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Introduction

People

Prosperity
Planet

Peace
Partnership

“This Agenda is a plan of action for

people, planet and prosperity. It also
seeks to strengthen universal peace in

larger freedom. All countries and all

stakeholders, acting in collaborative

partnership, will implement this plan."

Transforming Our World:

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development

Source: PSA



Introduction
Efforts of the Philippine Statistical System on the Development of the 
Philippine SDG Framework

2013

Start of various inclusive 
consultations and 
assessment workshops 
on discussing goals and 
targets and assessing 
relevant SDG indicators 
for Philippine monitoring

20172016 2018

Approval of the 
initial list of SDG 
indicators for 
monitoring in the 
Philippines through 
the PSA Board 
Resolution No. 9 
Series of 2017

The PSS enjoined 
all government 
instrumentalities 
to support the 
development of 
SDG indicators

Development of list 
of sub-national SDG 
indicators for 
monitoring

Continuous 
advocacy towards 
awareness of the 
SDGs through 
partner agencies 
(NEDA, PSRTI, DILG)
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Initial Assessment of the Global SDG Indicators

Tier Classification:

Tier I – with established 

methodology , regularly collected

Tier II - with established 

methodology, data not regularly 

collected

Tier III - no established 

methodology, methodologies are 

being developed/tested

41.8%

(102 indicators)

24.6%

(55 indicators)

29.1%

(74 indicators)

4.51%

(13 indicators)
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Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3 Not Applicable

Tier Classification of Indicators at the National 

Level*

*Results of the series of consultative/assessment workshops based on the 244 SDG indicators



Introduction
Efforts of the Philippine Statistical System on the Development of the 
Philippine SDG Framework

Initial List of Philippine SDG Indicators

97
Targets

155
Indicators

17
Goals

* Based on the PSA Board Resolution No. 09, Series of 2017 “Approving and Adopting the Initial List of Sustainable Developmen t Goals for Monitoring 
in the Philippines
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Initial List of Philippine SDG Indicators

97
Targets

155
Indicators

17
Goals
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Global (Tier1) Proxy Supplemental

Proxy indicators are indicators that 

serve as substitute, if global SDG 

indicator is not available in the 

country

Supplemental indicators are 

additional indicators deemed 

necessary to be monitored to better 

help achieve the targets. They are 

indicators that agencies identify as 

priority indicators for monitoring.
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Localization of SDG Monitoring

- Involvement to various activities dedicated for SDG advocacy (DILG, 
PSRTI, and NEDA)

- Conduct of Regional SDG Assessment Workshops

- SDG Seminar I, in partnership with PSRTI and DILG

- Localization of the PDP 2017-2022 and the SDGs

97
Targets

155
Indicators

17
Goals
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Dissemination Platforms of Philippine SDG Indicators

97
Targets

155
Indicators

17
Goals

PSA SDG WebpageSDG WatchPhilippine SDG Indicators Brochure



Methodology

1. Assessment of the Sufficiency of Data for the Estimation of Tracking 
Process

2. Tracking Progress Assessment

3. Time Distance Measure

4. UNESCAP SDG Tracking Progress



Methodology
Assessment of the Sufficiency of Data for the Estimation of Tracking 
Process

Data needed:

• Baseline data: baseline data for the SDGs is 2016, however, it may vary 
depending on the availability of the information, thus, baseline data can be 
any years closest to 2016;

• Updated data: this refers to the updates on the data, these updates 
should be an annual estimate, as much as possible;

• Target data: this is the projected data that needs to be achieved in 2030. 
The target data were committed by the accountable agencies. The 
targeting was done with the help of NEDA, PIDS and with technical 
assistance from PSA. There are also cases where the target data is non-
numeric, e.g. increasing, decreasing, less than 5%.



Methodology
Assessment of the Sufficiency of Data for the Estimation of Tracking 
Process

• Progress assessment possible:
• if a particular indicator has available baseline, updated and target Data; at least two 

or more data points available between the years 2000 and 2018;

• if a particular indicator has baseline and target data and has two or more data points 
available between the years 2000 and 2018; 

• Trend analysis possible: if a particular indicator has two or more data 
points (including the baseline data) available between the years 2000 and 
2018 but with no target; 

• No analysis possible (No Data): 
• if a particular indicator has only target and baseline data; and no data points available 

between the years 2000 and 2018;

• if no data points (even the baseline data) are available between the years 2000 and 
2018  



Tracking Progress Assessment

• Sustainable Development Solutions Network (SDSN) SDG Index 
Methodology
• The index combines selected SDG indicators values into one metric that is primarily 

used for country ranking

• Performing the SDG Index was not continued since it cannot be utilized for progress 
tracking

• OECD methodology on the Measuring Distance to the SDG Targets
• A normalization method can be done after identifying indicators and generate their 

corresponding end value. This used a modified z-score procedure which the 
procedure measure distance from a fixed end point in a standardized way for each 
indicator



Tracking Progress Assessment

• UNSIAP Methodology for the Estimation of the Probability of Achieving the 
Target
• Methodology adopted in the MDG Monitoring

• Designed to estimate the probability of achieving the target using baseline data, latest 
data and target data

• Actual Annual Growth Rate

Positive indicators:  
(𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑠𝑡 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎−𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎)/(100−𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎)

𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑠 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑝𝑠𝑒𝑑

Negative indicators:

𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑠𝑡 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎

𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎
−1

𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑠 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑝𝑠𝑒𝑑

• Required Annual Growth Rate

𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒

𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑠 𝑐𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑑

Probability of 

Achieving the Target

Computed Pace

High Greater than 0.9

Medium Between 0.5 and 0.9

Low Less than 0.5



Tracking Progress Assessment

• Time Distance Measure
• Formulated by Prof. Pavle Sicherl of the University of Ljubljana, Slovenia

• Measures the distance (proximity) in time between the points in time when the two series 
compared reach a specified level of the variable (indicator) X

• Steps for Computation

• Compute the linear growth rate

𝐿𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑎𝑟 𝐺𝑟𝑜𝑤𝑡ℎ 𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑒 (𝐿𝐺𝑅) =

𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎
𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎

− 1

𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑡 𝑦𝑟.−𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 𝑦𝑟.

• Locate year where the latest actual data lies
(𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑟 𝑦𝑟− 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑦𝑟) × (𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑟 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒 − 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒)

𝑎𝑐𝑡𝑢𝑎𝑙 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒 − 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒
+ 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑦𝑟

• Compute for S-time distance to identify the time lead/time lag

𝑆𝑖 = 𝐴𝑐𝑡𝑢𝑎𝑙 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟− 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 𝑦𝑒𝑎𝑟



Tracking Progress Assessment

• UNESCAP SDG Tracking Progress

• Anticipated Progress

𝑃 =
| 𝑇𝑉 − 𝐼𝑡|

|𝑇𝑉 − 𝐼𝑏|
𝑥 100

where P may be interpreted as the extra effort 
or acceleration needed to meet the target 
when the value is less than or equal to 100, 
and 100 - P is the size of regression when it is 
greater than 100



Tracking Progress Assessment

• UNESCAP SDG Tracking Progress

• Current Status Index

𝐼𝑐𝑣
𝑁 =

𝐼𝑐𝑣 − 𝐼𝑜
|𝑇𝑉 − 𝐼𝑜|

𝑥 𝐷

where:

I0 - indicator values for 2000

Icv – indicator values for current year target 
TV - value for 2030 

𝐷 = ቊ
−10, 𝑑𝑒𝑐𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑖𝑠 𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒
10, 𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑖𝑠 𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒



Scope and Limitations

• UNSIAP Methodology and Time Distance Methodology was included in the 
study, as this was used in measuring the progress during the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs).

• UNESCAP SDG Tracking Progress was also included, as this was 
developed for progress tracking of the SDG indicators.

• SDSN methodology was not used due to need of comparison of ranking 
with other countries, and was not continued since it was not utilized for 
progress tracking.



Results and Discussion

1. Assessment of the Sufficiency of Data for the Estimation of Tracking 
Process

2. Tracking Progress Assessment

3. Time Distance Measure

4. UNESCAP SDG Tracking Progress



Assessment of Sufficiency of Data for the Estimation of Tracking 
Progress

155 Philippine SDG Indicators

137
Indicators with

Baseline Data

85
Indicators with

Updated Data

95*
Indicators with

Target Data

40

Indicators with 

Target Data

Indicators with 

Baseline Data

Indicators with 

Latest Data

36

*This includes non-numerical target and country level target



UNSIAP Methodology

• Probability of Achieving the Target

Probability of 

Achieving the 

Target

Count Percent

High 18 45.0

Medium 3 7.5

Low 19 47.5

Total 40 100.0
4
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3 3

4

1 1 1

1

2
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Time Distance Measure

Time 

Distance
Count Percent

Time Lead 19 47.5

Time Lag 21 52.5

Total 40 100.0
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Time Distance Measure

Time 

Distance
Count Percent

Time Lead 19 47.5

Time Lag 21 52.5

Total 40 100.0
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UNESCAP Tracking Progress Methodology

• Anticipated Progress Approach for the Indicators

Anticipated 

Progress
Count Percent

On-track 9 15.8

Accelerate 35 61.4

Regressing 13 22.8

Total 57 100.0



UNESCAP Tracking Progress Methodology

• Anticipated Progress Approach for the Indicators

Anticipated 

Progress
Count Percent

On-track 9 15.8

Accelerate 35 61.4

Regressing 13 22.8

Total 57 100.0



UNESCAP Tracking Progress Methodology

• Anticipated Progress Approach for the Indicators

Anticipated 

Progress
Count Percent

On-track 9 15.8

Accelerate 35 61.4

Regressing 13 22.8

Total 57 100.0



UNESCAP Tracking Progress Methodology

• Anticipated Progress Approach for the Targets

Anticipated 

Progress
Count Percent

On-track 4 11.4

Accelerate 25 71.4

Regressing 6 17.1

Total 35 100.0



UNESCAP Tracking Progress Methodology

• Current Status Index



Moving Forward

These methodologies certainly need more in depth studies and 
consultations as this will affect how we will be assessing how we fare in 
terms of achieving the SDGs.

• Examine the methodologies further and to collect more data points to 
better compute for the pace of progress. 

• Ensure that baseline data and target data are available for each of the 
SDG indicators.

• Need to address the data gaps particularly the Tier 2 indicators and goals 
with insufficient number of indicators to better assess the progress in terms 
of monitoring the targets and the goals



Maraming
Salamat Po!


