Federated States of 3.4 40.2 .. .. .. 23.6 19.7 2.4 –16.3 26 .. ..
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table 11 InternatIonal capItal flows and mIgratIon

FINANCIAL FLOwS

Total reserves 
minus gold

HUMAN MOBILITY

Foreign 
direct 

investment, 
net inflows 

Net official 
development 
assistance 
receiveda

Private 
capital flows

Remittances 
(% of GDP)

Migration
International 

inbound 
tourism

International 
telephone traffic 

(minutes per person)
Stock of 

emigrantsb
Stock of 

immigrants 
Net migration 

rate

(% of GDP) (% of GNI) (% of GDP) Inflows outflows (% of GDP) (% of population)
(per 1,000 

people) (thousands) Incoming outgoing

HDI rank 2007–2011c 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2005/2010d 2010 2005–2010c 2005–2010c

118 Guyana 11.9 6.7 11.8 13.65 3.41 34.6 56.9 1.5 –10.7 150 103.4 26.8
119 Botswana 1.8 1.1 4.6 0.67 0.68 45.8 3.2 5.8 1.9 2,145 .. 26.3
120 Honduras 5.9 3.9 5.8 17.27 0.08 15.9 7.5 0.3 –2.8 896 96.0 139.9
121 Indonesia 2.1 0.2 1.7 0.98 0.40 12.6 1.1 0.1 –1.1 7,003 .. ..
121 Kiribati 2.4 10.5 .. .. .. .. 6.5 2.0 .. 5 f .. ..
121 South Africa 1.4 0.3 1.6 0.31 0.38 10.4 1.7 3.7 2.9 8,074 .. ..
124 vanuatu 5.6 16.2 7.1 0.93 0.38 21.2 1.6 0.3 0.0 97 .. ..
125 Kyrgyzstan 6.6 8.5 3.9 26.60 6.19 28.8 11.2 4.0 –5.1 1,316 23.6 50.0
125 tajikistan 0.3 7.8 0.4 39.96 15.17 4.4 11.2 4.0 –8.9 325 .. ..
127 viet Nam 7.5 2.9 6.4 7.76 .. 10.9 2.5 0.1 –1.0 3,747 .. ..
128 Namibia 7.1 2.4 4.5 0.13 0.14 14.5 0.7 6.3 –0.1 984 .. ..
129 Nicaragua 13.3 9.8 13.3 12.48 .. 25.9 12.5 0.7 –7.1 1,011 .. ..
130 Morocco 2.5 1.1 2.0 7.07 0.07 19.5 9.3 0.2 –4.3 9,288 114.1 14.5
131 Iraq 1.8 2.8 –1.1 0.09 0.04 52.6 4.9 0.3 –1.0 1,518 .. ..
132 Cape verde 6.7 20.7 4.8 8.36 0.71 17.8 37.6 2.4 –7.1 382 110.4 28.5
133 Guatemala 2.2 1.0 1.5 10.23 0.05 12.4 6.1 0.4 –3.0 1,876 119.6 50.0
134 timor-Leste 32.0 9.2 .. .. .. 43.8 1.4 1.2 –9.4 40 6.9 11.4
135 Ghana 7.9 5.3 9.8 0.42 .. 14.0 3.4 7.6 –0.4 803 45.3 24.5
136 Equatorial Guinea 4.8 0.9 .. .. .. 15.4 14.9 1.1 6.1 .. .. ..
136 India 1.4 0.2 3.0 3.21 0.23 14.7 0.9 0.4 –0.5 5,776 20.1 7.5
138 Cambodia 7.0 6.9 6.5 3.29 1.91 26.8 2.3 2.2 –3.7 2,399 .. ..
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 3.9 6.2 4.6 0.57 0.11 9.8 5.7 0.3 –2.5 1,670 .. ..
140 Bhutan 1.3 9.2 .. 0.32 5.41 46.8 6.3 5.7 4.9 27 .. ..
141 Swaziland 3.7 2.6 5.0 2.95 0.30 15.1 13.4 3.4 –1.0 868 38.2 3.7
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo 23.5 14.5 .. 0.12 0.85 38.3 5.6 3.8 2.6 85 .. ..
143 Solomon Islands 35.1 61.4 34.3 0.43 0.65 49.2 1.0 1.3 0.0 21 .. ..
144 Sao tome and Principe 12.3 24.2 12.2 0.99 0.27 20.7 21.9 3.2 –8.2 8 40.7 14.6
145 Kenya 0.6 5.1 0.8 5.52 0.19 12.7 1.1 2.0 –1.0 1,469 16.5 7.6
146 Bangladesh 0.7 1.3 0.8 10.81 0.01 7.7 3.3 0.7 –4.0 267 .. ..
146 Pakistan 1.1 1.6 0.6 5.48 0.01 6.9 2.5 2.3 –2.4 855 24.8 13.1
148 Angola –3.9 0.3 –5.9 0.10 h 0.87 28.5 2.8 0.3 0.9 425 .. ..
149 Myanmar .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.0 0.2 –2.1 311 2.9 0.2
150 Cameroon 0.0 2.4 0.5 0.87 0.24 12.6 1.4 1.0 –0.2 298 23.2 5.4
151 Madagascar 9.9 5.4 .. .. .. 12.9 0.4 0.2 –0.1 196 5.5 2.1
152 tanzania, United Republic of 1.9 13.0 4.6 0.11 0.55 15.7 0.7 1.5 –1.4 783 3.8 3.2
153 Nigeria 3.1 1.2 4.9 5.10 0.02 14.9 0.6 0.7 –0.4 1,414 18.7 11.8
154 Senegal 1.8 7.3 3.1 10.47 1.12 13.6 5.0 1.6 –2.3 875 86.5 26.9
155 Mauritania 0.4 10.6 .. .. .. 11.9 3.5 2.9 0.6 .. 39.9 15.8
156 Papua New Guinea 0.3 5.5 –0.8 0.16 3.41 32.9 0.9 0.4 0.0 114 h .. ..
157 Nepal 0.5 5.1 0.5 21.66 0.20 19.2 3.3 3.2 –0.7 603 12.9 ..
158 Lesotho 5.4 9.5 5.5 34.23 0.88 .. 20.5 0.3 –1.9 414 .. ..
159 togo 1.3 13.3 –0.6 10.49 2.27 21.5 5.4 2.7 –0.2 150 34.9 10.2
160 Yemen 0.2 2.3 –1.8 3.99 1.09 13.2 4.7 2.1 –1.2 536 76.6 4.6
161 Haiti 2.3 45.5 2.3 22.59 2.03 16.3 9.9 0.3 –5.0 423 .. ..
161 Uganda 4.7 10.2 6.3 5.32 3.50 15.6 2.2 1.9 –0.9 946 .. 4.9
163 Zambia 10.3 6.4 4.6 0.27 0.42 12.1 1.4 1.8 –1.4 815 .. ..
164 Djibouti 9.2 14.9 e 9.2 3.09 e .. .. 1.5 13.0 0.0 53 41.1 209.2
165 Gambia 3.2 11.9 3.2 11.02 5.53 20.1 3.7 16.6 –1.7 91 h .. ..
166 Benin 1.7 10.5 1.1 3.78 1.34 12.2 5.8 2.5 1.2 199 h 40.8 23.9
167 Rwanda 0.8 18.5 1.1 1.63 1.27 16.5 2.6 4.5 0.3 666 9.2 3.0
168 Côte d’Ivoire 1.8 3.9 1.4 0.78 3.29 17.9 5.4 11.2 –3.8 .. .. ..
169 Comoros 1.7 12.5 .. .. .. 25.4 5.6 2.0 –2.9 15 .. ..
170 Malawi 2.8 20.8 1.4 .. .. 3.5 1.4 1.8 –0.3 746 .. 0.9
171 Sudan 3.1 3.4 3.1 2.95 0.00 0.3 2.2 1.7 0.7 420 10.4 16.0
172 Zimbabwe 1.4 10.1 .. .. .. .. 9.9 2.9 –14.3 2,239 16.0 21.8
173 Ethiopia 1.0 11.9 2.0 0.76 0.09 .. 0.7 0.6 –0.8 330 5.7 0.4
174 Liberia 45.8 175.5 45.8 2.71 0.10 .. 10.5 2.3 16.7 .. 24.5 28.0
175 Afghanistan 0.4 42.4 .. .. .. 25.9 8.1 0.3 –2.6 .. 4.9 2.5
176 Guinea-Bissau 1.1 16.7 1.4 5.76 2.03 22.6 6.8 1.2 –1.4 30 .. ..
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FINANCIAL FLOwS

Total reserves 
minus gold

HUMAN MOBILITY

Foreign 
direct 

investment, 
net inflows 

Net official 
development 
assistance 
receiveda

Private 
capital flows

Remittances 
(% of GDP)

Migration
International 

inbound 
tourism

International 
telephone traffic 

(minutes per person)
Stock of 

emigrantsb
Stock of 

immigrants 
Net migration 

rate

(% of GDP) (% of GNI) (% of GDP) Inflows outflows (% of GDP) (% of population)
(per 1,000 

people) (thousands) Incoming outgoing

HDI rank 2007–2011c 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2007–2011c 2010 2010 2005/2010d 2010 2005–2010c 2005–2010c

177 Sierra Leone 4.5 24.4 36.9 3.01 0.31 19.6 4.6 1.8 2.2 39 .. ..
178 Burundi 0.0 31.0 0.1 1.39 0.06 12.6 4.2 0.7 9.5 201 .. ..
178 Guinea 2.1 5.1 22.7 1.28 0.92 .. 5.2 3.8 –6.3 30 i .. ..
180 Central African Republic 3.6 13.2 .. .. .. 7.1 2.9 1.8 0.2 52 5.5 6.6
181 Eritrea 2.6 7.7 .. .. .. 4.4 18.0 0.3 2.3 84 22.9 1.7
182 Mali 1.6 12.1 –0.6 4.63 1.77 13.0 7.6 1.2 –1.4 169 8.8 14.1
183 Burkina Faso 0.4 12.0 0.4 1.08 1.13 9.4 9.7 6.4 –1.6 274 .. ..
184 Chad 9.1 6.2 .. .. .. 10.0 2.1 3.4 –1.4 31 .. ..
185 Mozambique 8.6 21.4 16.1 1.43 0.87 19.3 5.0 1.9 –0.2 2,224 5.9 2.6
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 22.4 29.0 .. .. .. 8.1 1.3 0.7 –0.1 53 3.9 3.1
186 Niger 17.5 13.8 13.4 1.63 0.41 11.2 2.4 1.3 –0.4 66 .. ..

NOTES
a A negative value refers to net official development 

assistance disbursed by donor countries.
b Some values may exceed 100% (see Definitions).
c Data refer to the most recent year available 

during the period specified.
d Data are average annual estimates for 2005–2010.
e Refers to 2009.
f Refers to 2007.
g Refers to 2006.
h Refers to 2008.

DEFINITIONS

Foreign direct investment, net inflows: Sum 
of equity capital, reinvestment of earnings, other 
long-term capital and short-term capital, expressed 
as a percentage of GDP.

Net official development assistance received: 
Disbursements of loans made on concessional 
terms (net of repayments of principal) and grants by 
official agencies to promote economic development 
and welfare in countries and territories in part I 
of the Development Assistance Committee list of 
aid recipients, expressed as a percentage of the 
recipient country’s GNI.

Private capital flows: Net foreign direct 
investment and portfolio investment, expressed as a 
percentage of GDP.

Remittances, inflows: Earnings and material 
resources transferred by international migrants or 
refugees to recipients in their country of origin or 
countries where they formerly resided.

Remittances, outflows: Current transfers by 
migrant workers and wages and salaries earned 
by nonresident workers. Remittances are classified 
as current private transfers from migrant workers 
resident in the host country for more than a year, 
irrespective of their immigration status, to recipients 
in their country of origin. Migrants’ transfers are 
defined as the net worth of migrants who are 
expected to remain in the host country for more 
than one year that is transferred from one country to 
another at the time of migration. Compensation of 
employees is the income of migrants who have lived 
in the host country for less than a year. Data are 
expressed as a share of GDP.

Total reserves minus gold: Sum of special 
drawing rights, reserves of International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) members held by the IMF and holdings 
of foreign exchange under the control of monetary 
authorities, excluding gold holdings, expressed as a 
percentage of GDP.

Stock of emigrants: Ratio of the stock of 
emigrants from a country to the population (not to 
the sum of population and emigrants), expressed 
as a percentage of the country’s population. the 
definition of emigrant varies across countries but 
generally refers to residents that left the country 
with the intention to remain abroad for more than 
a year.

Stock of immigrants: Ratio of the stock of 
immigrants into a country, expressed as a 
percentage of the country’s population. the 
definition of immigrant varies across countries 
but generally includes the stock of foreign-born 
people or the stock of foreign people (according to 
citizenship) or the combination of the two.

Net migration rate: Ratio of the difference 
between the number of in-migrants and out-
migrants from a country during a specified period to 
the average population during the period, expressed 
per 1,000 people.

International inbound tourism: Arrivals of 
nonresident visitors (overnight visitors, tourists, 
same-day visitors, excursionists) at national borders.

International telephone traffic, incoming: 
Effective (completed) telephone calls (fixed and 
mobile) originating outside a given country with a 

destination inside the country, expressed in minutes 
of traffic per person.

International telephone traffic, outgoing: 
Effective (completed) telephone calls (fixed and 
mobile) originating in a given country with a 
destination outside the country, expressed in 
minutes of traffic per person.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 3–6: World Bank (2012a).

Column 2: World Bank (2012a) and oECD–DAC 
(2012).

Column 7: HDRo calculations based on data from 
World Bank (2011) and UNDESA (2011).

Column 8: HDRo calculations based on data from 
World Bank (2011) and population data from World 
Bank (2012a).

Column 9: UNDESA (2011).

Column 10: UN Wto (2012).

Columns 11 and 12: HDRo calculations based on 
incoming and outgoing total telephone traffic data 
from ItU (2012).

 

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.3 0.2 0.0 .. .. ..
Marshall Islands 5.3 45.9 .. .. .. .. 16.6 2.7 .. 5 .. ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. 56.3 71.6 .. 279 .. ..
Nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. 1.2 9.9 37.0 .. 120 .. ..
Somalia .. .. .. .. .. 20.7 8.7 0.2 –6.8 .. .. ..
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu 4.8 26.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2 .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 2.7 .. 0.9 0.31 0.50 7.8 3.6 11.3 4.0 534,968 .. 189.8
High human development 2.7 0.2 2.2 0.99 1.25 23.2 6.7 4.5 –0.3 199,071 62.5 24.9
Medium human development 2.8 0.2 2.8 1.81 0.13 33.8 1.6 0.7 –0.6 163,618 .. ..
Low human development 2.3 5.5 1.9 4.91 0.46 13.6 2.8 1.6 –1.5 19,020 .. ..

Regions
Arab States 2.4 .. 0.5 2.29 3.76 43.7 5.4 8.0 3.3 76,540 .. ..
East Asia and the Pacific 3.1 0.1 .. .. .. 40.3 1.1 0.3 –0.5 116,484 .. ..
Europe and Central Asia 3.4 .. 1.8 1.22 0.81 19.4 10.3 6.5 –0.1 149,901 90.3 49.2
Latin America and the Caribbean 2.7 0.2 3.7 1.15 0.12 13.1 5.3 1.1 –1.8 66,379 101.7 23.9
South Asia 1.3 0.7 2.6 3.60 0.23 14.0 1.6 0.8 –1.1 11,008 19.5 ..
Sub-Saharan Africa 2.7 3.8 2.8 1.99 0.52 15.0 2.5 2.1 –0.5 30,141 .. ..

Least developed countries 2.4 8.3 1.5 5.09 .. 14.8 3.3 1.4 –1.4 16,915 .. ..
Small island developing states 2.7 3.4 5.0 6.13 1.05 16.7 12.5 1.8 –3.5 15,782 .. ..
world 2.7 0.0 1.4 0.76 0.53 14.7 2.9 3.1 0.0 917,082 .. ..
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Innovation and technology
Ta

b
lE 12

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT INNOVATION TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION

 Expenditure Researchers 

Graduates in 
science and 
engineeringa

Patents granted 
to residents and 

nonresidents 

Royalty and 
licence fees 

receipts
Electrification 

rate
Personal 

computers Internet users

Fixed broadband 
Internet 

subscriptions

Fixed and mobile 
telephone 

subscribers

(% of  
GDP)

(per million 
people)

(% of  
total) (per million people) ($ per capita) (% of population) (per 100 people)

HDI rank 2005–2010b 2002–2010b 2002–2011b 2005–2010b 2005–2011b 2009 2002–2009b 2010 2010 2010

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 1.8 5,503.7 15.3 334.0 101.9 99.7 c 62.9 93.3 35.3 149.3
2 Australia 2.3 4,258.5 18.1 653.7 32.7 99.7 c 60.3 75.9 24.2 139.7
3 United States 2.8 4,673.2 15.5 707.6 387.1 99.7 c 80.6 74.2 27.6 139.0
4 Netherlands 1.8 2,817.6 14.0 117.6 320.8 99.7 c 91.2 90.7 38.1 158.9
5 Germany 2.8 3,780.1 28.6 166.2 174.9 99.7 c 65.6 82.5 31.7 183.7
6 New Zealand 1.2 4,323.7 20.5 995.2 53.5 99.7 c 52.6 83.0 24.9 157.7
7 Ireland 1.8 3,372.5 21.6 54.4 574.2 99.7 c 58.2 69.8 21.1 151.5
7 Sweden 3.6 5,017.6 25.0 147.1 619.4 99.7 c 88.1 90.0 31.8 168.6
9 Switzerland 3.0 3,319.8 21.6 96.7 .. 99.7 c 96.2 82.2 37.9 177.7

10 Japan 3.4 5,189.3 20.6 1,759.9 226.8 99.7 c 40.7 77.6 26.9 126.4
11 Canada 2.0 4,334.7 21.1 562.1 114.4 99.7 c 94.5 81.3 29.8 120.3
12 Korea, Republic of 3.4 4,946.9 31.5 1,428.8 86.8 99.7 c 57.6 82.5 35.7 162.3
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 0.8 2,759.5 34.7 758.9 56.6 99.7 c 69.3 71.8 29.9 256.9
13 Iceland 2.6 7,428.1 14.5 434.2 0.1 99.7 c 52.7 95.6 34.1 168.1
15 Denmark 3.0 6,390.3 19.6 27.9 .. 99.7 c 54.9 88.8 37.7 172.2
16 Israel 4.3 .. .. 502.0 137.3 99.7 24.2 65.4 25.1 172.5
17 Belgium 2.0 3,490.7 16.3 49.7 232.1 99.7 c 37.7 73.7 31.5 154.1
18 Austria 2.7 4,122.1 28.8 134.6 92.6 99.7 c 60.7 72.7 23.9 184.6
18 Singapore 2.7 5,834.0 .. 873.3 367.7 100.0 74.3 71.1 24.9 184.8
20 France 2.2 3,689.8 26.2 157.7 240.0 99.7 c 63.1 77.5 34.0 151.8
21 Finland 3.8 7,647.4 29.4 172.1 556.5 99.7 c 50.0 86.9 28.6 179.7
21 Slovenia 1.9 3,678.8 18.2 123.2 42.7 99.7 c 42.5 69.3 24.2 148.0
23 Spain 1.4 2,931.8 25.3 60.2 23.0 99.7 c 39.3 65.8 22.9 155.9
24 Liechtenstein .. .. 19.8 .. .. 99.7 c .. 80.0 63.8 152.9
25 Italy 1.3 1,690.0 20.5 303.4 59.8 99.7 c 36.7 53.7 21.9 185.3
26 Luxembourg 1.7 4,824.8 32.5 171.4 890.0 99.7 c 67.3 90.1 33.2 197.1
26 United Kingdom 1.8 3,794.2 21.7 90.2 226.3 99.7 c 80.2 84.7 31.6 184.0
28 Czech Republic 1.5 2,754.8 23.8 86.8 10.2 99.7 c 27.4 68.6 14.5 159.7
29 Greece 0.6 1,849.5 24.9 42.2 6.1 99.7 c 9.4 44.6 19.9 154.6
30 Brunei Darussalam .. 286.3 21.9 107.2 .. 99.7 c 9.1 50.0 5.4 129.1
31 Cyprus 0.5 752.0 13.7 17.2 2.1 99.7 c 30.9 53.0 17.6 131.2
32 Malta 0.6 1,168.1 15.0 9.6 81.0 .. .. 63.1 28.0 169.2
33 Andorra .. .. .. .. .. 99.7 c .. 81.0 28.9 122.2
33 Estonia 1.4 3,210.3 19.4 89.5 16.9 99.7 c 25.5 74.2 25.1 159.3
35 Slovakia 0.5 2,437.7 20.6 68.8 0.7 99.7 c 58.1 79.9 12.7 129.4
36 Qatar .. .. 24.0 .. .. 98.7 16.0 81.6 8.2 149.4
37 Hungary 1.1 2,005.9 15.1 6.5 102.8 99.7 c 25.6 65.2 19.6 149.9
38 Barbados .. .. 8.7 .. 12.6 99.7 c 14.8 70.0 20.6 177.9
39 Poland 0.7 1,597.5 15.7 78.5 7.1 99.7 c 16.9 62.5 13.0 143.0
40 Chile 0.4 354.8 20.4 59.6 3.7 98.5 14.1 45.0 10.5 136.2
41 Lithuania 0.8 2,541.1 21.0 25.3 0.2 99.7 c 24.2 62.8 20.6 171.1
41 United Arab Emirates .. .. 27.3 .. .. 100.0 30.0 78.0 10.5 165.1
43 Portugal 1.7 4,307.8 33.8 13.1 5.7 99.7 c 18.2 51.3 19.2 185.0
44 Latvia 0.5 1,601.2 14.3 81.7 4.5 99.7 c 32.7 71.5 19.3 126.8
45 Argentina 0.5 1,045.5 14.3 30.6 4.7 97.2 9.0 36.0 9.6 166.5
46 Seychelles 0.3 155.7 .. .. 21.6 99.7 c 21.2 40.8 7.3 160.5
47 Croatia 0.8 1,571.3 24.4 18.6 5.3 99.7 c 18.0 60.1 18.3 186.2

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain .. .. .. .. .. 99.4 55.0 55.0 5.4 142.2
49 Bahamas .. .. .. .. .. .. 12.5 43.0 7.2 162.6
50 Belarus 0.6 .. 26.6 127.4 2.1 .. .. 32.1 17.4 152.5
51 Uruguay 0.7 346.1 13.6 8.6 0.1 98.3 13.6 47.9 10.9 160.8
52 Montenegro 1.1 .. .. 418.1 .. .. .. 52.0 8.3 211.9
52 Palau .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.2 105.0
54 Kuwait 0.1 151.9 .. .. .. 100.0 26.5 38.3 1.7 181.5
55 Russian Federation 1.3 3,091.4 28.1 212.1 6.1 .. 13.3 43.4 11.0 199.4
56 Romania 0.5 894.8 21.7 20.8 13.7 .. 19.2 40.0 13.9 135.9
57 Bulgaria 0.5 1,586.7 18.8 33.5 2.5 .. 11.0 46.0 14.5 164.9
57 Saudi Arabia 0.1 .. 35.8 7.1 .. 99.0 65.7 41.0 5.5 203.0
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 Expenditure Researchers 

Graduates in 
science and 
engineeringa

Patents granted 
to residents and 

nonresidents 

Royalty and 
licence fees 

receipts
Electrification 

rate
Personal 

computers Internet users

Fixed broadband 
Internet 

subscriptions

Fixed and mobile 
telephone 

subscribers

(% of  
GDP)

(per million 
people)

(% of  
total) (per million people) ($ per capita) (% of population) (per 100 people)

HDI rank 2005–2010b 2002–2010b 2002–2011b 2005–2010b 2005–2011b 2009 2002–2009b 2010 2010 2010

59 Cuba 0.5 .. 3.3 12.4 .. 97.0 5.6 15.9 0.0 19.2
59 Panama 0.2 111.3 19.2 107.5 .. 88.1 6.3 42.7 7.8 200.4
61 Mexico 0.4 347.3 25.6 82.9 .. .. 13.9 31.1 10.0 98.1
62 Costa Rica 0.4 257.4 11.9 9.7 0.9 99.3 23.2 36.5 6.2 96.9
63 Grenada .. .. .. .. 0.7 .. 15.6 33.6 13.8 144.5
64 Libya .. .. .. .. .. 99.8 2.3 14.0 1.1 190.8
64 Malaysia 0.6 364.6 37.7 76.7 9.5 99.4 22.7 56.3 7.3 135.3
64 Serbia 0.9 1,060.1 23.7 43.3 7.8 .. 17.6 43.1 11.2 178.7
67 Antigua and Barbuda .. .. .. 104.7 .. .. 20.6 80.6 8.0 232.2
67 trinidad and tobago 0.0 .. 30.4 67.6 .. 99.0 13.2 48.5 10.8 163.1
69 Kazakhstan 0.2 .. .. 10.9 0.0 .. .. 33.4 8.9 143.7
70 Albania 0.2 146.8 6.1 108.9 4.1 .. 4.6 45.0 3.3 152.3
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of .. 182.6 .. .. .. 99.0 9.3 35.9 5.4 121.3
72 Dominica .. .. .. .. 0.2 .. 18.8 47.3 13.9 178.0
72 Georgia 0.2 .. 8.2 59.3 1.0 .. 5.4 26.3 5.8 114.2
72 Lebanon .. .. 25.0 .. 1.7 99.9 10.3 31.0 4.7 89.0
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis .. .. .. .. .. .. 22.7 76.6 27.9 191.9
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 0.8 750.7 44.4 63.9 .. 98.4 10.5 13.0 0.7 127.5
77 Peru .. .. .. 12.6 0.1 85.7 10.2 34.3 3.1 111.0
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 0.2 471.6 21.4 163.7 4.7 .. 36.6 51.9 12.5 124.6
78 Ukraine 0.9 1,353.1 26.3 85.2 2.3 .. 4.5 44.6 6.5 145.8
80 Mauritius 0.4 .. .. 6.2 1.7 99.4 17.6 28.7 6.1 123.2
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.0 197.2 .. 46.0 3.4 .. 6.4 52.0 8.2 109.3
82 Azerbaijan 0.3 .. 16.6 22.9 0.0 .. 8.0 46.7 5.0 117.1
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines .. .. .. .. .. .. 15.2 .. 11.4 140.8
84 oman .. .. 38.9 .. .. 98.0 18.0 62.0 1.6 175.6
85 Brazil 1.1 695.7 12.2 16.7 3.0 98.3 16.1 40.7 6.8 125.7
85 Jamaica .. .. .. 15.9 1.8 92.0 6.8 26.5 4.3 127.5
87 Armenia 0.3 .. 15.9 40.1 .. .. 9.7 44.0 2.8 144.2
88 Saint Lucia .. .. .. 203.6 .. .. 16.0 40.1 11.6 135.9
89 Ecuador 0.3 106.1 12.8 1.9 .. 92.2 12.5 29.0 1.4 116.6
90 turkey 0.8 803.9 20.9 9.0 .. .. 6.4 39.8 9.7 107.2
91 Colombia 0.2 157.2 23.2 13.8 1.3 93.6 11.2 36.5 5.6 111.6
92 Sri Lanka 0.1 96.3 .. 24.2 .. 76.6 3.7 12.0 1.1 100.4
93 Algeria 0.1 170.1 28.0 6.3 0.1 99.3 1.1 12.5 2.5 100.7
94 tunisia 1.1 1,862.5 .. .. 2.4 99.5 9.7 36.6 4.6 117.6

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 tonga .. .. .. .. .. .. 5.9 12.0 1.0 82.0
96 Belize .. .. .. 24.4 7.0 .. 14.4 12.6 2.9 65.1
96 Dominican Republic .. .. .. .. .. 95.9 2.2 39.5 3.6 99.8
96 Fiji .. .. .. .. 0.6 .. 6.1 14.8 2.7 96.3
96 Samoa .. .. .. 60.7 .. .. 2.3 7.0 0.1 110.2

100 Jordan 0.4 .. 25.1 10.3 .. 99.9 7.6 38.9 3.2 117.5
101 China 1.5 1,198.9 .. 100.7 0.6 99.4 5.7 34.4 9.4 86.2
102 turkmenistan .. .. .. .. .. .. 7.3 2.2 0.0 73.7
103 thailand 0.2 315.5 .. 11.2 2.2 99.3 6.6 21.2 4.6 113.6
104 Maldives .. .. .. .. 26.5 .. 20.0 28.3 4.8 171.6
105 Suriname .. .. .. .. 1.3 .. 4.0 31.6 3.0 185.7
106 Gabon 0.6 .. .. .. .. 36.7 3.4 7.2 0.3 109.0
107 El Salvador 0.1 .. 26.4 .. 0.0 86.4 5.8 15.9 2.8 140.5
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of .. 120.3 .. .. 0.7 77.5 2.4 20.0 1.0 80.8
108 Mongolia 0.2 .. 17.1 34.8 0.8 67.0 25.8 12.9 2.6 98.1
110 Palestine, State of .. 144.3 16.5 .. 1.4 .. 5.5 36.4 .. ..
111 Paraguay 0.1 74.8 .. .. 45.2 96.7 7.8 19.8 0.4 97.3
112 Egypt 0.2 420.4 .. 4.0 1.6 99.6 4.1 26.7 1.8 99.0
113 Moldova, Republic of 0.5 794.1 .. 36.9 1.5 .. 11.8 40.1 7.5 121.5
114 Philippines 0.1 78.5 23.8 3.8 0.1 89.7 7.2 25.0 1.8 92.9
114 Uzbekistan .. .. 21.1 7.0 .. .. 3.1 19.4 0.3 80.8
116 Syrian Arab Republic .. .. .. 2.4 0.1 92.7 9.4 20.7 0.3 77.6
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. .. .. .. .. 5.5 20.0 0.9 32.4
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table 12 InnovatIon and technology

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT INNOVATION TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION
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Royalty and 
licence fees 

receipts
Electrification 
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computers Internet users

Fixed broadband 
Internet 
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(% of  
GDP)
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(% of  
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HDI rank 2005–2010b 2002–2010b 2002–2011b 2005–2010b 2005–2011b 2009 2002–2009b 2010 2010 2010

118 Guyana .. .. 14.4 .. 62.2 .. 3.6 29.9 1.5 93.4
119 Botswana 0.5 .. 13.0 .. 0.1 45.4 6.1 6.0 0.6 124.6
120 Honduras .. .. 6.8 .. .. 70.3 2.5 11.1 1.0 133.9
121 Indonesia 0.1 89.6 22.8 .. 0.3 64.5 2.0 9.9 0.8 107.5
121 Kiribati .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.1 9.0 0.9 14.1
121 South Africa 0.9 395.6 .. 106.3 1.3 75.0 8.4 12.3 1.5 109.2
124 vanuatu .. .. .. .. 0.7 .. 1.4 8.0 0.2 121.0
125 Kyrgyzstan 0.2 .. 15.2 20.4 0.3 .. 1.9 19.6 0.3 105.8
125 tajikistan 0.1 .. 26.0 0.4 0.1 .. 1.3 11.5 0.1 91.7
127 viet Nam .. 115.9 .. 9.4 .. 97.6 9.7 27.9 4.1 196.0
128 Namibia .. .. 2.6 .. 0.0 34.0 23.2 6.5 0.4 73.9
129 Nicaragua .. .. .. .. .. 72.1 4.1 10.0 0.8 69.6
130 Morocco 0.6 661.0 34.9 25.3 0.2 97.0 5.7 49.0 1.6 111.8
131 Iraq .. 49.5 29.4 .. 43.5 86.0 0.8 2.5 0.0 79.9
132 Cape verde .. 132.5 .. .. 0.0 .. 14.3 30.0 3.2 89.5
133 Guatemala 0.1 39.4 16.8 7.2 1.0 80.5 2.1 10.5 1.8 136.0
134 timor-Leste .. .. .. .. .. 22.0 .. 0.2 0.0 53.7
135 Ghana 0.2 17.3 16.7 .. .. 60.5 1.1 9.5 0.2 72.6
136 Equatorial Guinea .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.5 6.0 0.2 59.0
136 India 0.8 135.8 .. 5.1 0.1 75.0 3.2 7.5 0.9 64.3
138 Cambodia .. 17.4 12.5 .. 0.0 24.0 0.4 1.3 0.3 60.2
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic .. 15.8 12.8 .. .. 55.0 1.7 7.0 0.2 66.2
140 Bhutan .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.9 13.6 1.2 57.9
141 Swaziland .. .. 2.7 .. 0.2 .. 4.1 9.0 0.1 73.6
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo .. .. .. .. .. 37.1 0.5 5.0 0.0 94.2
143 Solomon Islands .. .. .. .. 0.0 .. 4.7 5.0 0.4 7.1
144 Sao tome and Principe .. .. .. .. .. .. 3.9 18.8 0.4 66.8
145 Kenya 0.4 56.2 .. 0.5 1.3 16.1 1.4 25.9 0.0 62.6
146 Bangladesh .. .. 10.6 0.6 0.0 41.0 2.5 3.7 0.0 46.8
146 Pakistan 0.5 161.9 .. 1.0 0.0 62.4 0.5 16.8 0.3 59.1
148 Angola .. .. 11.9 .. 0.7 26.2 0.7 10.0 0.1 48.3
149 Myanmar .. 18.4 .. .. .. 13.0 1.0 .. 0.0 2.5
150 Cameroon .. .. 21.0 .. 0.0 48.7 1.1 4.0 0.0 46.8
151 Madagascar 0.1 46.2 18.2 2.7 0.1 19.0 0.6 1.7 0.0 37.9
152 tanzania, United Republic of 0.4 .. 21.1 .. 0.0 13.9 0.9 11.0 0.0 47.2
153 Nigeria 0.2 38.6 .. .. .. 50.6 0.9 28.4 0.1 55.8
154 Senegal 0.4 384.1 .. .. 0.1 42.0 2.3 16.0 0.6 69.9
155 Mauritania .. .. .. .. .. .. 4.4 3.0 0.2 81.4
156 Papua New Guinea .. .. .. 0.2 .. .. 6.4 1.3 0.1 29.6
157 Nepal .. 58.7 23.2 0.0 .. 43.6 0.5 7.9 0.2 33.5
158 Lesotho 0.0 21.3 .. .. .. 16.0 0.2 3.9 0.0 47.3
159 togo .. 38.2 .. .. 0.0 20.0 3.4 5.4 0.1 44.2
160 Yemen .. .. .. .. 1.4 39.6 2.8 12.3 0.3 50.4
161 Haiti .. .. .. .. .. 38.5 5.2 8.4 .. 40.5
161 Uganda 0.4 .. 9.5 .. 0.8 9.0 1.7 12.5 0.2 39.4
163 Zambia 0.3 43.3 .. .. .. 18.8 1.1 10.1 0.1 42.8
164 Djibouti .. .. 46.5 .. .. .. 4.2 6.5 0.9 20.7
165 Gambia 0.0 .. .. 4.4 .. .. 3.6 9.2 0.0 88.3
166 Benin .. .. .. .. 0.0 24.8 0.7 3.1 0.0 81.5
167 Rwanda .. 11.9 .. 2.1 0.0 .. 0.3 13.0 0.0 33.8
168 Côte d’Ivoire .. 70.4 .. .. 0.0 47.3 1.8 2.6 0.0 77.6
169 Comoros .. .. 12.0 .. .. .. 0.8 5.1 0.0 25.3
170 Malawi .. 29.9 .. .. .. 9.0 0.2 2.3 0.0 21.5
171 Sudan 0.3 .. .. 4.4 0.1 35.9 10.8 .. 0.4 41.4
172 Zimbabwe .. .. 24.8 .. .. 41.5 7.6 11.5 0.3 64.3
173 Ethiopia 0.2 20.8 20.9 0.2 0.0 17.0 0.7 0.7 0.0 9.4
174 Liberia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 7.0 0.0 39.5
175 Afghanistan .. .. .. .. .. 15.5 0.3 3.7 0.0 38.2
176 Guinea-Bissau .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.2 2.5 .. 39.5
177 Sierra Leone .. .. .. .. 0.2 .. .. .. .. 34.3
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178 Burundi .. .. 9.6 .. 0.0 .. 0.9 2.1 0.0 14.1
178 Guinea .. .. .. .. 0.0 .. 0.5 1.0 0.0 40.3
180 Central African Republic .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.3 2.3 .. 22.4
181 Eritrea .. .. 7.9 .. .. 32.0 1.0 5.4 0.0 4.6
182 Mali 0.2 37.7 .. .. 0.0 .. 0.7 2.7 0.0 49.2
183 Burkina Faso 0.2 45.1 23.3 .. 0.0 14.6 0.6 1.4 0.1 35.5
184 Chad .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.2 1.7 0.0 24.3
185 Mozambique 0.2 15.8 12.1 1.8 0.0 11.7 1.4 4.2 0.1 31.3
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 0.5 .. .. .. .. 11.1 0.0 0.7 0.0 18.0
186 Niger .. 7.8 .. .. 0.0 .. 0.1 0.8 0.0 25.1

NOTES

a Includes graduates in manufacturing and 
construction.

b Data refer to the most recent year available 
during the period specified.

c In the absence of data on electrification rate, 
99.7% is assumed.

DEFINITIONS

Research and development expenditure: 
Current and capital expenditures (both public and 
private) on creative work undertaken systematically 
to increase knowledge and the use of knowledge for 
new applications. It covers basic research, applied 
research and experimental development.

Researchers in research and development: 
Professionals engaged in the conception or creation 
of new knowledge, products, processes, methods 
or systems and in the management of the projects 

concerned. Postgraduate doctoral students (ISCED97 
level 6) engaged in research and development are 
included.

Graduates in science and engineering: People 
who have successfully completed the final year 
of a level or sublevel of education in science and 
engineering.

Patents granted to residents and nonresidents: 
Number of exclusive rights granted for an invention, 
which is a product or a process that provides a new 
way of doing something or offers a new technical 
solution to a problem, expressed per 1 million people.

Royalty and licence fee receipts: Payments 
and receipts between residents and nonresidents 
for the authorized use of intangible, nonproduced, 
nonfinancial assets and proprietary rights (such as 
patents, copyrights, trademarks, industrial processes 
and franchises) and for the use, through licensing 
agreements, of produced originals of prototypes 
(such as films and manuscripts).

Electrification rate: Number of people with access 
to electricity, expressed as a percentage of total 
population. It includes electricity sold commercially 
(both on-grid and off-grid) and self-generated 
electricity but not unauthorized connections.

Personal computers: Number of self-contained 
computers designed for use by a single individual, 
expressed per 100 people.

Internet users: People with access to the 
worldwide network, expressed per 100 people.

Fixed broadband Internet subscriptions: 
Broadband high-speed access to the public Internet 
(a tCP/IP connection), at speeds equal to or 
greater than 256 kilobits per second, in one or both 
directions, expressed per 100 people

Fixed and mobile telephone subscribers: 
Sum of telephone lines and mobile subscribers, 
expressed per 100 people.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 2: World Bank (2012a).

Column 3: UNESCo Institute for Statistics (2012).

Column 4: HDRo calculation based on data from 
WIPo (2012) and population data from UNDESA 
(2011).

Column 5: HDRo calculations based on data on 
royalty and licence fee receipts from World Bank 
(2012b).

Column 6: IEA (2012).

Column 7: World Bank (2012c).

Columns 8 and 9: ItU (2012).

Column 10: HDRo calculations based on data on 
cellular subscribers and telephone lines from ItU 
(2012) and population data from UNDESA (2011).

 

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of .. .. .. 258.4 .. 26.0 .. .. .. 6.6
Marshall Islands .. .. .. .. .. .. 9.6 .. .. 15.2
Monaco 0.0 308.1 .. 141.2 .. .. .. .. .. ..
Nauru .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 3.9 ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. .. 78.9 .. 32.0 144.9
Somalia .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.9 .. .. 8.0
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. 8.7 25.0 3.3 41.9

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 2.5 3,854.0 20.3 566.2 210.9 99.6 58.3 72.8 26.5 153.2
High human development 0.8 .. .. 63.4 .. .. 13.6 35.8 7.1 133.5
Medium human development .. .. .. .. .. .. 4.6 20.8 4.4 84.5
Low human development .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.5 10.7 0.1 42.7

Regions
Arab States .. .. .. .. .. 86.7 10.8 27.2 2.0 99.6
East Asia and the Pacific .. .. .. .. .. .. 5.6 29.8 7.2 92.2
Europe and Central Asia 1.0 1,948.2 23.9 93.8 8.2 .. 12.3 43.4 10.0 150.0
Latin America and the Caribbean .. .. .. .. .. 93.4 12.2 34.1 6.6 116.7
South Asia .. .. .. 7.0 .. 70.1 3.0 8.4 0.7 64.4
Sub-Saharan Africa .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.6 11.3 0.2 47.1

Least developed countries .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.7 4.8 0.1 34.5
Small island developing states .. .. .. .. .. .. 5.6 18.7 2.2 62.7
world .. .. .. .. .. .. 14.1 30.0 7.7 95.2
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PRIMARY 
ENERGY SUPPLY EMISSIONS NATURAL RESOURCES IMPACTS

Fossil 
fuels Renewables 

Carbon dioxide
Greenhouse 

gas Natural 
resource 
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Agricultural 
land 

Number of 
deaths due 
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Population 
living on 
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landTotal Per capita Per capita

(% of total) (megatonnes) (tonnes)

(average 
annual % 
growth)
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dioxide 
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(% of total 
renewable 

water 
resources)

(% of all 
species)

(% of land 
area)

(annual 
average 

per million 
people) (%)

HDI rank 2009 2009 2008 2008 1970/2008 2005 2010 2010 1990/2010 2003–2012a 2011 2009 2005/2011 2010

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 58.8 43.3 50 10.5 1.0 5.8 10.2 33.1 10.2 0.8 6.9 3.3 0 ..
2 Australia 94.4 5.6 399 18.6 1.2 9.6 6.5 19.4 –3.4 4.6 18.5 53.2 3 9.0
3 United States 84.1 5.4 5,461 18.0 –0.4 3.7 0.9 33.2 2.6 15.6 19.9 44.1 1 1.0
4 Netherlands 93.1 4.0 174 10.6 –0.1 2.4 0.8 10.8 5.8 11.7 5.4 56.8 12 5.0
5 Germany 79.5 8.7 787 9.6 .. 1.9 0.1 31.8 3.1 21.0 10.5 48.4 12 8.0
6 New Zealand 63.7 36.1 33 7.8 1.1 10.0 .. 30.9 7.1 1.5 20.4 43.6 0 5.0
7 Ireland 95.0 4.5 44 9.9 1.1 5.8 0.2 10.7 58.9 1.5 7.3 60.8 0 ..
7 Sweden 32.7 34.8 49 5.3 –2.0 2.1 0.4 68.7 3.4 1.5 4.9 7.5 0 ..
9 Switzerland 53.3 17.7 40 5.3 –0.6 1.2 0.0 31.0 7.7 4.9 6.6 38.1 14 ..

10 Japan 81.0 3.3 1,208 9.5 0.7 1.0 0.0 68.5 0.1 20.9 13.7 12.6 1 ..
11 Canada 74.9 16.9 544 16.3 0.1 4.7 2.3 34.1 0.0 1.6 7.2 7.4 0 3.0
12 Korea, Republic of .. .. 509 10.5 4.9 1.2 0.0 63.0 –2.3 36.5 9.5 19.1 1 3.0
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 95.1 0.4 39 5.5 2.6 0.5 0.0 .. .. .. 8.3 .. 0 ..
13 Iceland 15.7 84.2 2 7.0 0.1 3.3 0.0 0.3 243.7 0.1 8.4 22.8 .. ..
15 Denmark 80.4 17.4 46 8.4 –1.1 2.9 1.7 12.8 22.3 10.8 6.3 62.1 0 9.0
16 Israel 96.5 5.0 38 5.2 –0.2 1.1 0.2 7.1 16.7 101.9 11.2 24.1 1 13.0
17 Belgium 73.6 3.9 105 9.8 –0.7 1.8 0.0 22.4 0.1 34.0 5.5 45.0 20 10.0
18 Austria 70.2 27.8 68 8.1 0.5 1.9 0.2 47.1 2.9 4.7 11.6 38.4 4 3.0
18 Singapore 99.8 0.1 32 6.7 –0.7 1.4 0.0 3.3 0.0 31.7 13.7 1.0 .. ..
20 France 51.0 7.7 377 5.9 –1.0 2.3 0.0 29.0 9.8 15.0 12.8 53.4 33 4.0
21 Finland 54.0 23.8 57 10.6 0.5 3.4 0.1 72.9 1.2 1.5 4.4 7.6 0 ..
21 Slovenia 69.3 12.7 17 8.5 .. 2.6 0.3 62.2 5.5 3.0 11.8 23.2 15 8.0
23 Spain 79.9 9.6 329 7.2 2.0 1.7 0.0 36.4 31.5 29.0 17.7 55.5 33 1.0
24 Liechtenstein .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 43.1 6.2 .. 1.1 40.6 .. ..
25 Italy 87.5 9.7 445 7.4 0.8 1.4 0.1 31.1 20.5 23.7 13.5 47.3 33 2.0
26 Luxembourg 88.8 3.1 11 21.5 –1.7 3.5 0.0 33.5 1.1 1.9 2.8 50.6 33 ..
26 United Kingdom 87.3 3.2 523 8.5 –0.8 1.8 1.3 11.9 10.3 8.8 10.1 71.6 1 3.0
28 Czech Republic 79.6 5.8 117 11.2 .. 2.1 0.5 34.4 1.1 14.8 5.0 54.9 5 4.0
29 Greece 92.4 6.4 98 8.7 3.1 1.4 0.3 30.3 18.3 12.7 16.3 63.6 1 1.0
30 Brunei Darussalam 100.0 0.0 11 27.5 –2.3 17.9 .. 72.1 –8.0 1.1 8.4 2.2 .. ..
31 Cyprus 95.7 3.9 9 7.9 2.8 1.3 0.0 18.7 7.5 19.3 7.7 13.5 0 11.0
32 Malta 99.9 0.1 3 6.2 2.8 0.9 .. 1.1 0.0 71.3 6.8 29.1 .. ..
33 Andorra .. .. 1 6.5 .. .. .. 35.6 0.0 .. 3.7 38.3 .. ..
33 Estonia 84.8 15.1 18 13.6 .. 2.3 1.6 52.3 6.1 14.0 3.5 22.0 0 5.0
35 Slovakia 69.5 7.3 38 6.9 .. 1.4 0.4 40.2 0.6 1.4 5.2 40.1 2 9.0
36 Qatar 100.0 0.0 68 49.1 –0.9 18.0 .. 0.0 0.0 455.2 7.3 5.6 .. ..
37 Hungary 74.2 7.4 55 5.4 –0.6 1.6 0.5 22.6 12.7 5.4 8.0 63.9 7 17.0
38 Barbados .. .. 1 5.0 2.7 .. .. 19.4 0.0 76.1 8.7 44.2 0 ..
39 Poland 92.8 6.7 316 8.3 –0.3 2.7 1.4 30.5 5.1 19.4 5.7 53.0 3 13.0
40 Chile 74.5 25.1 73 4.4 1.4 1.6 12.4 21.7 6.3 1.2 9.9 21.2 1 1.0
41 Lithuania 55.8 10.4 15 4.5 .. 2.5 0.6 34.5 11.1 9.6 4.1 42.9 1 5.0
41 United Arab Emirates 100.0 0.0 155 25.0 –2.5 6.2 .. 3.8 29.5 2,032.0 7.7 6.8 .. 2.0
43 Portugal 78.0 19.7 56 5.3 2.9 1.8 0.1 38.1 3.9 12.3 17.0 40.3 26 2.0
44 Latvia 59.5 37.1 8 3.3 .. 2.3 0.5 53.8 5.7 1.2 4.6 29.5 4 2.0
45 Argentina 89.4 7.0 192 4.8 0.9 3.9 4.9 10.7 –15.5 4.0 9.0 51.3 0 2.0
46 Seychelles .. .. 1 7.8 7.3 .. 0.0 88.5 0.0 .. 16.1 6.5 0 ..
47 Croatia 83.4 10.9 23 5.3 .. 1.5 0.9 34.3 3.8 0.6 14.3 23.2 18 18.0

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain 99.9 0.0 22 21.4 1.5 4.3 .. 0.7 143.5 219.8 7.2 10.3 .. ..
49 Bahamas .. .. 2 6.5 –2.2 .. .. 51.5 0.0 .. 10.0 1.4 3 ..
50 Belarus 92.5 5.0 63 6.5 .. 2.4 1.0 41.6 10.9 7.5 4.2 44.0 0 5.0
51 Uruguay 60.3 37.1 8 2.5 0.5 8.1 0.6 10.0 89.6 2.6 10.8 84.6 1 6.0
52 Montenegro .. .. 2 3.1 .. .. .. 40.4 0.0 .. 10.5 38.2 0 8.0
52 Palau .. .. 0 10.5 –0.3 .. .. 87.6 5.6 .. 11.4 10.9 .. ..
54 Kuwait 100.0 0.0 77 30.1 –0.3 6.3 .. 0.4 81.2 2,465.0 7.4 8.5 .. 1.0
55 Russian Federation 90.2 2.8 1,709 12.0 .. 4.9 14.3 49.4 0.0 1.5 10.2 13.2 40 3.0
56 Romania 76.3 15.3 95 4.4 –0.8 1.7 1.6 28.6 3.2 3.2 9.4 58.8 3 13.0
57 Bulgaria 73.1 6.2 51 6.6 –0.2 2.0 2.0 36.1 18.0 28.7 9.3 46.3 1 8.0

Environment
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57 Saudi Arabia 100.0 0.0 434 16.6 2.0 2.5 .. 0.5 0.0 943.3 8.8 80.7 1 4.0
59 Cuba 84.1 15.9 31 2.8 0.7 1.4 .. 26.1 39.5 19.8 18.1 62.5 0 17.0
59 Panama 78.6 21.5 7 2.0 0.9 1.4 0.0 43.7 –14.3 0.3 7.2 30.0 2 4.0
61 Mexico 88.9 9.6 476 4.3 1.8 1.7 5.7 33.3 –7.8 17.5 17.3 52.9 1 4.0
62 Costa Rica 44.7 55.3 8 1.8 2.5 0.9 0.1 51.0 1.6 2.4 8.0 35.3 2 1.0
63 Grenada .. .. 0 2.4 4.4 .. .. 50.0 0.0 .. 10.5 36.8 38 ..
64 Libya 99.2 0.8 58 9.5 –1.4 2.7 .. 0.1 0.0 718.0 8.7 8.8 .. 8.0
64 Malaysia 94.7 5.3 208 7.6 4.7 2.4 6.9 62.3 –8.6 2.3 15.4 24.0 0 1.0
64 Serbia 92.4 8.1 50 6.8 .. 2.3 .. 31.0 17.3 .. 7.2 57.8 0 19.0
67 Antigua and Barbuda .. .. 0 5.1 –0.8 .. .. 22.3 –4.9 3.3 8.3 29.5 0 ..
67 trinidad and tobago 99.9 0.1 50 37.4 3.7 7.8 32.0 44.1 –5.9 6.0 6.8 10.5 0 ..
69 Kazakhstan 99.0 1.1 237 15.1 .. 4.3 23.4 1.2 –3.3 28.9 8.4 77.2 1 24.0
70 Albania 54.0 38.8 4 1.3 –0.8 1.1 2.5 28.3 –1.6 4.4 12.7 44.0 1 6.0
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 87.7 12.4 170 6.1 –0.4 3.0 12.4 52.5 –11.1 0.7 8.3 24.3 1 2.0
72 Dominica .. .. 0 1.9 4.4 .. 0.0 59.5 –10.7 .. 8.6 32.7 15 ..
72 Georgia 68.0 33.3 5 1.2 .. 1.4 0.6 39.5 –1.3 2.6 9.3 36.1 0 2.0
72 Lebanon 95.9 2.6 17 4.1 2.5 0.4 0.0 13.4 4.5 28.1 10.0 67.3 0 1.0
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis .. .. 0 4.9 .. .. .. 42.3 0.0 .. 8.6 21.2 .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 99.5 0.5 538 7.4 2.2 2.1 .. 6.8 0.0 67.7 8.8 29.8 1 25.0
77 Peru 73.5 26.5 41 1.4 0.1 0.9 8.1 53.1 –3.1 1.0 8.4 16.8 6 1.0
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 84.3 11.3 12 5.8 .. 1.0 5.9 39.2 9.4 16.1 13.3 40.2 1 7.0
78 Ukraine 80.0 1.6 324 7.0 .. 2.1 3.7 16.8 4.7 27.6 8.2 71.2 2 6.0
80 Mauritius .. .. 4 3.1 4.4 .. 0.0 17.3 –9.8 26.4 15.2 48.3 1 ..
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 92.2 12.1 31 8.3 .. 1.2 .. 42.7 –1.1 0.9 9.8 41.7 0 6.0
82 Azerbaijan 98.2 1.7 47 5.4 .. 4.7 34.5 11.3 0.0 35.2 8.2 57.6 0 4.0
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines .. .. 0 1.8 4.7 .. 0.0 68.5 5.5 .. 9.0 25.6 0 ..
84 oman 100.0 0.0 46 17.3 11.1 7.1 .. 0.0 0.0 86.6 8.5 5.9 5 6.0
85 Brazil 51.3 45.8 393 2.1 2.0 4.0 3.4 62.4 –9.6 0.7 10.0 31.3 1 8.0
85 Jamaica 83.7 16.3 12 4.5 1.4 0.7 0.6 31.1 –2.2 6.2 15.2 41.5 3 3.0
87 Armenia 68.4 6.7 6 1.8 .. 1.3 1.0 9.3 –24.5 36.4 7.9 61.6 0 10.0
88 Saint Lucia .. .. 0 2.3 3.4 .. .. 77.0 7.3 .. 9.4 18.0 6 ..
89 Ecuador 86.7 12.4 27 1.9 2.6 1.7 12.9 35.6 –28.6 3.6 12.7 30.3 1 2.0
90 turkey 89.9 10.2 284 4.0 3.2 1.4 0.4 14.7 17.1 18.8 15.3 50.6 0 5.0
91 Colombia 75.2 25.1 68 1.5 0.3 1.8 7.8 54.5 –3.2 0.6 11.5 38.3 4 2.0
92 Sri Lanka 45.3 54.7 12 0.6 1.8 0.6 0.3 28.8 –20.9 24.5 17.8 41.6 2 21.0
93 Algeria 99.8 0.2 111 3.2 2.9 1.8 18.1 0.6 –10.5 52.7 12.2 17.4 4 29.0
94 tunisia 85.7 14.2 25 2.4 3.2 1.0 5.1 6.5 56.5 61.7 11.2 63.0 0 37.0

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 tonga .. .. 0 1.7 4.6 .. 0.0 12.5 0.0 .. 8.5 43.1 0 ..
96 Belize .. .. 0 1.3 0.7 .. 0.0 61.1 –12.2 0.8 6.4 6.7 13 1.0
96 Dominican Republic 76.6 23.4 22 2.2 3.1 0.9 0.2 40.8 0.0 16.6 16.1 51.1 9 7.0
96 Fiji .. .. 1 1.5 1.0 .. 0.0 55.5 6.4 0.3 13.1 22.9 8 ..
96 Samoa .. .. 0 0.9 3.9 .. 0.3 60.4 31.5 .. 10.8 23.7 5 ..

100 Jordan 98.0 1.8 21 3.7 3.4 0.5 1.0 1.1 0.0 99.4 9.1 11.5 0 22.0
101 China 87.4 11.9 7,032 5.3 4.7 1.5 5.1 21.9 31.6 19.5 12.1 56.2 1 9.0
102 turkmenistan 100.7 0.0 48 9.7 .. 6.7 .. 8.8 0.0 100.8 8.4 69.4 .. 11.0
103 thailand 79.4 20.5 286 4.2 6.3 1.6 2.4 37.1 –3.0 13.1 12.5 38.7 2 17.0
104 Maldives .. .. 1 3.0 .. .. 0.0 3.0 0.0 15.7 9.1 26.7 0 ..
105 Suriname .. .. 2 4.7 0.2 .. .. 94.6 –0.1 0.5 3.5 0.5 2 ..
106 Gabon 33.9 66.1 2 1.7 –2.2 6.4 33.1 85.4 0.0 0.1 5.9 19.9 0 ..
107 El Salvador 37.8 62.0 6 1.0 2.6 0.8 0.4 13.9 –23.9 5.5 3.8 74.5 7 6.0
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 79.1 20.9 13 1.3 2.2 4.9 12.3 52.7 –8.9 0.3 4.7 34.1 5 2.0
108 Mongolia 96.4 3.2 11 4.1 1.6 3.7 32.3 7.0 –13.1 1.4 6.4 74.5 4 31.0
110 Palestine, State of .. .. 2 0.5 .. .. .. 1.5 1.0 49.9 6.2 61.0 0 ..
111 Paraguay 28.5 153.2 4 0.7 2.1 4.1 0.0 44.3 –16.9 0.1 3.9 52.6 0 1.0
112 Egypt 96.3 3.8 210 2.7 4.0 0.9 7.1 0.1 59.1 119.0 8.9 3.7 0 25.0
113 Moldova, Republic of 91.3 3.1 5 1.3 .. 1.1 0.2 11.7 21.0 16.4 6.7 75.2 1 22.0
114 Philippines 57.0 43.0 83 0.9 0.7 0.8 2.1 25.7 16.7 17.0 16.8 40.1 9 2.0
114 Uzbekistan 98.4 1.6 125 4.6 .. 1.9 19.2 7.7 7.6 118.3 7.9 62.6 0 27.0
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table 13 environment

PRIMARY 
ENERGY SUPPLY EMISSIONS NATURAL RESOURCES IMPACTS

Fossil 
fuels Renewables 

Carbon dioxide
Greenhouse 

gas Natural 
resource 
depletion Forest area

Fresh water 
withdrawals

Endangered 
species

Agricultural 
land 

Number of 
deaths due 
to natural 
disasters

Population 
living on 
degraded 

landTotal Per capita Per capita

(% of total) (megatonnes) (tonnes)

(average 
annual % 
growth)

(tonnes 
of carbon 
dioxide 

equivalent) (% of GNI)
(% of 

land area) (% change)

(% of total 
renewable 

water 
resources)

(% of all 
species)

(% of land 
area)

(annual 
average 

per million 
people) (%)

HDI rank 2009 2009 2008 2008 1970/2008 2005 2010 2010 1990/2010 2003–2012a 2011 2009 2005/2011 2010

116 Syrian Arab Republic 99.3 0.7 72 3.6 3.3 0.9 11.9 2.7 32.0 99.8 10.9 75.7 1 33.0
117 Micronesia, Federated States of .. .. 0 0.6 .. .. .. 91.7 0.9 .. 13.7 31.4 45 ..
118 Guyana .. .. 2 2.0 –0.2 .. 6.0 77.2 0.0 0.7 3.8 8.5 4 ..
119 Botswana 64.3 23.6 5 2.5 .. 4.1 3.4 20.0 –17.3 1.6 2.0 45.6 0 22.0
120 Honduras 50.3 49.8 9 1.2 2.2 1.2 0.5 46.4 –36.2 1.2 8.3 28.5 4 15.0
121 Indonesia 65.6 34.4 406 1.7 4.7 1.5 6.6 52.1 –20.3 5.6 14.3 29.6 2 3.0
121 Kiribati .. .. 0 0.3 –1.0 .. .. 15.0 0.0 .. 12.4 42.0 0 ..
121 South Africa 87.8 10.0 436 8.9 0.7 1.9 6.1 7.6 0.0 25.0 14.1 81.7 1 17.0
124 vanuatu .. .. 0 0.4 –0.4 .. 0.0 36.1 0.0 .. 12.0 15.3 0 ..
125 Kyrgyzstan 72.5 28.4 6 1.2 .. 1.0 6.9 5.0 14.0 43.7 5.9 55.4 2 10.0
125 tajikistan 41.2 58.6 3 0.5 .. 0.9 0.8 2.9 0.5 74.8 6.4 33.9 3 10.0
127 viet Nam 56.2 43.3 127 1.5 2.2 1.3 9.4 44.5 47.4 9.3 12.1 33.1 3 8.0
128 Namibia 70.5 19.2 4 1.8 .. 4.4 0.7 8.9 –16.8 1.7 5.6 47.1 7 28.0
129 Nicaragua 44.7 55.3 4 0.8 0.7 1.7 1.6 25.7 –31.0 0.7 4.8 42.8 7 14.0
130 Morocco 92.5 4.9 48 1.5 3.1 0.5 1.6 11.5 1.6 43.4 15.2 67.3 1 39.0
131 Iraq 97.6 0.9 103 3.4 0.9 0.7 45.7 1.9 2.6 87.3 8.2 20.1 0 5.0
132 Cape verde .. .. 0 0.6 4.2 .. 0.1 21.1 47.3 6.8 12.5 21.8 0 ..
133 Guatemala 46.1 53.9 12 0.9 1.9 1.1 1.7 33.7 –23.0 2.6 9.3 41.0 14 9.0
134 timor-Leste .. .. 0 0.2 .. .. .. 49.9 –23.2 .. 5.2 25.2 1 ..
135 Ghana 24.3 76.2 9 0.4 0.5 0.6 8.0 21.7 –33.7 1.8 5.7 68.1 1 1.0
136 Equatorial Guinea .. .. 5 7.3 11.3 .. 49.4 58.0 –12.6 0.1 6.4 10.9 .. ..
136 India 73.0 26.1 1,743 1.5 3.8 0.7 4.4 23.0 7.0 39.8 14.0 60.5 2 10.0
138 Cambodia 27.8 70.8 5 0.3 1.8 1.9 0.1 57.2 –22.0 0.5 12.1 31.5 1 39.0
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic .. .. 2 0.3 0.5 .. 8.3 68.2 –9.0 1.3 10.5 10.2 0 4.0
140 Bhutan .. .. 1 1.0 12.4 .. 3.6 69.1 7.1 0.4 6.8 13.2 1 ..
141 Swaziland .. .. 1 1.1 0.7 .. 0.1 32.7 19.3 23.1 2.7 71.0 0 ..
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo 44.2 53.1 2 0.5 0.4 2.7 59.6 65.6 –1.4 0.0 4.4 30.9 0 ..
143 Solomon Islands .. .. 0 0.4 1.1 .. 15.6 79.1 –4.8 .. 14.8 3.0 4 ..
144 Sao tome and Principe .. .. 0 0.8 3.7 .. 0.8 28.1 0.0 0.3 14.9 58.3 .. ..
145 Kenya 16.8 83.2 10 0.3 0.0 0.9 1.1 6.1 –6.5 8.9 8.4 48.1 2 31.0
146 Bangladesh 69.8 30.2 47 0.3 .. 0.7 2.3 11.1 –3.5 2.9 8.6 70.3 6 11.0
146 Pakistan 61.8 37.4 163 1.0 2.3 1.1 2.8 2.2 –33.2 79.5 8.6 34.1 3 4.0
148 Angola 37.6 62.4 24 1.4 2.1 5.1 35.1 46.9 –4.1 0.4 4.6 46.8 2 3.0
149 Myanmar 27.7 72.3 13 0.3 1.1 2.2 .. 48.3 –19.0 2.8 7.9 19.0 287 19.0
150 Cameroon 30.9 69.1 5 0.3 3.0 1.6 4.8 42.1 –18.1 0.3 10.9 19.8 0 15.0
151 Madagascar .. .. 2 0.1 –1.1 .. 1.0 21.6 –8.3 4.4 21.0 70.2 5 ..
152 tanzania, United Republic of 11.1 88.9 6 0.2 0.4 1.4 3.2 37.7 –19.4 5.4 12.3 40.1 0 25.0
153 Nigeria 14.7 85.3 96 0.6 1.4 1.1 22.0 9.9 –47.5 3.6 6.6 81.8 0 12.0
154 Senegal 57.8 41.8 5 0.4 0.7 1.0 0.8 44.0 –9.4 5.7 6.9 49.4 0 16.0
155 Mauritania .. .. 2 0.6 1.2 .. 34.3 0.2 –41.7 14.0 8.1 38.5 1 24.0
156 Papua New Guinea .. .. 2 0.3 0.3 .. 22.2 63.4 –8.9 0.0 11.4 2.5 4 ..
157 Nepal 11.1 88.5 4 0.1 5.0 1.0 2.5 25.4 –24.5 4.7 6.1 29.6 6 2.0
158 Lesotho .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.0 1.4 10.0 1.7 3.0 77.0 0 64.0
159 togo 14.4 83.4 1 0.2 1.7 0.8 3.4 5.3 –58.1 1.2 4.2 62.1 1 5.0
160 Yemen 98.7 1.3 23 1.0 2.5 0.5 14.5 1.0 0.0 168.6 9.3 44.4 2 32.0
161 Haiti 28.1 71.9 2 0.3 3.0 0.6 .. 3.7 –12.9 8.6 19.4 66.8 65 15.0
161 Uganda .. .. 4 0.1 –0.6 .. 4.5 15.2 –37.1 0.5 7.6 69.9 2 23.0
163 Zambia 7.6 92.2 2 0.2 –4.6 3.8 18.9 66.5 –6.3 1.7 3.3 31.5 1 5.0
164 Djibouti .. .. 1 0.6 –0.9 .. .. 0.2 0.0 6.3 8.2 73.4 6 8.0
165 Gambia .. .. 0 0.3 2.3 .. 0.8 48.0 8.6 0.9 4.9 66.5 1 18.0
166 Benin 40.4 57.4 4 0.5 4.3 0.9 0.3 41.2 –20.8 0.5 4.5 29.8 1 2.0
167 Rwanda .. .. 1 0.1 4.0 .. 3.1 17.6 36.8 1.6 5.7 81.1 1 10.0
168 Côte d’Ivoire 23.5 76.9 7 0.4 –0.5 1.0 3.9 32.7 1.8 1.7 6.7 63.8 0 1.0
169 Comoros .. .. 0 0.2 1.0 .. 1.1 1.6 –75.0 0.8 11.7 83.3 0 ..
170 Malawi .. .. 1 0.1 –0.4 .. 1.8 34.4 –16.9 5.6 8.6 59.1 4 19.0
171 Sudan 30.2 69.8 14 0.3 0.1 3.0 12.9 29.4 –8.4 57.6 4.8 57.5 1 40.0
172 Zimbabwe 25.7 69.4 9 0.7 –2.0 1.3 2.7 40.4 –29.5 21.0 3.3 42.4 0 29.0
173 Ethiopia 7.1 92.9 7 0.1 1.2 1.1 4.2 11.2 –18.6 4.6 6.7 35.0 2 72.0
174 Liberia .. .. 1 0.2 –4.6 .. 6.4 44.9 –12.2 0.1 8.4 27.1 0 ..
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175 Afghanistan .. .. 1 0.0 –4.4 .. 2.6 2.1 0.0 35.6 5.8 58.1 11 11.0
176 Guinea-Bissau .. .. 0 0.2 1.4 .. 0.5 71.9 –8.8 0.6 5.7 58.0 1 1.0
177 Sierra Leone .. .. 1 0.2 –0.9 .. 2.1 38.1 –12.6 0.3 6.5 47.7 3 ..
178 Burundi .. .. 0 0.0 0.6 .. 12.7 6.7 –40.5 2.3 4.5 83.7 2 19.0
178 Guinea .. .. 1 0.1 –0.7 .. 14.3 26.6 –9.9 0.7 7.3 58.0 0 1.0
180 Central African Republic .. .. 0 0.1 –1.6 .. 0.0 36.3 –2.6 0.0 1.6 8.4 0 ..
181 Eritrea 22.6 77.4 0 0.1 .. 0.8 0.0 15.2 –5.5 9.2 7.4 75.2 0 59.0
182 Mali .. .. 1 0.0 0.5 .. 9.8 10.2 –11.2 6.5 2.8 33.7 0 60.0
183 Burkina Faso .. .. 2 0.1 4.2 .. 4.3 20.6 –17.5 7.9 2.7 43.7 0 73.0
184 Chad .. .. 0 0.0 0.8 .. 29.0 9.2 –12.1 0.9 3.7 39.2 2 45.0
185 Mozambique 7.7 96.7 2 0.1 –2.9 1.1 3.3 49.6 –10.0 0.3 7.0 62.7 1 2.0
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 3.7 96.6 3 0.0 –2.8 1.9 13.7 68.0 –3.9 0.0 6.4 9.9 0 ..
186 Niger .. .. 1 0.1 0.5 .. 2.4 1.0 –38.1 7.0 3.6 34.6 0 25.0

NOTE
a Data refer to the most recent year available 

during the period specified.

DEFINITIONS

Fossil fuels: Percentage of total energy supply that 
comes from natural resources formed from biomass in 
the geological past (such as coal, oil and natural gas).

Renewables: Percentage of total energy supply 
that comes from constantly replenished natural 
processes, including solar, wind, biomass, 
geothermal, hydropower and ocean resources and 
some waste. Nuclear energy is not included.

Carbon dioxide emissions: Human-originated 
carbon dioxide emissions stemming from the burning 
of fossil fuels, gas flaring and the production of 
cement, including carbon dioxide emitted by forest 
biomass through depletion of forest areas.

Carbon dioxide emissions per capita: Carbon 
dioxide emissions divided by midyear population.

Greenhouse gas emissions per capita: 
Emissions from methane, nitrous oxide and other 
greenhouse gases, including hydrofluorocarbons, 

per fluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride, divided by 
midyear population. Carbon dioxide emissions are 
not included.

Natural resource depletion: Monetary expression 
of energy, mineral and forest depletion, expressed 
as a percentage of total gross national income (GNI).

Forest area: Land spanning more than 0.5 hectare 
with trees taller than 5 metres and a canopy cover 
of more than 10%, or trees able to reach these 
thresholds in situ. It excludes land predominantly 
under agricultural or urban land use, tree stands in 
agricultural production systems (for example, in fruit 
plantations and agroforestry systems) and trees in 
urban parks and gardens. Areas under reforestation 
that have not yet reached but are expected to reach 
a canopy cover of 10% and a tree height of 5 meters 
are included, as are temporarily unstocked areas, 
resulting from human intervention or natural causes, 
which are expected to regenerate.

Fresh water withdrawals: total fresh water 
withdrawn in a given year, expressed as a 
percentage of total renewable water resources.

Endangered species: Percentage of animal 
species (including mammals, birds, reptiles, 

amphibians, fish and invertebrates) classified as 
critically endangered, endangered or vulnerable 
by the International Union for the Conservation of 
Nature.

Agricultural land: the sum of areas under 
arable land (land under temporary agricultural 
crops; multiple-cropped areas are counted only 
once), temporary meadows for mowing or pasture, 
land under market and kitchen gardens and land 
temporarily fallow (less than five years), expressed 
as a percentage of total land. Abandoned land 
resulting from shifting cultivation is excluded.

Number of deaths due to natural disasters: 
Number of people confirmed as dead and missing 
and presumed dead as a result of a natural disaster. 
Natural disasters are classified as climatological, 
hydrological and meteorological disasters, which 
include drought, extreme temperature, flood, mass 
movement, wet storm and wildfire.

Population living on degraded land: Percentage 
of the population living on severely or very severely 
degraded land. Land degradation estimates consider 
biomass, soil health, water quantity and biodiversity 
and range in severity.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1 and 2: HDRo calculations based on data 
on total primary energy supply from IEA (2012).

Columns 3 and 4: World Bank (2012a).

Columns 5 and 7: HDRo calculations based on data 
from World Bank (2012a).

Column 6: HDRo calculations based on data from 
World Bank (2012a) and UNDESA (2011).

Columns 8 and 9: HDRo calculations based on data 
on forest and total land area from FAo (2012).

Column 10: FAo (2011).

Column 11: IUCN (2012).

Column 12: HDRo calculations based on data from 
FAo (2012).

Column 13: CRED EM-DAt (2012) and UNDESA 
(2011).

Column 14: FAo (2012).

 

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 81.7 0.7 78 3.2 .. 1.0 .. 47.1 –30.9 11.2 8.6 24.1 5 3.0
Marshall Islands .. .. 0 1.9 .. .. .. 70.2 0.0 .. 11.0 72.2 0 ..
Monaco .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.0 0.0 .. 6.8 .. .. ..
Nauru .. .. .. 3.9 .. .. .. 0.0 0.0 .. 12.1 20.0 .. ..
San Marino .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.0 0.0 .. 0.0 16.7 .. ..
Somalia .. .. 1 0.1 0.5 .. .. 10.8 –18.5 22.4 6.8 70.2 2 26.0
South Sudan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 33.3 0.0 .. 13.0 60.0 .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 81.0 7.5 12,643 11.4 –0.2 2.7 0.9 29.1 1.1 8.2 13.6 42.6 8 ..
High human development 86.7 9.5 5,765 5.8 1.0 2.8 .. 38.0 –4.1 2.8 11.4 26.5 7 8.4
Medium human development .. .. 10,877 3.2 3.8 .. 5.3 24.6 1.3 16.4 12.8 60.9 2 ..
Low human development .. .. 473 0.4 0.5 .. 9.5 28.8 –10.6 4.4 7.6 45.8 14 20.2

Regions
Arab States 96.7 3.1 1,509 4.6 1.1 1.5 .. 7.1 –7.8 87.4 9.4 63.1 1 24.9
East Asia and the Pacific .. .. 8,255 4.3 4.5 .. .. 29.4 2.1 .. 12.5 44.9 9 ..
Europe and Central Asia 88.3 4.7 3,723 7.9 .. 3.0 7.3 38.5 0.7 5.8 9.6 20.5 13 8.5
Latin America and the Caribbean 72.6 26.3 1,637 2.9 1.2 2.7 5.7 47.2 –8.9 1.5 11.5 37.5 3 5.4
South Asia 76.7 22.6 2,509 1.5 3.2 0.8 4.0 14.5 2.4 28.6 12.5 33.9 2 10.1
Sub-Saharan Africa .. .. 670 0.9 0.4 .. 11.6 28.4 –10.2 1.6 7.5 54.7 1 25.0

Least developed countries .. .. 191 0.2 –0.5 .. 9.0 29.6 –9.4 2.8 7.6 47.1 20 26.0
Small island developing states .. .. 137 2.7 1.4 .. .. 63.1 –3.5 .. 14.9 3.3 16 ..
world 80.7 13.1 29,837 4.5 0.4 1.7 3.3 31.1 –3.3 7.3 11.7 38.6 6 10.6
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Population

Totala Annual growth Urban Median age Total dependency ratio Total fertility rate Sex ratio at birthb

(millions) (%) (% of total) (years)
(per 100 people 

ages 15–64)
(births  

per woman) (male to female births)

HDI rank 2012 2030 2000/2005 2010/2015a,c 2000 2012 2000 2010 2000 2012 2000 2012a,c 2000d 2012c

VERY HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
1 Norway 5.0 e 5.6 e 0.6 e 0.7 e 76.1 79.7 36.9 38.7 54.2 51.5 1.8 2.0 1.05 1.06
2 Australia 22.9 f 27.8 f 1.3 f 1.3 f 87.2 89.4 35.4 36.9 49.6 49.3 1.7 2.0 1.06 1.06
3 United States 315.8 361.7 1.0 0.9 79.1 82.6 35.3 36.9 51.0 50.7 2.0 2.1 1.05 1.05
4 Netherlands 16.7 17.3 0.6 0.3 76.8 83.6 37.3 40.7 47.3 50.6 1.7 1.8 1.06 1.06
5 Germany 82.0 79.5 0.0 –0.2 73.1 74.1 39.9 44.3 47.0 51.7 1.3 1.4 1.06 1.06
6 New Zealand 4.5 5.2 1.4 1.0 85.7 86.3 34.3 36.6 52.7 51.4 1.9 2.1 1.05 1.06
7 Ireland 4.6 5.4 1.8 1.1 59.1 62.5 32.5 34.7 49.2 50.8 1.9 2.1 1.07 1.07
7 Sweden 9.5 10.4 0.4 0.6 84.0 85.4 39.4 40.7 55.3 55.5 1.6 1.9 1.06 1.06
9 Switzerland 7.7 8.1 0.7 0.4 73.3 73.8 38.6 41.4 48.7 47.9 1.4 1.5 1.05 1.05

10 Japan 126.4 120.2 0.1 –0.1 78.6 91.9 41.3 44.7 46.6 59.6 1.3 1.4 1.06 1.06
11 Canada 34.7 39.8 1.0 0.9 79.5 80.8 36.8 39.9 46.3 45.1 1.5 1.7 1.05 1.06
12 Korea, Republic of 48.6 50.3 0.5 0.4 79.6 83.5 32.1 37.9 39.5 38.0 1.3 1.4 1.10 1.10
13 Hong Kong, China (SAR) 7.2 8.5 0.1 1.0 100.0 100.0 36.5 41.8 39.3 32.3 0.8 1.1 1.07 1.07
13 Iceland 0.3 0.4 1.1 1.2 92.4 93.8 32.8 34.8 53.5 49.6 2.0 2.1 1.04 1.05
15 Denmark 5.6 5.9 0.3 0.3 85.1 87.1 38.4 40.6 50.0 54.1 1.8 1.9 1.06 1.06
16 Israel 7.7 9.8 1.9 1.7 91.2 91.9 28.0 30.1 61.6 61.6 2.9 2.9 1.05 1.05
17 Belgium 10.8 11.2 0.5 0.3 97.1 97.5 39.1 41.2 51.6 53.3 1.6 1.8 1.05 1.05
18 Austria 8.4 8.6 0.6 0.2 65.8 67.9 38.2 41.8 48.0 48.1 1.4 1.3 1.06 1.06
18 Singapore 5.3 6.0 1.7 1.1 100.0 100.0 34.1 37.6 40.5 35.4 1.4 1.3 1.07 1.07
20 France 63.5 68.5 0.6 0.5 76.9 86.4 37.7 39.9 53.6 55.7 1.8 2.0 1.05 1.05
21 Finland 5.4 5.6 0.3 0.3 82.2 83.8 39.3 42.0 49.3 53.5 1.7 1.9 1.05 1.05
21 Slovenia 2.0 2.1 0.2 0.2 50.8 49.8 38.0 41.7 42.7 45.0 1.2 1.5 1.05 1.05
23 Spain 46.8 g 50.0 g 1.5 g 0.6 g 76.3 77.6 37.6 40.1 46.3 48.4 1.2 1.5 1.06 1.06
24 Liechtenstein 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.8 15.1 14.3 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
25 Italy 61.0 60.9 0.6 0.2 67.2 68.5 40.2 43.2 48.3 53.8 1.2 1.5 1.06 1.06
26 Luxembourg 0.5 0.6 1.0 1.4 83.8 85.7 37.3 38.9 49.1 46.1 1.7 1.7 1.06 1.06
26 United Kingdom 62.8 69.3 0.4 0.6 78.7 79.7 37.7 39.8 53.4 52.7 1.7 1.9 1.05 1.05
28 Czech Republic 10.6 10.8 0.0 0.3 74.0 73.4 37.4 39.4 43.7 42.9 1.1 1.5 1.06 1.06
29 Greece 11.4 11.6 0.4 0.2 59.7 61.7 38.3 41.4 47.1 50.6 1.3 1.5 1.07 1.07
30 Brunei Darussalam 0.4 0.5 2.1 1.7 71.2 76.4 25.8 28.9 49.8 41.6 2.4 2.0 1.06 1.06
31 Cyprus 1.1 1.3 1.8 1.1 68.6 70.7 31.8 34.2 48.4 41.4 1.7 1.5 1.07 1.07
32 Malta 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.3 92.4 95.0 36.1 39.5 46.6 42.1 1.6 1.3 1.06 1.06
33 Andorra 0.1 0.1 3.7 1.5 92.4 86.7 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
33 Estonia 1.3 1.3 –0.4 –0.1 69.4 69.5 37.9 39.7 49.8 50.0 1.3 1.7 1.06 1.06
35 Slovakia 5.5 5.5 0.0 0.2 56.2 54.7 33.6 36.9 45.4 37.9 1.3 1.4 1.05 1.05
36 Qatar 1.9 2.4 6.6 2.9 96.3 98.9 30.3 31.6 38.4 18.3 3.1 2.2 1.05 1.04
37 Hungary 9.9 9.6 –0.2 –0.2 64.6 69.9 38.5 39.8 46.8 46.2 1.3 1.4 1.06 1.06
38 Barbados 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 38.3 44.9 33.6 37.5 50.3 40.0 1.6 1.6 1.04 1.04
39 Poland 38.3 37.8 –0.1 0.0 61.7 60.8 35.3 38.0 46.3 40.5 1.3 1.4 1.06 1.06
40 Chile 17.4 19.5 1.1 0.9 85.9 89.4 28.8 32.1 54.0 45.2 2.1 1.8 1.04 1.04
41 Lithuania 3.3 3.1 –0.5 –0.4 67.0 67.2 35.9 39.3 51.2 44.9 1.3 1.5 1.06 1.05
41 United Arab Emirates 8.1 10.5 5.9 2.2 80.2 84.7 28.1 30.1 36.3 20.9 2.6 1.7 1.05 1.05
43 Portugal 10.7 10.3 0.4 0.0 54.4 61.6 37.7 41.0 47.8 50.0 1.5 1.3 1.06 1.06
44 Latvia 2.2 2.1 –0.7 –0.4 68.1 67.7 38.1 40.2 49.9 47.3 1.2 1.5 1.05 1.06
45 Argentina 41.1 46.8 0.9 0.9 90.1 92.7 27.9 30.4 60.7 54.4 2.5 2.2 1.04 1.04
46 Seychelles 0.1 0.1 1.2 0.3 50.4 54.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
47 Croatia 4.4 4.2 –0.3 –0.2 55.6 58.1 39.1 41.5 48.4 47.9 1.4 1.5 1.06 1.06

HIGH HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
48 Bahrain 1.4 1.7 2.5 2.1 88.4 88.7 27.4 30.1 44.1 29.2 2.7 2.5 1.05 1.05
49 Bahamas 0.4 0.4 1.4 1.1 82.0 84.5 27.0 30.9 52.9 40.9 2.1 1.9 1.06 1.06
50 Belarus 9.5 8.9 –0.5 –0.3 70.0 75.5 36.3 38.3 47.5 40.5 1.2 1.5 1.06 1.06
51 Uruguay 3.4 3.6 0.0 0.3 91.3 92.6 31.6 33.7 60.2 56.2 2.2 2.0 1.05 1.05
52 Montenegro 0.6 0.6 –0.2 0.1 58.5 63.5 33.5 35.9 47.1 46.5 1.8 1.6 1.08 1.08
52 Palau 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.8 70.0 85.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
54 Kuwait 2.9 4.0 3.1 2.4 98.1 98.3 28.3 28.2 42.3 41.1 2.6 2.3 1.03 1.03
55 Russian Federation 142.7 136.4 –0.4 –0.1 73.4 74.0 36.5 37.9 44.1 39.8 1.2 1.5 1.06 1.06
56 Romania 21.4 20.3 –0.4 –0.2 53.0 52.8 34.7 38.5 46.7 43.6 1.3 1.4 1.06 1.06
57 Bulgaria 7.4 6.5 –0.7 –0.7 68.9 73.7 39.7 41.6 47.7 47.3 1.2 1.5 1.06 1.06
57 Saudi Arabia 28.7 38.5 3.6 2.1 79.8 82.5 20.9 25.9 72.5 49.0 4.0 2.7 1.03 1.03
59 Cuba 11.2 11.0 0.3 0.0 75.6 75.1 32.8 38.4 45.8 41.8 1.6 1.4 1.06 1.06
59 Panama 3.6 4.5 1.8 1.5 65.8 75.9 24.8 27.3 59.6 54.3 2.7 2.4 1.05 1.05
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Population

Totala Annual growth Urban Median age Total dependency ratio Total fertility rate Sex ratio at birthb

(millions) (%) (% of total) (years)
(per 100 people 

ages 15–64)
(births  

per woman) (male to female births)

HDI rank 2012 2030 2000/2005 2010/2015a,c 2000 2012 2000 2010 2000 2012 2000 2012a,c 2000d 2012c

61 Mexico 116.1 135.4 1.3 1.1 74.7 78.4 23.4 26.6 62.5 53.5 2.6 2.2 1.05 1.05
62 Costa Rica 4.8 5.7 1.9 1.4 59.0 65.1 24.8 28.4 58.5 44.5 2.4 1.8 1.05 1.05
63 Grenada 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.4 35.9 39.5 21.8 25.0 74.9 51.9 2.6 2.2 1.05 1.05
64 Libya 6.5 7.8 2.0 0.8 76.3 77.9 21.9 25.9 55.6 55.0 3.1 2.4 1.06 1.06
64 Malaysia 29.3 37.3 2.2 1.6 62.0 73.5 23.8 26.0 59.1 52.8 3.1 2.6 1.06 1.06
64 Serbia 9.8 h 9.5 h –0.6 h –0.1 h 53.0 56.7 35.7 37.6 50.5 46.7 1.7 1.6 1.08 1.08
67 Antigua and Barbuda 0.1 0.1 1.6 1.0 32.1 29.8 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
67 trinidad and tobago 1.4 1.4 0.4 0.3 10.8 14.0 26.9 30.8 47.3 38.6 1.6 1.6 1.04 1.04
69 Kazakhstan 16.4 18.9 0.3 1.0 55.7 53.5 27.7 29.0 52.6 47.2 1.9 2.5 1.07 1.07
70 Albania 3.2 3.3 0.5 0.3 41.7 54.5 27.4 30.0 59.6 46.1 2.2 1.5 1.07 1.07
71 venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 29.9 37.0 1.8 1.5 89.9 93.7 23.3 26.1 62.0 53.3 2.8 2.4 1.05 1.05
72 Dominica 0.1 0.1 –0.2 0.0 67.2 67.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
72 Georgia 4.3 3.8 –1.2 –0.6 52.6 52.9 34.4 37.3 52.5 44.8 1.6 1.5 1.11 1.11
72 Lebanon 4.3 4.7 1.6 0.7 86.0 87.4 25.6 29.1 59.4 45.1 2.4 1.8 1.05 1.05
72 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.1 0.1 1.3 1.2 32.8 32.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
76 Iran, Islamic Republic of 75.6 84.4 1.3 1.0 64.0 69.2 20.8 27.1 65.2 38.7 2.2 1.6 1.05 1.05
77 Peru 29.7 35.5 1.3 1.1 73.0 77.6 23.0 25.6 63.8 54.9 2.9 2.4 1.05 1.05
78 the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 2.1 2.0 0.3 0.1 59.4 59.4 32.5 35.9 47.7 41.2 1.7 1.4 1.08 1.08
78 Ukraine 44.9 40.5 –0.8 –0.5 67.1 69.1 37.7 39.3 46.0 42.8 1.1 1.5 1.06 1.06
80 Mauritius 1.3 1.4 1.0 0.5 42.7 41.8 28.6 32.4 48.0 39.6 2.0 1.6 1.04 1.04
81 Bosnia and Herzegovina 3.7 3.5 0.5 –0.2 43.0 48.8 35.1 39.4 44.5 40.5 1.4 1.1 1.07 1.07
82 Azerbaijan 9.4 10.8 1.1 1.2 51.4 53.9 25.6 29.5 58.1 38.3 2.0 2.2 1.17 1.15
83 Saint vincent and the Grenadines 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 45.2 49.7 24.2 27.9 62.3 48.3 2.4 2.0 1.03 1.03
84 oman 2.9 3.6 1.4 1.9 71.6 73.7 21.0 25.3 64.5 42.8 3.6 2.2 1.05 1.05
85 Brazil 198.4 220.5 1.3 0.8 81.2 84.9 25.4 29.1 54.0 46.8 2.4 1.8 1.05 1.05
85 Jamaica 2.8 2.8 0.8 0.4 51.8 52.1 24.5 27.0 67.0 55.9 2.6 2.3 1.05 1.05
87 Armenia 3.1 3.1 –0.1 0.3 64.7 64.1 30.3 32.1 55.9 45.3 1.7 1.7 1.18 1.14
88 Saint Lucia 0.2 0.2 1.0 1.0 28.0 16.8 24.0 27.4 66.5 46.9 2.3 1.9 1.03 1.03
89 Ecuador 14.9 17.9 1.7 1.3 60.3 68.0 22.6 25.5 65.1 56.3 3.0 2.4 1.05 1.05
90 turkey 74.5 86.7 1.4 1.1 64.7 72.5 24.5 28.3 56.0 46.8 2.4 2.0 1.05 1.05
91 Colombia 47.6 56.9 1.6 1.3 72.1 75.6 23.8 26.8 60.1 51.5 2.6 2.3 1.05 1.05
92 Sri Lanka 21.2 23.1 1.1 0.8 15.7 15.2 27.8 30.7 48.9 50.6 2.2 2.3 1.04 1.04
93 Algeria 36.5 43.5 1.5 1.4 60.8 73.8 21.7 26.2 62.2 45.6 2.6 2.2 1.05 1.05
94 tunisia 10.7 12.2 0.9 1.0 63.4 66.5 24.7 28.9 57.2 43.2 2.1 1.9 1.05 1.05

MEDIUM HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
95 tonga 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.4 23.0 23.5 19.9 21.3 78.9 76.1 4.3 3.8 1.05 1.05
96 Belize 0.3 0.4 2.3 2.0 47.7 44.5 18.8 21.8 83.4 60.8 3.6 2.7 1.03 1.03
96 Dominican Republic 10.2 12.1 1.5 1.2 61.7 70.3 22.7 25.1 67.1 58.3 2.9 2.5 1.05 1.05
96 Fiji 0.9 1.0 0.3 0.8 47.9 52.6 22.1 26.4 62.6 51.7 3.1 2.6 1.06 1.06
96 Samoa 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 22.0 19.6 19.7 20.9 81.6 72.7 4.6 3.8 1.08 1.08

100 Jordan 6.5 8.4 2.0 1.9 79.8 83.0 19.4 20.7 75.8 66.9 3.9 2.9 1.05 1.05
101 China 1,353.6 i,j 1,393.1 i,j 0.6 i,j 0.4 i,j 35.9 j 51.9 29.7 34.5 48.1 37.6 1.7 1.6 1.21 1.18
102 turkmenistan 5.2 6.2 1.1 1.2 45.9 49.0 21.6 24.5 68.4 48.4 2.8 2.3 1.05 1.05
103 thailand 69.9 73.3 1.1 0.5 31.1 34.4 30.2 34.2 44.7 41.1 1.7 1.5 1.06 1.06
104 Maldives 0.3 0.4 1.5 1.3 27.7 42.3 18.8 24.6 79.2 43.6 2.9 1.7 1.06 1.06
105 Suriname 0.5 0.6 1.3 0.9 64.9 70.1 25.7 27.6 57.1 52.3 2.7 2.3 1.08 1.08
106 Gabon 1.6 2.1 2.1 1.9 80.1 86.5 19.3 21.6 84.2 64.0 4.1 3.2 1.03 1.03
107 El Salvador 6.3 7.1 0.4 0.6 58.9 65.3 20.7 23.2 78.2 60.6 2.9 2.2 1.05 1.05
108 Bolivia, Plurinational State of 10.2 13.4 1.9 1.6 61.8 67.2 20.0 21.7 78.1 66.9 4.1 3.2 1.05 1.05
108 Mongolia 2.8 3.5 1.1 1.5 57.1 69.5 21.8 25.4 63.9 46.8 2.2 2.5 1.03 1.03
110 Palestine, State of 4.3 6.8 2.1 2.8 72.0 74.6 16.2 18.1 98.7 79.5 5.4 4.3 1.05 1.05
111 Paraguay 6.7 8.7 2.0 1.7 55.3 62.5 20.4 23.1 74.0 61.4 3.7 2.9 1.05 1.05
112 Egypt 84.0 106.5 1.9 1.7 42.8 43.6 21.4 24.4 67.9 57.2 3.3 2.7 1.05 1.05
113 Moldova, Republic of 3.5 3.1 –1.7 –0.7 44.6 48.4 32.3 35.2 50.8 38.8 1.6 1.5 1.06 1.06
114 Philippines 96.5 126.3 2.0 1.7 48.0 49.1 20.4 22.2 71.5 62.4 3.8 3.1 1.06 1.06
114 Uzbekistan 28.1 33.4 0.9 1.1 37.4 36.2 20.9 24.2 71.4 48.7 2.7 2.3 1.05 1.05
116 Syrian Arab Republic 21.1 27.9 2.9 1.7 51.9 56.5 19.1 21.1 77.7 65.2 3.6 2.8 1.05 1.05
117 Micronesia, Federated States of 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.5 22.3 22.7 18.9 20.8 78.2 65.1 4.3 3.3 1.07 1.07
118 Guyana 0.8 0.8 0.4 0.2 28.7 28.4 23.0 23.8 66.7 55.8 2.5 2.2 1.05 1.05
119 Botswana 2.1 2.3 1.3 1.1 53.2 62.3 20.0 22.9 69.5 56.7 3.4 2.6 1.03 1.03
120 Honduras 7.9 10.7 2.0 2.0 45.5 52.7 18.4 21.0 86.0 66.9 4.0 3.0 1.05 1.05
121 Indonesia 244.8 279.7 1.3 1.0 42.0 51.5 24.4 27.8 54.7 47.3 2.5 2.1 1.05 1.05
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Totala Annual growth Urban Median age Total dependency ratio Total fertility rate Sex ratio at birthb

(millions) (%) (% of total) (years)
(per 100 people 

ages 15–64)
(births  

per woman) (male to female births)

HDI rank 2012 2030 2000/2005 2010/2015a,c 2000 2012 2000 2010 2000 2012 2000 2012a,c 2000d 2012c

121 Kiribati 0.1 0.1 1.8 1.5 43.0 44.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
121 South Africa 50.7 54.7 1.3 0.5 56.9 62.4 22.9 24.9 59.6 52.9 2.9 2.4 1.03 1.03
124 vanuatu 0.3 0.4 2.6 2.4 21.7 25.2 18.9 20.6 81.3 70.0 4.4 3.8 1.07 1.07
125 Kyrgyzstan 5.4 6.7 0.4 1.1 35.3 35.4 22.5 23.8 67.9 51.9 2.7 2.6 1.05 1.06
125 tajikistan 7.1 9.0 0.9 1.5 26.5 26.5 18.5 20.4 84.9 65.3 4.0 3.2 1.05 1.05
127 viet Nam 89.7 101.5 1.1 1.0 24.4 31.7 23.8 28.2 60.5 40.9 2.0 1.8 1.05 1.05
128 Namibia 2.4 3.0 1.9 1.7 32.4 39.0 19.5 21.2 77.6 64.8 4.0 3.1 1.03 1.03
129 Nicaragua 6.0 7.2 1.3 1.4 54.7 57.8 18.9 22.1 80.4 61.2 3.3 2.5 1.05 1.05
130 Morocco 32.6 37.5 1.1 1.0 53.3 57.4 22.6 26.3 62.0 49.2 2.7 2.2 1.06 1.06
131 Iraq 33.7 55.3 2.7 3.1 67.8 66.4 18.0 18.3 89.5 84.3 5.3 4.6 1.07 1.07
132 Cape verde 0.5 0.6 1.6 0.9 53.4 63.4 18.5 22.8 88.9 55.8 3.7 2.3 1.03 1.03
133 Guatemala 15.1 22.7 2.5 2.5 45.1 50.2 17.7 18.9 92.4 82.4 4.8 3.9 1.05 1.05
134 timor-Leste 1.2 2.0 3.9 2.9 24.3 28.7 15.3 16.6 106.8 93.0 7.1 6.0 1.05 1.05
135 Ghana 25.5 36.5 2.4 2.3 44.0 52.6 19.1 20.5 79.9 73.0 4.7 4.0 1.06 1.06
136 Equatorial Guinea 0.7 1.1 3.1 2.7 38.8 39.6 19.5 20.3 85.9 72.0 5.8 5.0 1.03 1.03
136 India 1,258.4 1,523.5 1.6 1.3 27.7 31.6 22.7 25.1 63.8 53.8 3.1 2.6 1.08 1.08
138 Cambodia 14.5 17.4 1.4 1.2 18.6 20.1 18.1 22.9 80.5 53.2 3.8 2.4 1.05 1.05
138 Lao People’s Democratic Republic 6.4 7.8 1.6 1.3 22.0 35.4 18.6 21.5 85.0 58.4 4.2 2.6 1.05 1.05
140 Bhutan 0.8 0.9 2.9 1.5 25.4 36.4 19.4 24.6 79.2 49.7 3.7 2.3 1.04 1.04
141 Swaziland 1.2 1.5 0.8 1.4 22.6 21.2 17.2 19.5 90.8 69.4 4.2 3.2 1.03 1.03
LOw HUMAN DEVELOPMENT
142 Congo 4.2 6.2 2.4 2.2 58.7 64.1 18.9 19.6 82.7 79.3 4.9 4.5 1.03 1.03
143 Solomon Islands 0.6 0.8 2.8 2.5 15.8 20.9 18.8 19.9 80.6 74.1 4.7 4.1 1.09 1.09
144 Sao tome and Principe 0.2 0.2 1.6 2.0 53.4 63.4 17.8 19.3 88.3 75.8 4.6 3.5 1.03 1.03
145 Kenya 42.7 65.9 2.6 2.7 19.9 24.4 17.4 18.5 89.0 82.1 5.0 4.6 1.03 1.03
146 Bangladesh 152.4 181.9 1.6 1.3 23.6 28.9 20.8 24.2 70.4 53.0 3.1 2.2 1.05 1.05
146 Pakistan 180.0 234.4 1.9 1.8 33.1 36.5 19.0 21.7 82.8 63.4 4.5 3.2 1.05 1.05
148 Angola 20.2 30.8 3.4 2.7 49.0 60.0 16.1 16.6 100.5 93.9 6.8 5.2 1.03 1.03
149 Myanmar 48.7 54.3 0.6 0.8 27.2 33.2 24.7 28.2 55.2 43.0 2.4 2.0 1.03 1.03
150 Cameroon 20.5 28.8 2.3 2.1 45.5 52.7 18.2 19.3 86.3 78.3 5.0 4.3 1.03 1.03
151 Madagascar 21.9 35.3 3.0 2.8 27.1 33.2 17.4 18.2 93.8 83.7 5.5 4.5 1.02 1.03
152 tanzania, United Republic of 47.7 81.9 2.6 3.1 22.3 27.2 17.4 17.5 91.0 92.6 5.7 5.5 1.03 1.03
153 Nigeria 166.6 257.8 2.5 2.5 42.4 50.3 18.1 18.5 86.4 86.1 5.9 5.5 1.06 1.06
154 Senegal 13.1 20.0 2.7 2.6 40.3 42.8 17.0 17.8 92.1 84.3 5.5 4.7 1.03 1.03
155 Mauritania 3.6 5.2 2.8 2.2 40.0 41.7 18.4 19.8 83.0 73.1 5.2 4.4 1.05 1.05
156 Papua New Guinea 7.2 10.2 2.5 2.2 13.2 12.5 19.6 20.4 74.7 70.3 4.5 3.8 1.08 1.08
157 Nepal 31.0 39.9 2.2 1.7 13.4 17.3 19.2 21.4 80.5 64.1 4.1 2.6 1.05 1.05
158 Lesotho 2.2 2.6 1.0 1.0 20.0 28.3 18.6 20.3 84.1 69.1 4.1 3.1 1.03 1.03
159 togo 6.3 8.7 2.4 2.0 32.9 38.5 18.0 19.7 86.4 73.6 5.1 3.9 1.02 1.02
160 Yemen 25.6 41.3 3.1 3.0 26.3 32.9 15.5 17.4 105.6 86.4 6.5 5.0 1.05 1.05
161 Haiti 10.3 12.5 1.6 1.3 35.6 54.8 19.1 21.5 79.2 65.5 4.3 3.2 1.05 1.05
161 Uganda 35.6 59.8 3.2 3.1 12.1 16.0 15.6 15.7 106.0 103.1 6.9 6.0 1.03 1.03
163 Zambia 13.9 24.5 2.3 3.0 34.8 39.6 17.1 16.7 93.2 99.0 6.1 6.3 1.03 1.03
164 Djibouti 0.9 1.3 2.0 1.9 76.5 77.1 18.9 21.4 78.8 62.8 4.8 3.6 1.04 1.04
165 Gambia 1.8 2.8 3.0 2.7 48.8 57.9 16.9 17.8 92.1 83.8 5.6 4.7 1.03 1.03
166 Benin 9.4 14.6 3.2 2.7 38.3 45.6 17.1 17.9 94.5 86.9 6.0 5.1 1.04 1.04
167 Rwanda 11.3 17.6 2.6 2.9 13.8 19.4 16.9 18.7 92.4 84.2 5.8 5.3 1.01 1.01
168 Côte d’Ivoire 20.6 29.8 1.7 2.2 43.5 52.0 18.7 19.2 81.6 79.3 5.2 4.3 1.02 1.02
169 Comoros 0.8 1.2 2.7 2.5 28.1 28.1 18.5 18.9 79.2 82.8 5.3 4.8 1.05 1.05
170 Malawi 15.9 28.2 2.7 3.2 14.6 15.8 17.0 16.9 95.6 96.3 6.1 6.0 1.03 1.03
171 Sudan 35.0 50.8 2.3 2.4 32.5 33.3 18.6 k 19.7 k 83.7 k 76.0 k 5.5 k .. 1.05 k 1.05 k

172 Zimbabwe 13.0 17.6 0.1 2.2 33.8 39.1 18.2 19.3 82.3 71.6 3.9 3.1 1.02 1.02
173 Ethiopia 86.5 118.5 2.5 2.1 14.7 17.2 17.0 18.7 95.7 77.3 6.1 3.9 1.03 1.03
174 Liberia 4.2 6.5 2.2 2.6 44.3 48.5 17.9 18.2 85.9 86.0 5.8 5.1 1.06 1.06
175 Afghanistan 33.4 53.3 3.8 3.1 20.6 23.8 15.9 16.6 101.3 92.6 7.7 6.0 1.06 1.06
176 Guinea-Bissau 1.6 2.3 2.0 2.1 35.9 44.6 18.2 19.0 86.7 79.7 5.8 4.9 1.03 1.03
177 Sierra Leone 6.1 8.5 4.4 2.1 35.8 39.6 18.5 18.4 80.2 80.8 5.7 4.8 1.02 1.02
178 Burundi 8.7 11.4 2.6 1.9 8.2 11.2 16.7 20.2 96.5 67.7 5.8 4.1 1.03 1.03
178 Guinea 10.5 15.9 1.6 2.5 31.0 35.9 17.7 18.3 90.7 85.0 6.0 5.1 1.06 1.06
180 Central African Republic 4.6 6.4 1.6 2.0 37.6 39.3 18.7 19.4 85.1 78.0 5.4 4.5 1.03 1.03
181 Eritrea 5.6 8.4 4.0 2.9 17.6 21.8 17.1 19.0 89.7 78.9 5.4 4.3 1.03 1.03
182 Mali 16.3 26.8 3.1 3.0 28.1 35.6 16.3 16.3 98.8 97.3 6.8 6.2 1.05 1.05
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Population

Totala Annual growth Urban Median age Total dependency ratio Total fertility rate Sex ratio at birthb

(millions) (%) (% of total) (years)
(per 100 people 

ages 15–64)
(births  

per woman) (male to female births)

HDI rank 2012 2030 2000/2005 2010/2015a,c 2000 2012 2000 2010 2000 2012 2000 2012a,c 2000d 2012c

183 Burkina Faso 17.5 29.1 2.9 3.0 17.8 27.4 16.5 17.1 95.3 90.5 6.3 5.8 1.05 1.05
184 Chad 11.8 18.4 3.5 2.6 21.5 21.9 16.9 17.1 96.2 92.6 6.6 5.8 1.03 1.03
185 Mozambique 24.5 35.9 2.6 2.2 29.1 31.4 17.9 17.8 88.8 89.1 5.7 4.8 1.03 1.03
186 Congo, Democratic Republic of the 69.6 106.0 2.9 2.6 29.3 34.8 16.0 16.7 102.6 94.0 6.9 5.5 1.03 1.03
186 Niger 16.6 30.8 3.5 3.5 16.2 18.1 15.8 15.5 102.3 104.8 7.5 7.0 1.05 1.05

NOTES

a Projections based on medium-fertility variant.

b the natural sex ratio at birth is commonly 
assumed and empirically confirmed to be 105 
male births to 100 female births.

c Data are annual average of projected values for 
2010–2015.

d Data are average annual estimates for 
2000–2005.

e Includes Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands.

f Includes Christmas Island, Cocos (Keeling) Islands 
and Norfolk Island.

g Includes Canary Islands, Ceuta and Melilla.

h Includes Kosovo.

i Includes taiwan, China, and excludes Hong Kong 
Special Administrative Region and Macao Special 
Administrative Region.

j Excludes Hong Kong Special Administrative 
Region and Macao Special Administrative Region.

k Estimates are for Sudan only and do not include 
South Sudan.

l HDRo calculations based on population data from 
UNDESA (2012b).

T Aggregate from original data source.

DEFINITIONS

Population: De facto population in a country, area 
or region as of 1 July.

Annual population growth rate: Average annual 
exponential growth rate for the period specified.

Urban population: De facto population living in 
areas classified as urban according to the criteria 
used by each area or country as of 1 July.

Median age: Age that divides the population 
distribution into two equal parts—that is, 50% of the 
population is above that age and 50% is below it.

Total dependency ratio: Ratio of the sum of the 
population ages 0–14 and ages 65 and older to the 
population ages 15–64.

Total fertility rate: Number of children that would 
be born to each woman if she were to live to the 

end of her child-bearing years and bear children at 
each age in accordance with prevailing age-specific 
fertility rates.

Sex ratio at birth: Number of male births per 
female birth.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Columns 1, 2, 13 and 14: UNDESA (2012b).

Columns 3, 4 and 7–12: UNDESA (2011).

Columns 5 and 6: UNDESA (2012a).

 

OTHER COUNTRIES OR TERRITORIES
Korea, Democratic People’s Rep. of 24.6 26.2 0.7 0.4 59.4 60.4 29.9 32.9 49.5 47.0 2.1 2.0 1.05 1.05
Marshall Islands 0.1 0.1 0.0 1.6 68.4 72.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Monaco 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Nauru 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 100.0 100.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
San Marino 0.0 0.0 2.3 0.6 93.4 94.1 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Somalia 9.8 16.4 2.4 2.6 33.2 38.2 18.0 17.5 88.3 91.0 6.5 6.3 1.03 1.03
South Sudan 10.7 16.1 2.8 l 3.2 l 16.5 18.2 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
tuvalu 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.2 46.0 51.0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

Human Development Index groups
very high human development 1,134.3 1,216.9 0.7 0.5 77.0 81.2 36.8 39.3 49.1 50.3 1.6 1.8 1.05 1.06
High human development 1,039.2 1,150.1 0.9 0.8 70.1 74.1 27.6 30.4 54.7 46.4 2.2 1.9 1.05 1.05
Medium human development 3,520.5 4,017.4 1.2 1.0 34.8 43.7 25.6 28.9 56.8 47.0 2.5 2.1 1.10 1.10
Low human development 1,280.7 1,845.3 2.3 2.2 28.6 33.6 18.4 19.8 85.2 75.5 5.1 4.2 1.04 1.04

Regions
Arab States 357.3 480.8 2.2 2.0 53.2 57.2 20.6 23.3 72.3 59.7 3.9 3.0 1.05 1.05
East Asia and the Pacific 1,991.4 2,135.3 0.8 0.6 36.7 49.7 28.1 32.3 50.8 40.9 2.0 1.8 1.14 1.12
Europe and Central Asia 481.6 491.3 0.0 0.2 63.2 64.8 32.9 34.9 49.5 43.4 1.6 1.7 1.06 1.06
Latin America and the Caribbean 597.7 696.0 1.3 1.1 75.3 79.3 24.4 27.5 60.3 52.1 2.6 2.2 1.05 1.05
South Asia 1,753.0 2,141.8 1.6 1.4 29.0 32.9 22.0 24.6 66.7 54.6 3.3 2.6 1.07 1.07
Sub-Saharan Africa 852.5 1,284.0 2.5 2.5 32.0 37.0 17.8 18.5 88.6 83.4 5.6 4.8 1.04 1.04

Least developed countries 870.4 t 1,256.8 t 2.2 t 2.2 t 24.3 t 28.9 t 18.3 t 19.7 t 85.5 t 75.5 t 5.1 t 4.1 t 1.04 t 1.04 t

Small island developing states 53.8 63.8 1.3 1.1 48.2 52.6 24.0 26.6 64.6 57.3 3.1 2.7 1.06 1.06

world 7,052.1 T 8,321.3 T 1.2 T 1.2 T 46.7 T 52.6 T 26.7 T 29.2 T 59.0 T 52.0 T 2.7 T 2.5 T 1.07 T 1.07 T
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Regions
Arab States (20 countries or territories)
Algeria, Bahrain, Djibouti, Egypt, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, oman, State of Palestine, Qatar, Saudi 
Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Yemen

East Asia and the Pacific (24 countries)
Cambodia, China, Fiji, Indonesia, Kiribati, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Malaysia, 
Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Mongolia, Myanmar, Nauru, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, 
Samoa, Solomon Islands, thailand, timor-Leste, tonga, tuvalu, vanuatu, viet Nam

Europe and Central Asia1 (31 countries)
Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Estonia, Georgia, 
Hungary, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Republic of Moldova, Montenegro, Poland, Romania, Russian 
Federation, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, tajikistan, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, turkey, turkmenistan, 
Ukraine, Uzbekistan

Latin America and the Caribbean (33 countries)
Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Plurinational State of Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa 
Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, 
Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, 
trinidad and tobago, Uruguay, Bolivarian Republic of venezuela

South Asia (9 countries)
Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Islamic Republic of Iran, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan, Sri Lanka

Sub-Saharan Africa (46 countries)
Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Cape verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Comoros, Congo, 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Côte d’Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, 
Guinea-Bissau, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, 
Nigeria, Rwanda, Sao tome and Principe, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, South Africa, South Sudan, Swaziland, United 
Republic of tanzania, togo, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Note: Countries included in aggregates for Least Developed Countries and Small Island Developing States follow UN classifications, which are available at www.unohrlls.org.
1. the former socialist countries of Europe and Central Asia that have undergone a political and economic transformation since 1989–1991 as well as Cyprus, Malta and turkey.
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Technical appendix:  
explanatory note for projections exercise
This technical appendix summarizes the two projection models 
discussed in chapter 4.

Lutz and KC (2013) Model for demography, 
education and human development

The Lutz and KC (2013) Model is used to project demographic 
trends through to 2050. It is based on the premise that trends in 
population growth are affected by improvements in education 
quality and quantity. This Report employs a dataset covering 
120 countries, with their populations disaggregated by age, sex 
and education level.

Lutz and KC’s multistate population modelling approach 
was developed in the 1970s at the International Institute 
for Applied Systems Analysis in Austria and is well accepted 
among technical demographers. The idea behind the projection 
is straightforward: with a baseline year of 2000 (the latest year 
for which internationally comparable data are available for 
most countries) and assuming that education level remains 
invariant after a certain age, the proportion of women ages 
50–54 without any formal education in 2005 can be derived 
directly from the proportion of women ages 45–49 without any 
formal education in 2000.

Given that the size of a birth cohort as it ages over time can 
change only through mortality and migration, these propor-
tions would be constant only if no individual moved up to the 
primary education category after age 15 and if mortality and 
migration did not differ by education level. However, strong 
links exist between education level and mortality, fertility 
and migration behaviour, so the approach must be adjusted 
to correct for these effects. The size of a birth cohort depends 
on the education level of women of childbearing age, where a 
negative relationship is traditionally observed. In projecting 
these cohorts forward, differential survival rates, based on a 
comprehensive literature review and modelling exercises using 
past data, are applied to the education groups.

In reality, the likelihood of an individual transitioning from 
one education level to the next highest strongly depends on 
the education level of his or her parents. But this educational 
inheritance mechanism is not explicitly modelled here. Instead, 
assumptions regarding transition rates and their future devel-
opment are statistically derived from the aggregate behaviour 
of education systems in the past. Since this expansion is partly 
the result of the inheritance mechanism—the fact that many 
parents desire that their children reach an education level at 
least as high as their own—inheritance is implicitly reflected 
in the projection, even though it is not formally part of the 
model. Such an approach appears preferable because data on 

the aggregate growth patterns of education systems, on which 
assumptions for the future can be based, are much more readily 
available than robust data on the microprocess of educational 
inheritance.

The procedure for each country can be summarized as 
follows: 
• A baseline population distribution by five-year age group 

cohorts, sex and education level is derived for 2000.
• For each five-year time step, cohorts move to the next five-

year age group.
• Mortality rates specific to each age cohort, sex and education 

group and to each period are applied.
• Age- and sex-specific education transition rates are applied.
• Age-, sex- and education-specific net migrants are added to or 

removed from the population. In the projections presented 
here the migration assumptions correspond to those used in 
the UN population projections.

• Fertility rates, specific to each age, sex and education group 
and to each period, are applied to determine the size of the 
new 0–5 age group.

• The new population distribution by age, sex and education 
level is noted, and the above steps are repeated for the next 
five-year time step.
The projection aims to yield a dataset with the population 

distributed by five-year age groups (from ages 15–20 to ages 100 
and older), by sex, and by four education levels over 50 years 
from 2000 (the base year) to 2050 in five-year intervals.

Pardee Center for International Futures 
(2013) Model for prospects of human 
development and policy scenarios 

This Report uses the International Futures Model for long-term 
human development projections based on closely interacting 
policy-related issues, including income, health, education, pov-
erty, gender, social change (instability and risk) and environ-
mental sustainability. For more detailed information on how 
the model was developed, see Pardee Center for International 
Futures (2013) and the University of Denver Korbel School 
website (www.ifs.du.edu/introduction). 

The International Futures Model is a large-scale, long-term, 
integrated global modelling system that incorporates demo-
graphic, economic, education, health, energy, agricultural, 
sociopolitical, infrastructural, technological and environmental 
submodels for 183 countries interacting in the global system.

The model was used in the 2011 Human Development Report 
to project long-term environmental trend scenarios and evalu-
ate their impact on human development.
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Core features of the model pertinent to human development 
analysis include:
• A production function that sets parameters of productivity 

in four major categories: human resources, social capital, 
physical capital and knowledge. 

• A population model containing 22 age-sex cohorts in a struc-
ture representing changes in fertility rates, with an extensive 
health model to compute mortality (and morbidity) across 
13 cause categories. 

• An equilibrium-seeking economic model across six sectors. It 
does not assume that exact equilibrium will exist in any given 
year; rather, it uses inventories as buffer stocks and to provide 
price signals so that the model converges to equilibrium over 
time. 

• An education model representing formal education across 
primary, secondary (separating lower and upper secondary 
levels) and tertiary levels. 

• A health model drawing on both the World Health Organi-
zation’s Global Burden of Disease project for major causes of 
death and disability and the Comparative Risk Assessment 
approach on relative risk to represent key drivers of health 
such as malnutrition, obesity and smoking. 

• A sociopolitical model representing fiscal policy through tax-
ing and spending decisions and other governance variables, 
including corruption levels and regime types. 
There are also models for international politics (focusing 

on trade, foreign investment, intergovernmental transfers and 
technology upgrade), infrastructure (focusing on level of access 
to major infrastructure systems) and the environment (focusing 
on resource use, such as water and land, and carbon produc-
tion). The agricultural and energy models are partial equilibri-
um systems at the physical level, and their dynamics shape the 
financial sector representations in the economic model. 

The projection identifies aggressive but reasonable policy inter-
ventions to construct an accelerated progress scenario, which 
combines interventions in a dozen clusters of policy initiatives 
(see table A1) and analyses their impact relative to the forecasts 
under the base case scenario. The cost of inaction is the differ-
ence in outcomes between the two scenarios. The definition of 
“aggressive but reasonable” builds on the analysis of the Pardee 
Center for International Futures series Patterns of Potential 
Human Progress and relies on cross-sectional functions relating 
the target variable to development level and using the function 
itself or some number of standard deviations above it. 

TablE a1

Twelve clusters of policy intervention levers for comparative analysis

Primarily domestic levers Primarily international levers

1. Demographics
Fertility rates
Female labour force participation rates

7. Social capital and governance
Probability of internal conflict
Government revenues and corruption
Democracy and inclusion

2. Savings and investment
Savings and investment rates

8. Trade
trade barriers
Export promotion

3. Domestic transfers
transfers to unskilled households

9. Foreign investment
Foreign direct investment
Portfolio flows

4. Human capital
Education participation targets and education spending
Health spending targets and targets on selected health risk factors

10. Household transfers
Remittances

5. Infrastructure capital
Infrastructure access

11. Intergovernmental transfers
Foreign aid
Flows from international financial institutions

6. Knowledge capital
Research and development

12. Technology
technology upgrade

Source: Adapted from Pardee Center for International Futures (2013).
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The base case scenario

The base case scenario implies continuity with historical 
patterns (including development policies pursued in recent 
decades). However, the model’s complex dynamics—including 
a wide range of nonlinear relationships—provide a structure 
that can also generate nonlinear future patterns that differ 
considerably from historical trajectories. 

The accelerated progress scenario

Under the accelerated progress scenario, resources and policy 
ambition increase substantially compared with the base case. 
Table A2 lists choices and targets for appropriate (aggressive but 
reasonable) magnitudes of intervention in poverty reduction, 
infrastructure and governance, among others. Changes are 
relative to the underlying values for each country in the base 
case scenario and therefore take into account different national 
starting points and patterns. 

TablE a2

Targets for appropriate magnitudes of intervention, relative to the base case scenario

Policy area Over 10 years Over 20 years Over 30 years Over 40 years

Global level

Poverty reduction • Doubling of lending by international 
financial institutions

• Foreign aid donations from developed 
countries increased to at least 0.5% 
of GDP

• 30% increase in foreign direct 
investment

• 50% increase in portfolio investment 
flows

• 20% increase in expenditure on 
research and development

• 50% increase in migration

Infrastructurea • Rural population living more than 2 
kilometres from an all-season road 
reduced by half or to below 10% 
(whichever comes first)

• Universal access to electricity
• Elimination of solid fuels as the 

primary source for heating and 
cooking in the home

• 20% improvement in 
infrastructure

• Universal access to an improved 
source of water and sanitation 
(after having been halved from 
1990 levels by 2015)

• Universal access to mobile 
telephone and broadband service

• 50% increase in 
renewable energy 
production

Governanceb • Corruption reduced and governance 
effectiveness and regulatory quality 
increased globally to one standard error 
above typical values for each country’s 
GDP per capita

• Measures of democracy and gender 
empowerment increased to one 
standard error above typical values for 
each country’s GDP per capita

• Probability of internal conflict 
reduced to 0

• 10% increase (about 3 percentage 
points of GDP) in government revenue 
in non–organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development countries

Regional and 
domestic levelsc

• For developing countries: 20% increase 
in health spending, 20% improvement in 
governance effectiveness on the World 
Bank scale, 20% increase in economic 
freedom on Fraser Institute scale, and 
0.2% increase in technologically based 
productivity growth

• 30% decrease in corruption on the 
transparency International scale

a. Includes transportation, energy, water and sanitation, and information and communication technology. the global targets are a combination of normative targets (such as aspirational targets from the 
Millennium Development Goals) and, considering the possibility of goal fulfilment by all countries, 97.5% level of truly universal goals.
b. Governance is conceptualized in three dimensions—security, capacity and inclusion. the security dimension is operationalized with two generally complementary measures of the probability of domestic 
conflict and of the vulnerability to conflict. the capacity dimension is operationalized as the governments’ ability to mobilize revenue (up to 30% of GDP) and to use it effectively (looking especially to lower 
levels of corruption). the inclusion dimension is operationalized as the democratic character of institutions and also as broader inclusiveness, as represented by the Human Development Report’s Gender 
Empowerment Measure.
c. Regional specific targets are available in Pardee Center for International Futures (2013).
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Afghanistan 175

Albania 70 –1

Algeria 93 –1

Andorra 33 –1

Angola 148

Antigua and Barbuda 67 –1

Argentina 45 –1

Armenia 87 –1

Australia 2

Austria 18

Azerbaijan 82 –1

Bahamas 49

Bahrain 48

Bangladesh 146 1

Barbados 38

Belarus 50 1

Belgium 17

Belize 96

Benin 166

Bhutan 140 1

Bolivia, Plurinational State of 108

Bosnia and Herzegovina 81 –1

Botswana 119 –1

Brazil 85

Brunei Darussalam 30

Bulgaria 57

Burkina Faso 183

Burundi 178 –1

Cambodia 138

Cameroon 150

Canada 11 –1

Cape Verde 132 –1

Central African Republic 180 –1

Chad 184

Chile 40

China 101

Colombia 91

Comoros 169 –1

Congo 142

Congo, Democratic Republic of the 186

Costa Rica 62

Côte d'Ivoire 168 1

Croatia 47 –1

Cuba 59

Cyprus 31

Czech Republic 28

Denmark 15

Djibouti 164

Dominica 72

Dominican Republic 96 2

Ecuador 89

Egypt 112

El Salvador 107 –1

Equatorial Guinea 136

Eritrea 181 1

Estonia 33 1

Ethiopia 173 –1

Fiji 96 2

Finland 21

France 20

Gabon 106

Gambia 165

Georgia 72 3

Germany 5

Ghana 135

Greece 29

Grenada 63 –1

Guatemala 133

Guinea 178 –1

Guinea-Bissau 176

Guyana 118 1

Haiti 161 1

Honduras 120

Hong Kong, China (SAR) 13 1

Hungary 37

Iceland 13

India 136

Indonesia 121 3

Iran, Islamic Republic of 76 –2

Iraq 131 1

Ireland 7

Israel 16

Italy 25

Jamaica 85 –2

Japan 10

Jordan 100

Kazakhstan 69 –1

Kenya 145

Kiribati 121

Korea, Republic of 12

Kuwait 54 –1

Kyrgyzstan 125

Lao People's Democratic Republic 138

Latvia 44 1

Lebanon 72

Lesotho 158 1

Liberia 174

Libya 64 23

Liechtenstein 24

Lithuania 41 2

Luxembourg 26

Madagascar 151

Malawi 170 1

Malaysia 64 1

Maldives 104 –1

Mali 182 –1

Malta 32 1

Mauritania 155

Mauritius 80 –1

Mexico 61

Micronesia, Federated States of 117

Moldova, Republic of 113

Mongolia 108 2

Montenegro 52 –2

Morocco 130

Mozambique 185

Myanmar 149

Namibia 128

Nepal 157

Netherlands 4

New Zealand 6

Nicaragua 129

Niger 186 1

Nigeria 153 1

Norway 1

Oman 84 –1

Pakistan 146

Palau 52 2

Palestine, State of 110 1

Panama 59 1

Papua New Guinea 156

Paraguay 111 –2

Peru 77 –1

Philippines 114

Poland 39

Portugal 43 –3

Qatar 36

Romania 56 –1

Russian Federation 55

Rwanda 167

Saint Kitts and Nevis 72 –1

Saint Lucia 88

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 83 –2

Samoa 96

Sao Tome and Principe 144

Saudi Arabia 57

Senegal 154 –2

Serbia 64

Seychelles 46

Sierra Leone 177 2

Singapore 18

Slovakia 35

Slovenia 21

Solomon Islands 143

South Africa 121 1

Spain 23

Sri Lanka 92

Sudan 171 –1

Suriname 105

Swaziland 141 –1

Sweden 7

Switzerland 9

Syrian Arab Republic 116

Tajikistan 125 1

Tanzania, United Republic of 152 1

Thailand 103 1

The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 78 –2

Timor-Leste 134

Togo 159 1

Tonga 95

Trinidad and Tobago 67 –1

Tunisia 94

Turkey 90

Turkmenistan 102

Uganda 161

Ukraine 78

United Arab Emirates 41 –1

United Kingdom 26

United States 3 –1

Uruguay 51

Uzbekistan 114 1

Vanuatu 124 –2

Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 71 –1

Viet Nam 127

Yemen 160 –2

Zambia 163

Zimbabwe 172 1

Countries and HDI ranks in 2012 and change in rank from 2011 to 2012

Note: Positive or negative values in the rightmost column indicate the number of positions upward or downward in the country’s ranking over 2011–2012 using consistent data and methodology; 
a blank indicates no change.
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The 21st century is witnessing a profound shift in global 
dynamics, driven by the fast-rising new powers of the 
developing world. China has overtaken Japan as the 
world’s second biggest economy, lifting hundreds of 
millions of people out of poverty in the process. India is 
reshaping its future with new entrepreneurial creativity 
and social policy innovation. Brazil is raising its living 
standards by expanding international relationships and 
antipoverty programmes that are emulated worldwide.

But the “Rise of the South” is a much larger phe-
nomenon. Indonesia, Mexico, South Africa, Thailand, 
Turkey and other developing countries are becoming 
leading actors on the world stage. The 2013 Human 
Development Report identifies more than 40 developing 
countries that have done better than expected in human 
development in recent decades, with their progress 
accelerating markedly over the past 10 years.

Each of these countries has its own unique history 
and has chosen its own distinct development pathway. 

Yet they share important characteristics and face 
many of the same challenges. They are also becoming 
more interconnected and interdependent. And people 
throughout the developing world are increasingly 
demanding to be heard, as they share ideas through new 
communications channels and seek greater accountability 
from governments and international institutions.

The 2013 Human Development Report analyses the 
causes and consequences of the continuing “Rise of 
the South” and identifies policies rooted in this new 
reality that could promote greater progress throughout 
the world for decades to come. The Report calls for far 
better representation of the South in global governance 
systems and points to potential new sources of 
financing within the South for essential public goods. 
With fresh analytical insights and clear proposals for 
policy reforms, the Report charts a course for people 
in all regions to face shared human development 
challenges together, fairly and effectively.

“The Report refreshes our understanding of the current state of global development, and demonstrates how much can be 
learned from the experiences of fast development progress in so many countries in the South.”  
 —UNDP Administrator Helen Clark, from the Foreword 

“The human development approach is a major advance in the difficult exercise of understanding the successes and 
deprivations of human lives, and in appreciating the importance of reflection and dialogue, and through that advancing 
fairness and justice in the world.”  —Nobel Laureate Amartya Sen, from chapter 1

“No one has a monopoly on good ideas, which is why New York will continue to learn from the best practices of other cities 
and countries.” —New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg, from chapter 3

“A close look at the diverse pathways that successful developing countries have pursued enriches the menu of policy 
options for all countries and regions.”  —Report lead author Khalid Malik, from the Introduction
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