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The ASviS monitoring system at global, European, national and local levels
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ASviS Reports provide an integrated monitoring framework for the 2030 Agenda, that combines:
• the progress towards the goals of the Agenda;
• the achievement of EU and Member States  in terms of Quantitative Targets (QT).
The framework in based on «multilevel information system» and consistent methodologies, 
that support both vertical comparisons - across national, regional (NUTS 2) and metropolitan 
city (NUTS 3) levels - and horizontal comparisons across EU Member States and Italian 
territories. 

ASviS analyses rely on:
a. composite indices, which summarise around 100 indicators using the AMPI methodology 

(proposed by Istat), and capture trends and performance for each Sustainable Development 
Goal;

b. assessment of progress towards Quantitative Targets - mostly defined at EU level - using 
Eurostat’s “arrow system”.

The ASviS monitoring system - Key Features
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UN data and evaluations at world level
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ASviS data and composite indices at EU level: trends and variability
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ASviS data and composite indices at EU level: an overall assessment

Compared with 2010, for the EU average:

• Three Goals have worsened: 10, 15, 17.

• Seven have improved only slightly: 1, 2, 3, 4,
6, 12, 16.

• Five show significant progress: 7, 8, 9, 11, 13.

• One Goal has clearly improved: 5.

Out of the 19 quantitative Targets analysed: Ten (53% of the total) are achievable by 2030.
Seven (37%) do not appear achievable. Two show diverging trends in the short and long term.

Compared with the previous year:

• Four Goals have worsened: 2, 6, 16, 17.

• Six have improved slightly: 1, 3, 4, 8, 10, 11.

• Five have improved significantly: 5, 7, 9, 12, 13.
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For five Goals, Italy’s score is above the EU average: Zero hunger, Gender equality, Affordable and clean energy,
Responsible consumption and production Climate action

Comparisons across countries and over time
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Comparisons across countries and over time

For eleven Goals, Italy is below the EU average: No poverty, Good health and well-being, Quality education, Clean
water and sanitation, Decent work and economic growth, Industry, innovation and infrastructure, Reduced
inequalities, Sustainable cities and communities, Life on land, Peace, justice and strong institutions, Partnerships
for the Goals

8



Declining SDGs (composite index over time)

Goal 15

The most critical situation is 
observed for Life on Land (G15), 
where all countries record a 
decline. 

However, it should be noted that 
the chart does not capture the 
magnitude of these changes, 
which range from –17 points 
(Cyprus) to –0.5 (Lithuania).
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Declining SDGs (composite index over time)

Goal 10

With regard to Inequalities (G10:

▪ 23 countries show a decline, 
ranging from –11 points (Hungary) 
to –0.1 points (Slovakia);

▪ three countries remain broadly 
stable over the period (yellow);

▪ only one records a slight 
improvement. 

Overall, in 26 countries inequalities 
have either remained unchanged or 
worsened.
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Declining SDGs (composite index over time)

Goal 17

A similar critical situation is 
observed for Partnerships for 
the Goals (G17), where:
▪ four countries show a slight 

improvement;
▪ four remain stable;
▪ all the others record a decline.
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Goal 5

Gender Equality (G5) is the 
Goal with the highest number 
of countries (21) showing 
increases exceeding 8 points in 
the composite index.

Improving SDGs (composite index over time)
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Goal 7

Affordable and Clean Energy 
(G7) displays results that can be 
broadly interpreted along a quite 
clear geographical pattern:
▪ most Southern and Central 

European countries show 
moderate increases (below 8 
points);

▪ Eastern European countries 
are broadly stable:

▪ Northern European countries 
record the largest 
improvements.

Improving SDGs (composite index over time)
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Improving SDGs (composite index over time)

Goal 8

In Decent Work and Economic 
Growth (G8):
▪ Eastern European countries, 

together with Portugal and 
Ireland, record the strongest 
improvements;

▪ the remaining countries 
show either stability or only 
modest gains.
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Improving SDGs (composite index over time)

Goal 9

Industry, Innovation and 
Infrastructure (G9) is the only 
one among the best-performing 
Goals that includes two 
countries showing a decline 
(Portugal and Latvia). 

Nevertheless, the majority of 
countries report improvements, 
most of which exceed 5 points.
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Assessment of Italy and of its Regions

Looking at territorial inequalities
(represented by the dots in the
charts of composite indices) over
2010–2024, we observe: a
reduction of disparities for four
Goals (food, work, circular
economy, peace and justice); an
increase for two Goals (poverty,
water and sanitation services);
substantial stability of the distance
between Regions and Autonomous
Provinces for the other eight Goals.
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Assessment of Italy and of its Regions and Provinces

Lombardy              Sicily
The integrated multilevel approach 
allows to consider the same 
indicators (where available) at 
European, Italian, regional and 
provincial/metropolitan city levels 
for as many Goal as possible. 

This approach could be used at EU 
level for designing and monitoring 
cohesion policies, assessing the 
progress of different territories 
and countries vis-à-vis EU 
averages.
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Assessment of Italy and of its Regions and Provinces

Lombardy              Sicily
The integrated multilevel approach 
allows to consider the same 
indicators (where available) at 
European, Italian, regional and 
provincial/metropolitan city levels 
for as many Goal as possible. 

This approach could be used at EU 
level for designing and monitoring 
cohesion policies, assessing the 
progress of different territories 
and countries vis-à-vis EU 
averages.
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Assessing Quantitative Targets (QT)

The «multilevel information system» allows us to assess the attainability of the same 
target across different territorial levels, as well as to evaluate the contribution of lower-
level territories to overall national performance. It also enables a comparison between 
national and the EU averages.

ASviS has developed and tested this Multilevel system in several Italian regions.

However, the political dimension is extremely challenging, as such comparisons 
make possible to assess the impact of policy measures planned and implemented by 
public authorities within their respective territories in pursuing QT.
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Assessing Quantitative Targets for the EU and Italy: forecasts to 2030
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Assessing Quantitative Targets at national level: forecasts to 2030
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For QT 8.5 both the EU average and the Metropolitan City of Milan are expected to reach the 78% threshold by 
2030. Lombardy also shows significant progress which, if sustained, would allow the target to be achieved. 
At the national level, however, progress remains insufficient and, if maintained, would not be enough to ensure 
the attainment of the target.

For QT 8.6 a different pattern emerges: both the national and EU levels show significant improvements, while 
at the regional and metropolitan levels (in the examples Campania and Naples) progress remains insufficient.

Assessing Quantitative Targets at territorial level
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An other step is to assess the impact of policy measures implemented by 
public authorities is to measure how the policy measure impact the lives of 
citizens. From a technical point of view this means to have statistics about the 
outcomes generated by the policy measures.

ASviS has developed a methodology to analyse the impact of the Next 
Generation EU (in Italy PNRR), identifying five phases:

1. to link the policies implemented by the PNRR and its QT to 2030 Agenda;
2. to evaluate the level rispect to the QT before PNRR;
3. to estimate how much we get closer to the QT because PNRR;
4. to evaluete the distance to achieve the QT at the end of PNRR;
5. to estimate the costs to achieve the QT.

ASviS produced these data for 11 policy measures defined by the PNRR at 
regional level.

Assessing the implementation of the Next Generation EU



Assessing the «territorial» Next Generation EU funds allocation by SDG

From PNRR:
• Energy (G7), 25% (28 mld);
• Innovation (G9), 20% 

(22mld);
• Sustainable cities (G11), 

14% (15,5mld);
• Health (G3) and Education 

(G4), about 11% each  
(12mld).

From additional funds:
• Innovation (G9): 13mld;
• Energy (G7): 7,5mld;
• Sustainable cities (G11): 

6,8mld



QT : «One Community Hospital 
every 100.000 inhabitans».

As far as Piemonte is 
concerned:
1. before the PNRR only 12% of 

the target was achieved;
2. at the end of the PNRR in 

Piemonte 32% of the target 
will be achieved;

3. to reach the QT an effort has 
to be made to close the 68% 
gap;

4. the cost to reach the QT is 
about 200 mln of euro. 

Thanks to the PNRR, Veneto will 
meet the target by 2026. 

Assessing the implementation of the Next Generation EU



Building scenarios to 2050 using alternative policies



Conclusions

Over the last ten years ASviS has developed, based on high-quality official statistics and 
state-of-art quantitative methodologies, a wide range of tools to:
• Monitor coherently the progress towards SDGs of EU Members States, Italy and its 

territories;
• Estimate the actual and the future trends towards Quantitative Targets for Italy at 

national and territorial levels;
• Estimate the impact of European and national policies on Quantitative Targets for 

Italy at national and territorial levels;
• Quantify the financial effort needed to meet Quantitative Targets for Italy at 

national and territorial levels;
• Estimate the impacts of European and national policies on SDGs at 2030 and 2050 

on Italy and EU countries using integrated economic, social and environmental 
models.



The conceptual framework proposed by the UN HLEG



Recommendations to Governments

▪ Engage in the forthcoming intergovernmental process at the United Nations to agree on global norms for 
measuring progress and their implementation;

▪ Establish, by 2027, national progress-measuring initiatives using our proposed dashboard, tailored to 
country-specific needs and priorities, with the involvement of civil society organizations;

▪ Integrate the proposed dashboard into national policymaking processes, including annual presentations 
to government bodies, as well as into budgetary approval processes, cost-benefit analyses, and 
accountability frameworks;

▪ Reinforce existing efforts to improve availability of data on the SDGs and strengthen statistical capacity to 
build enhanced systems for disaggregated data to measure progress for everyone, everywhere, and address 
emerging priorities;

▪ Increase investments in data availability and statistical capacity, including through official development 
assistance and South-South or triangular cooperation;

▪ Task national statistical offices to develop statistical and data plans for the regular collection of the 
dashboard indicators and possible extensions of those indicators reflecting national preferences, to 
identify and address data gaps, and to publish updated dashboards and future headline aggregate indicators 
on an annual basis, and provide those offices with sufficient resources for those purposes;

▪ Request national statistical offices to fast-track the development and regular collection of data on the 
different types of capital and to collaborate with researchers in order to advance the development of 
inclusive and comprehensive wealth frameworks to enhance the measurement of factors that sustain 
progress over time. 



Recommendations to the United Nations

▪ From 2027 onward, produce an annual progress report, led by the United Nations, that assesses all 
countries using the proposed conceptual and measurement framework, with a focus on tracking progress 
over time. This effort should be aligned with SDG reporting;

▪ Starting in 2027, establish at the United Nations, via existing structures, a dedicated mechanism to 
support countries in enhancing statistical capacity and data availability for indicators on equitable, inclusive 
and sustainable well-being and progress and to mobilize joint financial and technical support programmes for 
national statistical offices and Governments, such as the Joint SDG Fund;

▪ Establish, within the United Nations, development and assessment criteria to monitor countries’ 
progress in supporting the three foundational principles of peace, human rights and respect for the 
planet;

▪ Adopt Beyond GDP indicators in international and global decision-making frameworks, and ensure that a 
broader understanding of progress is  incorporated into the metrics and the assessments of international 
financial institutions, debt sustainability analyses, and concessional finance allocation;

▪ Consider establishing a scientific committee under the auspices of the United Nations to further develop 
headline aggregate indicators that transparently and rigorously capture the key dimensions of progress, 
building on the work initiated by the HLEG.



Recommendations to the international statistical community

▪ Fast-track, through the Statistical Commission, the development of emerging statistical methods to 
maturity, in particular for indicators relating to human rights, subjective well-being, planetary 
boundaries, social cohesion and institutional capacity, building on ongoing work while remaining open to 
diverse data sources and citizen data, as exemplified by the Copenhagen Framework on Citizen Data;

▪ Establish, through the Statistical Commission, an inter-agency and expert group on the measurement of 
well-being and progress to regularly assess, validate and refine the proposed dashboard indicators to reflect 
the evolving nature of various phenomena, including the impact of technological change on the various 
domains of well-being and progress. using an inclusive and consultative approach seeking expertise from 
various statistical domains and beyond the statistical community, and applying a model similar to the inter-
agency and expert group on SDG Indicators;

▪ Establish a joint mechanism, through a partnership with subject matter experts, the World Bank, and the 
United Nations Environment Programme, under the Statistical Commission, to develop shared, harmonized 
methodological guidelines for capital and comprehensive wealth accounting;

▪ Identify an appropriate process or partner, such as the World Bank, to develop a methodology for identifying, 
quantifying and tracking, from 2027 onward, positive and negative spillovers between countries that 
affect people and planetary well-being; 

▪ Establish, through the Statistical Commission, a high-level working group to reflect on and explore more 
systemic changes to the System of National Accounts to enable it to better measure the well-being of 
people and planet.



Recommendations to civil society, academia and the private sector

▪ Develop and maintain complementary analyses, particularly in such areas as human rights, governance, 
environmental justice and inequality, where governments may have real or perceived conflicts of interest; 

▪ Support regular public dialogues, including town hall meetings and participatory forums, with diverse 
groups following the annual publication of national dashboards, to foster public understanding, debate and 
accountability regarding the trajectory of progress and salient policy issues and trade-offs;

▪ Encourage local, national and international media to present other progress metrics alongside GDP as 
standard practice when reporting on economic and societal performance; 

▪ Lead and engage actively in the continuous development, testing and refinement of the indicators set 
out in the dashboard, including headline indicators, domain-specific indicators, data sources, and analytical 
tools, through, inter alia, interdisciplinary research and innovative methods; 

▪ Advocate in support of the funding, development, adoption and use of indicators of equitable, inclusive 
and sustainable well-being and progress within government and public institutions, as well as in public 
discourse;

▪ Engage constructively in the forthcoming intergovernmental process through existing national, regional 
and global mechanisms to support convergence on shared principles, standards and practices for measuring 
progress.
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