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MONITORING ICPD GOALS — SELECTED INDICATORS

Indicators of Mortality

Indicators of Education

Reproductive Health Indicators

Infant Mortality Life Maternal Primary Proportion Secondary % llliterate Births per Contraceptive prevalence HIV prevalence
Total expectancy mortality enrolment reaching enrolment (>15 years) 1,000 women Any Modern rate (%)
per 1,000 ratio (gross) final grade, (gross) aged 15-19 method methods (15-24)
live births WF WF M/F WE WE WE
World Total 55 63.9/68.1 400 50 62 56
More developed regions (*) 8 71.9/79.3 21 27 70 59
Less developed regions (+) 59 62.5 / 65.7 440 54 60 55
Least developed countries (¥) 92 50.6 / 52.2 1,000 127
Africa (1) 83 50.5/52.1 1,000 108 25 20
Eastern Africa 94 44.8/46.0 1,300 112 20 15
Burundi 111 39.8/41.4 1,900 55/ 46 74 /73 8/5 43 /58 60 9 1 5.69 / 11.60
Eritrea 82 51.1/53.7 1,100 59 /48 73/ 67 24 /17 32 /54 112 5 4
Ethiopia 106 42.8/43.8 1,800 55/ 30 47 / 46 14 /10 56 / 65 78 8 6 7.50 / 11.86
Kenya 59 48.7 / 49.9 1,300 85/ 85 26/ 22 11/ 23 90 39 32 6.39/13.02
Madagascar 91 52.5 /54.8 580 92 /91 49 /33 16 / 16 26 /39 136 19 10 0.04/0.13
Malawi 130 39.6 / 39.0 580 140/ 127 42 /35 21/12 25/ 52 152 22 14 7.04 / 15.26
Mauritius (2) 16 68.4 /75.8 45 106 / 106 96 / 98 63 / 66 12 /18 34 75 49 0.04 / 0.04
Mozambique 128 37.3/38.6 980 70 / 50 52 /39 9/5 39/70 129 6 5 6.73 / 14.74
Rwanda 119 40.2 / 41.7 2,300 82 /80 12/9 25/ 38 60 14 7 5.22/10.63
Somalia 113 47.4 /505 1,600 213
Uganda 94 45.3 / 46.8 1,100 81/68 15/9 22/ 42 211 15 8 3.84/7.82
United Republic of Tanzania 73 50.1/52.0 1,100 67 / 66 68 /75 6/5 15/ 31 92 24 16 3.96 / 8.06
Zambia 80 42.6 / 41.7 870 91/ 86 34/21 14/ 27 146 25 14 8.20/17.77
Zimbabwe 55 43.3/42.4 610 115/ 111 76/ 76 52 /45 7/ 14 105 54 50 11.31 / 24.50
Middle Africa (3) 87 48.8 /51.1 1,000 204 10 3
Angola 118 44.5/47.1 1,300 95/ 88 229 1.25/2.72
Cameroon 79 49.3 / 50.6 720 93/ 84 32/ 22 17 /29 127 19 7 3.82/7.78
Central African Republic 93 42.7 / 46.0 1,200 69/ 45 15/6 39/ 64 141 15 3 6.91 / 14.07
Chad 116 45.1/47.5 1,500 76 / 39 53 /41 15/ 4 47 / 64 195 4 1 1.92/ 3.03
Congo, Democratic Republic of (4) 77 51.0 / 53.3 940 86 /59 67 / 45 32/19 26 /48 230 2 2.49 / 5.07
Congo, Republic of 66 49.6 / 53.7 1,100 120/ 109 25/ 56 62/ 45 12/ 24 146 3.17 / 6.46
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Guinea 114 48.0 / 49.0 1,200 68 / 41 79 /52 20/7 168 6 4 0.57 / 1.43
Guinea-Bissau 121 44.0/ 46.9 910 79/ 45 39/ 80 195 0.99 / 2.48
Liberia 79 54.6 / 56.7 1,000 29/ 61 230 6 6 0.85/2.15
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Senegal 57 52.5 /56.2 1,200 78 / 65 87 /80 20/12 52 /71 100 13 8 0.71/ 1.60
Sierra Leone 146 39.2/41.8 2,100 60/ 41 22 /13 212 1.16 / 2.92
Togo 75 51.1/53.3 980 140/ 99 71/ 47 40/ 14 25/ 58 93 24 7 2.20/5.53
Asia 53 65.8 / 69.2 280 7 66 61
Eastern Asia (8) 34 69.9/74.9 55 82 80
China 37 69.1/73.5 60 122/123 93 /94 74 / 66 8/23 5 83 83 0.12/ 0.02
Democratic People's Republic
of Korea 39 62.5 / 68.0 35 2 62 53
Hong Kong SAR, China (9) 4 77.3 / 82.8 93/ 95 99 71/ 76 3/9 7 86 80 0.10 / 0.05
Japan 3 77.8 / 85.0 1210 101/ 101 100 / 100 103 / 104 4 59 53 0.03 /0.01
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MONITORING ICPD GOALS — SELECTED INDICATORS

Indicators of Mortality Indicators of Education Reproductive Health Indicators
Infant Mortality Life Maternal Primary Proportion Secondary % llliterate Births per Contraceptive prevalence HIV prevalence
Total expectancy mortality enrolment reaching enrolment (>15 years) 1,000 women Any Modern rate (%)
per 1,000 ratio (gross) final grade, (gross) aged 15-19 method methods (15-24)
live births WF ME WF MF WE WE

Mongolia 58 61.9/65.9 65 86 /91 89 /92 48/ 65 53 61 25

Republic of Korea 7 71.8/79.1 20 94 / 95 98 / 98 102 /102 1/3 3 81 67 0.02 / 0.00
South-eastern Asia 41 64.8 /69.2 300 58 50

Cambodia 73 53.6 / 58.6 590 123 /104 42/ 36 31/17 20/ 41 97 13 7 2.36 / 3.51
Indonesia 40 65.3 /69.3 470 115/ 110 82/ 84 55/ 48 8/17 53 57 55 0.03/0.03
Lao People's Democratic Republic 88 53.3 /55.8 650 123 /101 57 / 54 34 /23 35/ 65 91 19 15 0.04 / 0.05
Malaysia 10 70.6 / 75.5 39 101/ 101 96 / 99 59 /69 8/16 18 55 30 0.57 / 0.09
Myanmar 87 53.8/58.8 170 122 /117 29 /30 11/19 29 33 28 1.04/1.72
Philippines 29 68.0 / 72.0 240 115 /113 77 178 4/5 33 46 28 0.03 / 0.06
Singapore 5 75.9 / 80.3 9 95/ 93 74/ 70 4/11 7 74 73 0.22/0.16
Thailand 21 67.9/73.8 44 98 / 96 38 /37 3/6 51 72 70 1.18 / 2.32
Viet Nam 34 66.9/71.6 95 115/ 111 48 / 46 4/8 20 75 56 0.27 / 0.09
South Central Asia 69 62.7 / 64.1 410 48 41

Afghanistan 161 43.0/ 435 820 64 /32 32/12 47177 111 2 2

Bangladesh 67 60.6 / 60.8 600 77 | 66 25/13 47/ 69 125 54 43 0.01/0.01
Bhutan 54 62.0 / 64.5 500 69 /74 57 19 19

India 65 63.6 / 64.9 440 109 / 90 61/ 55 59 /39 31/ 54 44 48 43 0.36 / 0.61
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 36 68.8 /70.8 130 102/ 95 92 /89 81/73 16 / 29 28 73 56

Nepal 71 60.1/59.6 830 129/ 96 52 /52 51/ 33 40/ 75 124 29 26 0.14 / 0.20
Pakistan 87 61.2 / 60.9 200 87 /42 33/17 39/68 50 24 17 0.06 / 0.04
Sri Lanka 20 69.9/75.9 60 110/ 108 92 /93 72178 5/11 23 66 44 0.04 / 0.05
Western Asia 39 68.0 /72.1 230 48 29

Iraq 64 63.5 / 66.5 370 92 /78 51/ 32 34 /53 41 14 10

Israel 6 77.1/81.0 8 96 / 96 89 /87 2/6 17 0.06 / 0.06
Jordan 23 69.7 / 72.5 41 94 / 95 76 / 82 5/15 38 53 38

Kuwait 11 74.9/79.0 25 78177 94 /97 64 / 66 15/19 28 50 47

Lebanon 17 71.9/75.1 130 113 /108 78 / 84 8/19 25 61 37

Occupied Palestinian Territory 21 70.8 / 74.0 73 /82 94

Oman 23 70.2 / 73.2 120 78/ 74 94 /93 68 / 66 19 /37 89 24 18

Saudi Arabia 21 71.1/73.7 23 77175 87 /89 65 /57 15/ 32 48 32 29

Syrian Arab Republic 22 70.6 / 73.1 200 106 / 96 89 /89 45/ 40 11/ 38 38 36 28

Turkey (11) 39 68.0/73.2 55 111/ 104 93 / 96 68 /48 6/23 51 64 38

United Arab Emirates 11 74.1/78.4 30 91 /87 95 / 96 77 / 82 26 /20 64 28 24

Yemen 62 60.7 / 62.9 850 100/ 40 53 /14 32/73 125 21 10

Europe 9 69.6 /77.9 28 21 70 55

Eastern Europe 15 63.1/73.8 50 63 35

Bulgaria 15 67.1/74.8 23 100/ 98 90/ 89 77 1 76 1/2 41 86 46

Czech Republic 5 72.1/78.7 14 105/ 103 98 / 98 97 / 100 17 69 45 0.06 / 0.03
Hungary 9 67.8/76.1 23 104 / 102 93 96 / 99 1/1 21 77 68 0.08 / 0.02
Poland 9 69.8 / 78.0 12 97 / 95 95 98 /97 0/0 16 49 19

Romania 22 66.5 /73.3 60 104 / 103 g5 79/78 1/3 37 64 30 0.02/0.02
Slovakia 8 69.8 /77.6 14 102 / 102 96 / 97 92 / 96 24 74 41 0.02/ 0.01
Northern Europe (12) 5 74.9 / 80.5 12 20 78 76

Denmark 5 74.2/ 79.1 15 102 /101 100/ 99 120/ 122 7 78 72 0.16 / 0.08
Estonia 10 65.8 / 76.4 80 95/ 93 96 / 97 100/ 108 27 70 56

Finland 4 74.4 / 81.5 6 98 /99 99 / 100 110/ 125 7 77 75 0.03 / 0.02
Ireland 6 74.4/79.6 9 105 / 104 99 / 100 113 /122 16 0.06 / 0.05
Latvia 14 65.7 / 76.2 70 98 /93 97 82 /85 0/0 21 48 39 0.18 / 0.06
Lithuania 9 67.6 / 77.7 27 99 / 96 99 / 98 85/ 88 0/0 27 59 40

Norway 5 76.0 / 81.9 9 100/ 100 100 / 100 121/ 116 10 74 69 0.06 / 0.03
Sweden 3 77.6 / 82.6 8 106 / 107 97 / 97 128 /153 5 78 72 0.06 / 0.04
United Kingdom 5 75.7 / 80.7 10 115/ 116 120/ 139 24 82 82 0.09/0.05
Southern Europe (13) 7 74.4 / 80.8 12 11 67 45

Albania 25 70.9/ 76.7 31 106 / 108 77 /1 83 37 /38 8/22 16

Bosnia & Herzegovina 14 71.3/76.7 15 23

Croatia 8 70.3 /78.1 18 88 /87 100 / 100 81/ 83 1/3 19 0.02/0.01
Greece 6 75.9 / 81.2 2 93 /93 99 / 100 95 / 96 1/4 10 0.12/0.05
Ttaly 5 75.5/81.9 11 101 / 100 98 / 99 94 / 95 1/2 6 78 32 0.29/0.24
Macedonia (Former Yugoslav Republic of) 16 71.4/ 75.8 17 100 / 98 87/ 89 64 / 62 26

Portugal 6 72.6 /79.6 12 131/ 124 106 / 116 5/10 17 66 33 0.57 / 0.25

Slovenia 6 72.3/79.6 17 98 / 98 100 / 100 90/ 93 0/0 8 0.03 / 0.01



MONITORING ICPD GOALS — SELECTED INDICATORS

Indicators of Mortality Indicators of Education Reproductive Health Indicators
Infant Mortality Life Maternal Primary Proportion Secondary % llliterate Births per Contraceptive prevalence HIV prevalence
Total expectancy mortality enrolment reaching enrolment (>15 years) 1,000 women Any Modern rate (%)
per 1,000 ratio (gross) final grade, (gross) aged 15-19 method methods (15-24)
live births WE WE M/F WE WE WE
Spain 5 75.4 / 82.3 8 109 / 108 98 /99 116 / 123 1/3 6 81 67 0.48 /0.22
Yugoslavia 13 70.9/ 75.6 15 69 /70 98 60 / 64 25 55 12
Western Europe (14) 5 75.2 /81.7 14 9 75 71
Austria 5 75.4 / 81.5 11 100 / 100 105 / 102 12 51 47 0.19/ 0.10
Belgium 4 75.7 / 81.9 8 104 / 102 142/ 151 8 78 74 0.11/0.11
France 5 75.2 / 82.8 20 106 / 104 96 112 /111 9 75 69 0.33/0.23
Germany 5 75.0 / 81.1 12 104 / 104 99 / 100 105 / 103 11 75 72 0.09 / 0.04
Netherlands 5 75.6 / 81.0 10 109 / 107 134 /129 4 78 76 0.18 / 0.08
Switzerland 5 75.9 / 82.3 8 5 82 78 0.37 /0.33
Latin America & Caribbean 32 67.2/73.6 190 71 69 60
Caribbean (15) 35 65.4/70.9 400 68 59 56
Cuba 7 74.8 / 78.7 24 108 / 104 100 76 / 85 3/3 65 70 67 0.06 / 0.02
Dominican Republic 36 64.4 /70.1 110 94 / 94 47/ 61 16 / 16 93 64 59 2.58/2.78
Haiti 61 50.2/56.5 1,100 49/ 46 21/ 20 47 /51 64 28 22 4.88/2.91
Jamaica 20 73.7/77.8 120 100/ 99 63 /67 17/ 9 46 66 63 0.59 / 0.40
Puerto Rico 10 71.2 / 80.1 30 6/6 63 78 68
Trinidad & Tobago 13 72.5/77.2 65 99 / 98 72/ 75 1/2 34 53 44 0.84 / 0.59
Central America 30 69.1/74.7 110 63 55
Belize 30 73.0 / 75.9 140 123 /119 57 / 58 47 /52 6/7 79 47 42 2.17 /0.88
Costa Rica 11 75.0 / 79.7 35 104 / 103 81/ 85 47 /52 4/4 81 75 65 0.65 / 0.28
El Salvador 26 67.7 / 73.7 180 98 / 96 49 /49 35/39 18/ 23 87 60 54 0.68 /0.27
Guatemala 41 63.0 / 68.9 270 93 /82 46 / 42 27 /25 23/38 111 38 31 1.16 / 0.92
Honduras 33 63.2/69.1 220 110/ 112 54 29 /37 25/ 25 103 50 41 1.40 / 1.66
Mexico 28 70.4 / 76.4 65 116 / 113 82 /84 64 / 64 6/10 64 67 58 0.40 / 0.06
Nicaragua 36 67.2/71.9 250 100 / 102 51/ 55 52 /62 33/29 138 60 57 0.22/ 0.06
Panama 19 72.6/77.3 100 108 / 104 60/ 65 719 75 58 54 1.65 / 1.36
South America (16) 33 66.7 / 73.6 200 70 73 63
Argentina 20 70.6 / 77.7 85 114 /113 73/ 81 BYAS 61 0.86 / 0.29
Bolivia 56 61.9/65.3 550 99 / 90 40/ 34 8/20 75 48 25 0.13 / 0.03
Brazil 38 64.7 / 72.6 260 38 15/ 14 71 77 70 0.70/ 0.28
Chile 12 73.0/79.0 33 103 / 100 94/ 99 72178 4/4 44 0.29/0.08
Colombia 26 69.2/75.3 120 113 /112 70/ 76 64 / 69 8/8 80 77 64 0.44 / 0.10
Ecuador 41 68.3/73.5 210 134 /119 84/ 86 50/ 50 7110 66 66 52 0.37 / 0.08
Paraguay 37 68.6 / 73.1 170 112 /109 71/ 74 46 / 48 5/8 75 57 48 0.13 / 0.04
Peru 37 67.3/72.4 240 125 /121 72167 5/14 53 64 41 0.39/0.17
Uruguay 13 71.6 / 78.9 50 109/ 108 94 / 97 75 / 90 3/2 70 0.41/0.21
Venezuela 19 70.9 / 76.7 43 90/ 93 49 / 64 33/ 46 717 95 49 38 0.65 / 0.15
Northern America (17) 7 74.7 / 80.5 11 46 76 71
Canada 5 76.2 / 81.8 6 103 / 101 105 / 105 19 75 73 0.29 / 0.07
United States of America 7 74.6 / 80.4 12 102 /101 98 / 97 49 76 71 0.50/0.23
Oceania 24 72.0/76.9 260 7 39 65 61
Australia-New Zealand 5 76.2 / 81.8 8 10 76 72
Australia (18) 5 76.4 / 82.0 61 101/101 150 / 155 18 76 72 0.14 / 0.02
Melanesia (19) 52 59.5 / 61.9 310
New Caledonia 7 72.5/77.7 10 127 /123 95 / 106 31
New Zealand 6 75.3 / 80.7 1510 101/ 101 110/ 116 31 75 72 0.05 / 0.02
Papua New Guinea 62 56.8 / 58.7 390 87 /74 65 /67 17 /11 29/ 42 84 26 20 0.08 / 0.25
Vanuatu 29 67.5/70.5 32 101 / 94 89 /85 23/18 54

Countries with Economies in Transition of the Former USSR (20)

Armenia 15 70.3/76.2 29 87 /91 100 100/ 79 1/2 32

Azerbaijan 29 68.7 / 75.5 37 108 / 105 93 73/ 81 26

Belarus 12 62.8/74.4 33 100 / 96 98/ 98 91/ 95 0/1 29 50 42 0.40/ 0.19
Georgia 18 69.5/ 77.6 22 89 /88 98 78 / 76 33 41 20

Kazakhstan 42 59.6 / 70.7 80 97 / 98 92 82 /91 45 66 53 0.07 / ..
Kyrgyzstan 37 64.8/72.3 80 105/ 103 97 75/ 83 29 60 49

Republic of Moldova 20 62.8 /70.3 65 98 / 97 93 /97 79/ 82 0/2 43 74 50 0.28 / 0.11
Russian Federation 17 60.0 /725 75 108 / 107 96 / 97 83 /91 0/1 32 73 53 0.25/0.12
Tajikistan 53 65.2 /70.8 120 96 / 94 83 /74 0/1 24

Turkmenistan 49 63.9/70.4 65 18

Ukraine 15 62.7 / 73.5 45 87 / 86 88 /94 0/0 39 68 38 1.29/0.79

Uzbekistan 37 66.8 /72.5 60 79/ 76 100/ 88 6/15 51 56 51
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DEMOGRAPHIC, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC INDICATORS

Total Projected Ave. pop. % Urban  Population/ Total % births GNIper % central govt.expenditures  External Under 5 Per Access
population population Growth urban growth haarable fertility with capita Education  Health population mortality capita to
(millions) (millions) rate (%) (2000) rate &perm. rate skilled PPPS assistance M/E energy safe
(2001) (2050) (2000-2005) (2000-2005)  cropland  (2000-2005) attendants (1999) (US$,000) consumption  water
World Total 6,134.1 9,322.3 1.2 47 2.0 2.68 (1,680,520) 79/79
More developed regions (*) 1,193.9 1,181.1 0.2 76 0.5 1.50 10/9
Less developed regions (+) 4,940.3 8,141.1 1.5 40 2.7 2.92 54 86 /86
Least developed countries () 675.0 1,829.5 2.5 26 4.5 5.24 30 154 /147
Africa (1) 812.6  2,000.4 2.3 38 3.7 4.97 43 468,618 21 143 /134
Eastern Africa 256.7 691.1 2.4 26 4.6 5.83 34 168 / 155
Burundi 6.5 20.2 3.0 9 5.9 5.3 6.80 24 570 3.5 0.6 1,601 207 /188
Eritrea 3.8 10.0 4.2 19 4.6 5.6 5.28 21 1,040 1.5 2.9 4,043 149/ 134 46
Ethiopia 64.5 186.5 2.4 18 5.0 4.7 6.75 10 620 3.9 1.7 22,209 190/175 284 24
Kenya 31.3 55.4 1.9 33 4.1 4.9 4.15 44 1,010 6.5 2.4 29,047 109/ 98 505 49
Madagascar 16.4 47.0 2.8 30 4.8 3.6 5.68 47 790 1.9 1.1 9,625 150/ 144 47
Malawi 11.6 31.1 2.2 25 7.3 4.1 6.34 55 570 5.0 2.8 22,148 224/ 223 57
Mauritius (2) 1.2 1.4 0.8 41 1.6 il 1.90 97 8,950 4.7 1.8 254 21/15 100
Mozambique 18.6 38.8 1.8 40 4.1 4.3 5.86 44 810 2.8 20,853 236/ 212 405 60
Rwanda 7.9 18.5 2.1 6 4.2 5.6 5.77 26 880 2.0 7,886 206/ 186 41
Somalia 9.2 40.9 4.2 28 5.2 6.3 7.25 193 /178
Uganda 24.0 101.5 3.2 14 5.7 2.4 7.10 38 1,160 2.4 1.9 43,324 167/151 50
United Republic of Tanzania 36.0 82.7 2.3 33 5.4 5.5 5.03 35 500 1.3 42,070 122/111 456 54
Zambia 10.6 29.3 2.1 40 2.6 1.2 5.66 47 720 2.1 3.6 17,636 143/ 144 630 64
Zimbabwe 12.9 23.5 1.7 35 2.9 282, 4.50 84 2,690 2.9 21,891 112/104 861 85
Middle Africa (3) 98.2 340.6 3.0 35 4.3 6.33 41 155 /139
Angola 13.5 53.3 3.0 34 4.9 2.5 7.20 1,100 3.9 6,778 211/191 595 38
Cameroon 15.2 32.3 2.1 49 4.0 1.1 4.70 55 1,490 1.0 4,175 138/ 127 432 62
Central African Republic 3.8 8.2 1.6 41 3.0 il 4.92 46 1,150 2.0 1,211 172/141 60
Chad 8.1 27.7 3.1 24 4.2 1.6 6.65 15 840 1.7 2.3 2,602 207 /190 27
Congo, Democratic Republic of (4)  52.5 203.5 3.3 30 4.5 4.0 6.70 1,006 136/ 120 284 45
Congo, Republic of 3.1 10.7 3.0 63 3.7 5.4 6.29 540 8.6 2.0 1,244 136/ 108 433 51
Gabon 1.3 3.2 2.5 81 3.1 1.0 5.40 5,280 3.2 2.1 555 139/125 1,413 70
Northern Africa (5) 177.4 303.6 1.8 51 2.9 3.13 68 68,729 22 68 /63
Algeria 30.8 51.2 1.8 60 3.2 0.9 2.79 77 4,840 5.3 2.6 852 50/ 44 898 94
Egypt 69.1 113.8 1.7 45 2.3 7.6 2.88 61 3,460 4.9 1.8 35,510 49 /49 679 95
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 5.4 10.0 2.2 88 2.6 0.2 3.31 94 28/28 2,343 72
Morocco 30.4 50.4 1.8 56 2.8 iloil 3.03 40 3,320 5.2 1.2 22,489 58 / 46 336 82
Sudan 31.8 63.5 2.3 36 4.5 1.1 4.47 86 0.9 0.7 4,081 126/ 118 526 75
Tunisia 9.6 14.1 1.1 66 2.3 0.5 2.10 81 5,700 8.1 2.2 2,636 32/29 812
Southern Africa 50.1 56.9 0.8 48 RS 3.03 81 115 /104
Botswana 1.6 2.1 0.5 50 2.2 2.0 3.94 87 6,540 10.1 2.5 1,590 146 /137
Lesotho 2.1 2.5 0.7 28 4.6 2.4 4.45 50 2,350 6.4 3.4 984 182/ 180 91
Namibia 1.8 3.7 1.7 31 2.8 1.0 4.87 68 5,580 8.7 4.1 2,498 123 /118 77
South Africa 43.8 47.3 0.8 50 1.3 0.4 2.85 84 8,710 7.8 3.3 21,286 107/95 2,681 86
Western Africa (6) 230.3 608.1 2.7 40 4.2 5.57 34 148 /144
Benin 6.4 18.1 2.8 42 4.4 1.7 5.68 60 920 3.2 1.6 6,469 141 /123 377 63
Burkina Faso 11.9 46.3 3.0 19 5.6 3.0 6.80 31 960 1.5 1.4 9,078 151/ 141
Cote d'Ivoire 16.3 32.2 2.1 46 3.4 1.0 4.64 47 1,540 5.4 1.2 5,874 144 /131 77
Ghana 19.7 40.1 2.2 38 4.2 2.0 4.22 44 1,850 4.3 1.8 17,551 106/ 93 396 64
Guinea 8.3 20.7 1.5 33 4.5 4.2 5.83 35 1,870 i) 2.2 5,325 188 /191 48
Guinea-Bissau 1.2 3.3 2.4 24 4.0 2.8 5.99 25 630 1.1 1,272 219/ 196 49
Liberia 3.1 14.4 5.5 45 4.9 4.7 6.80 994 118/ 106
Mali 11.7 41.7 2.9 30 4.6 i) 7.00 24 740 2.3 5.1 14,660 240/ 232 65
Mauritania 2.7 8.5 3.0 58 4.3 2.7 6.00 40 1,550 4.8 1.4 1,045 163/ 150 37
Niger 11.2 51.9 3.6 21 5.5 1.8 8.00 18 740 2.4 1.2 8,814 207 /213 59
Nigeria 116.9 278.8 2.6 44 4.1 il 5.42 31 770 0.8 0.8 21,698 130/ 130 716 57
Senegal 9.7 22.7 2.5 47 4.0 3.0 5.11 47 1,400 3.8 2.6 14,762 107 / 102 312 78
Sierra Leone 4.6 14.4 4.5 37 4.0 5.4 6.50 440 0.9 1,579 266 / 242 28
Togo 4.7 11.8 2.6 33 4.2 1.2 5.36 51 1,380 4.5 1.3 2,964 132/ 116 54
Asia 3,720.7 5,428.2 1.3 37 2.5 2.54 53 405,287 68 /73
Eastern Asia (8) 1,491.8 1,665.2 0.7 39 i) 1.76 68 35/42
China 1,285.0 1,462.1 0.7 32 2.3 6.3 1.80 67 3,550 2.4 2.0 6,693 38/ 45 830 75
Democratic People's Republic
of Korea 22.4 28.0 0.7 60 1.6 3.7 2.07 676 52/ 48 100
Hong Kong SAR, China (9) 7.0 9.6 1.2 100 1.1 5.7 1.17 22,570 2.8 2.1 BB 2,497
Japan 127.3 109.2 0.1 79 0.3 1.2 1.33 100 25,170 3.9 59 88,8792 5/4 4,035
Mongolia 2.6 4.1 1.1 64 283 0.5 2.32 93 1,610 5.6 4.3 3,229 88 /83 60
Republic of Korea 47.1 51.6 0.7 82 1.4 2.4 1.51 98 15,530 3.8 2.3 203 10/9 3,519 92



DEMOGRAPHIC, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC INDICATORS

Total Projected Ave. pop. % Urban  Population/ Total % births GNIper % central govt.expenditures  External Under 5 Per Access
population population Growth urban growth ha arable fertility with capita Education  Health population mortality capita to
(millions) (millions) rate (%) (2000 rate &perm. rate skilled PPPS assistance M/F energy safe
(2001) (2050) (2000-2005) (2000-2005)  cropland  (2000-2005) attendants (1999) (US$,000) consumption  water
South-eastern Asia 529.8 800.3 1.4 37 3.2 2.52 60 60 /48
Cambodia 13.4 29.9 2.4 16 4.2 2.0 4.77 33 1,350 3.0 0.6 21,806 110/ 98 30
Indonesia 214.8 311.3 1.2 41 3.6 3.0 2.27 56 2,660 1.6 0.7 32,848 55/ 43 604 76
Lao People's Democratic Republic 5.4 11.4 2.3 24 4.9 4.7 4.80 14 1,430 2.1 1.2 3,542 144 /137 90
Malaysia 22.6 37.8 1.7 57 2.8 0.5 2.90 96 7,640 5.1 1.4 251 15/11 1,967
Myanmar 48.4 68.5 il 28 2.9 il 2.80 56 [1.2] 0.2 2,424 141/ 124 307 68
Philippines 77.1 128.4 il{¢) 59 3.1 3.0 3.24 56 3,990 3.4 1.7 46,625 40/ 30 526 87
Singapore 4.1 4.6 1.7 100 1.0 6.0 1.45 100 22,310 2.7 1.2 0 6/6 6,285 100
Thailand 63.6 82.5 1Ll 22 2.7 1.5 2.00 5,950 5.0 1.9 4,249 32/19 1,153 80
Viet Nam 79.2 123.8 1.3 20 2.2 7.3 2.25 77 1,860 3.0 0.8 20,616 52 /37 440 56
South Central Asia 1,506.7 2,538.8 7/ 31 3.0 3.25 40 89 /100
Afghanistan 22.5 72.3 3.7 22 6.9 1.8 6.80 813 278/ 281 13
Bangladesh 140.4 265.4 2.1 25 4.0 8.6 3.56 13 1,530 2.2 1.7 87,699 88 /97 159 97
Bhutan 2.1 5.6 2.6 7 6.0 11.8 5.10 15 1,260 924 82/78 62
India 1,025.1 1,572.1 45! 28 2.8 3.2 2.97 43 2,230 3.2 0.8 58,134 79/ 92 486 88
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 71.4 121.4 1.4 62 1.8 1.0 2.76 86 5,520 3.9 1.7 2,127 40/45 1,649 95
Nepal 23.6 52.4 243 12 5.1 72 4.48 9 1,280 Sl 1.3 22,051 91/ 106 343 81
Pakistan 145.0 344.2 2.5 37 4.1 3.5 5.08 18 1,860 2.5 0.9 28561 121/135 440 88
Sri Lanka 19.1 23.1 0.9 24 2.8 4.6 2.09 94 3,230 3.5 1.4 3,942 30/ 16 389 83
Western Asia 192.4 423.9 2.1 70 2.8 3.57 71 35,060 53 /47
Iraq 23.6 53.6 2.7 77 353! 0.4 4.77 54 3.8 1,004 79/76 1,342 85
Israel 6.2 10.1 2.0 91 1.8 0.4 2.70 18,070 7.7 6.0 21 9/9 3,165
Jordan 5.1 11.7 2.8 74 3.5 1.5 4.31 97 3,880 7.1 5.3 10,911 29/27 1,063 96
Kuwait 2.0 4.0 2.6 98 2.3 2.6 2.66 98 [5.0] 2.9 341 13/13 7,823
Lebanon 3.6 5.0 1.6 90 1.7 0.4 2.18 98 2.7 2.2 1,134 22/17 1,256 100
Occupied Palestinian Territory B85 11.8 3.6 95 4.1 5.60 95 2,101 27 /21
Oman 2.6 8.8 3.3 84 4.4 14.2 5.46 91 [4.5] 2.9 29/25 3,165 39
Saudi Arabia 21.0 59.7 Bl 86 3.4 0.6 5.54 91 11,050 7.5 6.4 26 /23 5,244 95
Syrian Arab Republic 16.6 36.3 2.5 55 3.3 0.8 3.65 76 3,450 4.0 0.8 3,463 28/25 1,133 80
Turkey (11) 67.6 98.8 1.3 75 2.6 0.8 2.30 81 6,440 2.2 2.9 8,235 56 /42 1,144 83
United Arab Emirates 2.7 3.7 L7 86 2.0 1.5 2.86 99 [1.8] 0.8 7 16 /14 10,035
Yemen 19.1 102.4 4.1 25 4.7 5.5 7.60 22 730 7.8 4.8 7,830 87 /83 201 69
Europe 726.3 603.3 -0.2 75 0.3 1.34 13/10
Eastern Europe 302.6 222.7 -0.5 71 0.2 1.17 26,859 2224 21 /16
Bulgaria 7.9 4.5 -1.0 70 -0.1 0.2 1.10 5,070 3.4 3.8 361 22/16 2,418 100
Czech Republic 10.3 8.4 -0.1 75 0.0 0.3 1.16 12,840 5.3 7.0 717 3,986
Hungary 9.9 7.5 -0.5 64 -0.0 0.3 1.20 11,050 4.8 5.2 12/10 2,497 99
Poland 38.6 33.4 -0.1 66 0.7 0.6 1.26 8,390 7.4 4.5 187 11/10 2,494
Romania 22.4 18.1 -0.3 56 0.2 0.4 %32, 5,970 B34 2.6 1,986 29/25 1,760 58
Slovakia 5.4 4.7 0.1 57 0.5 0.3 1.28 10,430 4.8 5.7 10/10 3,136 100
Northern Europe (12) 95.2 92.8 0.1 84 0.3 1.57 7/6
Denmark 5.3 5.1 0.2 85 0.2 0.1 1.65 100 25,600 8.3 6.7 (60,114) 716 3,925 100
Estonia 1.4 0.8 -1.1 69 -1.0 0.1 1.20 8,190 7.7 525! 38 14/10 3,335
Finland 5.2 4.7 0.1 67 0.9 0.2 1.55 100 22,600 7.6 5.2 (23,114) 5/4 6,493 100
Ireland 3.8 5.4 1.0 59 1.2 0.3 2.02 99 22,460 6.9 4.5 8/8 3,570
Latvia 2.4 1.7 -0.6 69 -1.0 0.2 1.10 95 6,220 6.6 4.3 285 19/15 1,746
Lithuania 3.7 3.0 -0.2 68 -0.1 0.2 1.20 95 6,490 5.9 4.8 42 14/10 2,524
Norway 4.5 4.9 0.4 76 0.9 0.3 1.70 100 28,140 7.6 7.4 (71,394) 6/5 5,736 100
Sweden 8.8 7.8 -0.1 83 0.3 0.1 1.29 100 22,150 8.3 6.7 (78,270) 5/4 5,928 100
United Kingdom 59.5 58.9 0.2 90 0.2 0.2 1.61 98 22,220 5.5 5.9 (125,934) 716 3,930 100
Southern Europe (13) 145.1 116.9 0.0 66 0.4 1.29 10/9
Albania 3.1 3.9 0.6 42 2.0 2.2 2.27 3,240 3.7 3.5 2,515 37 /31 284
Bosnia & Herzegovina 4.1 885 1.1 43 283 0.3 1.30 736 17 /14 517
Croatia 4.7 4.2 0.0 58 0.6 0.3 1.70 7,260 5.3 8.1 10/8 1,808
Greece 10.6 9.0 0.0 60 0.4 0.4 1.24 15,800 3.0 4.7 8/7 2,565
Ttaly 57.5 43.0 -0.1 67 0.1 0.3 1.20 22,000 4.9 5.6 (6,385) 716 2,916
Macedonia (Former Yugoslav Republic of) 2.0 1.9 0.3 62 1.3 0.5 1.48 4,590 95,3} 5.5 19/ 18
Portugal 10.0 9.0 0.1 64 1.7 0.6 1.45 15,860 5.9 5.2 (1,244) 9/8 2,192
Slovenia 2.0 485! -0.1 50 0.3 0.2 1.14 16,050 5.8 6.6 8/7 3,354 100
Spain 39.9 31.3 0.0 78 0.2 0.2 1.13 17,850 5.1 54 (4,320) 716 2,865
Yugoslavia 10.5 9.0 -0.1 52 0.6 0.6 1.55 75 17 /14
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DEMOGRAPHIC, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC INDICATORS

Total Projected Ave. pop. % Urban  Population/ Total % births GNIper % central govt.expenditures  External Under 5 Per Access
population population Growth urban growth haarable fertility with capita Education  Health population mortality capita to
(millions) (millions) rate (%) (2000) rate &perm. rate skilled PPPS assistance M/E energy safe
(2001) (2050) (2000-2005) (2000-2005)  cropland  (2000-2005) attendants (1999) (US$,000) consumption  water
Western Europe (14) 183.4 170.9 0.1 83 0.4 1.50 6/6
Austria 8.1 6.5 -0.1 65 0.5 0.3 1.24 100 24,600 5.5 6.0 (1,784) 6/5 3,567 100
Belgium 10.3 9.6 0.1 97 0.1 0.3  1.48 100 25,710 3.1 7.9 (10,148) 6/6 5,719
France 59.5 61.8 0.4 76 0.6 0.1 1.80 99 23,020 6.0 7.3 (16,500) 6/6 4,378
Germany 82.0 70.8 0.0 88 0.2 0.2 1.29 100 23,510 4.8 7.9 (124,806)26 6/6 4,199
Netherlands 15.9 15.8 0.3 89 0.3 0.6 1.50 100 24,410 5.0 6.0 (119,230) 716 4,740 100
Switzerland 7.2 5.6 -0.1 68 0.6 1.1 1.38 99 28,760 5.1 7.6 (17,818) 715 3,742 100
Latin America & Caribbean 526.5 805.6 1.4 75 1.9 2.50 83 237,075 45 /36
Caribbean (15) 38.3 49.8 1.0 63 1.6 2.41 69 60 /50
Cuba 11.2 10.8 0.3 75 0.5 0.4 L5 100 [6.7] 8.2 782 12/8 1,066 95
Dominican Republic 8.5 12.0 1.5 65 2.3 1.0 2.71 99 5,210 2.5 1.9 7,061 57 /47 676 79
Haiti 8.3 14.0 1.6 36 3.4 5.6 3.98 21 1,470 14 20,144 111/96 271 46
Jamaica 2.6 3.8 0.9 56 1.7 2.0 2.37 95 3,390 8.1 3.2 5,588 28/21 1,575 71
Puerto Rico 4.0 4.8 0.9 75 1.2 1.6 1.90 14 /11
Trinidad & Tobago 1.3 1.4 0.5 74 1.1 1.0 1.53 7,690 4.1 2.5 175 17 /12 6,964 86
Central America 137.5 220.2 1.6 67 2.0 2.76 79 41/34
Belize 0.2 0.4 1.9 54 3.4 0.8 2.89 77 4,750 112 39/38 76
Costa Rica 4.1 7.2 2.0 48 2.6 1.7 2.67 98 7,880 6.4 5.2 239 15 /11 789 98
El Salvador 6.4 10.9 1.8 47 2.7 2.6 2.88 90 4,260 2.6 2.6 7,045 38/31 640 74
Guatemala 11.7 26.6 2.6 40 3.4 2.9 4.41 41 3,630 1.6 2.1 9,980 58 /51 579 92
Honduras 6.6 12.8 2.3 53 4.2 1.1 3.72 55 2,270 4.0 3.9 8,118 55/ 44 542 90
Mexico 100.4 146.7 1.4 74 1.7/ 0.9 2.49 86 8,070 5.5 2.8 28,948 37/31 1,552 86
Nicaragua 5.2 11.5 2.6 56 3.4 0.4 3.82 65 2,060 4.4 8.3 15,974 50/ 40 553 79
Panama 2.9 4.3 1.4 56 2.0 1.0 2.42 90 5,450 5.6 4.9 382 26 /22 862 87
South America (16) 350.7 535.5 1.4 80 1.9 2.41 87 45/ 35
Argentina 37.5 54.5 1.2 90 1.5 0.1 2.44 98 11,940 3.5 4.9 1,239 26/21 1,726 79
Bolivia 8.5 17.0 252, 63 3.0 1.6 3.92 59 2,300 5.0 4.1 28,818 80/ 70 581 79
Brazil 172.6 247.2 1.2 81 1.8 0.4 2.15 92 6,840 5.2 2.9 17,684 50/38 1,055 87
Chile 15.4 2282 12 86 il5 1.0 2.35 100 8,410 o9 %o/ 1,091 15/12 1,594 94
Colombia 42.8 70.9 1.6 74 2.2 2.2 2.62 85 5,580 4.0 5.2 2,297 35/ 30 753 91
Ecuador 12.9 21.2 1.7 65 3.0 1.2 2.76 71 2,820 3.9 1.7 7,640 60 / 49 737 71
Paraguay 5.6 12.6 2.5 56 3.6 1.0 3.84 71 4,380 357 1.7 3,392 51/ 39 819 79
Peru 26.1 42.1 1.6 73 2.1 1.8 2.64 56 4,480 2.8 2.4 28,296 61 /50 581 77
Uruguay 3.4 4.2 0.7 (il 0.9 0.3 2.30 100 8,750 3.4 il{e) 832 18 /13 910 98
Venezuela 24.6 42.2 1.8 87 2.1 0.7 2.72 95 5,420 6.1 2.6 619 25/20 2,433 84
Northern America (17) 317.1 437.6 0.9 77 1.0 1.90 8/8
Canada 31.0 40.4 0.8 77 1.1 0.0 1.58 100 25,440 7.1 6.3 (38,568) 716 7,747 100
United States of America 285.9 397.1 0.9 77 1.0 0.0 1.93 99 31,910 5.5 5.8 (619,729) 8/8 7,937 100
Oceania 30.9 47.2 1.2 70 1.2 2.39 32/33
Australia-New Zealand 23.1 30.9 0.9 85 1.0 1.79 7/6
Australia (18) 19.3 26.5 1.0 85 0.9 0.0 1.75 100 23,850 5.5 5.9 (44,562) 716 5,600 100
Melanesia (19) 6.6 14.2 2.2 24 3.7 4.14 68 /74
New Caledonia 0.2 0.4 1.4 77 2.8 2.47 21,130 9/10
New Zealand 3.8 4.4 0.7 86 1.0 0.1 1.97 95 17,630 7.5 6.2 (2,316) 8/7 4,525
Papua New Guinea 4.9 11.0 2.2 17 4.0 5.4 4.32 53 2,260 2.5 6,312 81/ 88 42
Vanuatu 0.2 0.5 2.5 20 4.0 4.26 87 2,880 32 32/39 88
Countries with Economies in Transition of the Former USSR (20)
Armenia 3.8 3.2 0.1 70 0.8 0.9 1.10 97 2,360 1.9 Sl 3,164 19/17 511
Azerbaijan 8.1 8.9 0.6 57 1.5 1.1 1.51 100 2,450 3.3 1.2 1,160 41/38 1,564
Belarus 10.1 8.3 -0.4 71 0.3 0.2 1.20 6,880 6.0 4.9 125 18/13 2,614 100
Georgia 5.2 3.2 -0.5 61 0.8 1.0 1.39 95 2,540 4.2 0.5 205 25/18 464
Kazakhstan 16.1 15.3 -0.4 56 0.2 0.1 1.95 98 4,790 3.7 3.5 2,418 62/42 2,590 91
Kyrgyzstan 5.0 785 1.2 33 0.9 0.9 2.34 98 2,420 4.6 2.9 1,324 50/ 42 609 77
Republic of Moldova 4.3 3.6 -0.3 46 0.3 0.5 1.40 2,100 8.3 6.4 1,126 28/ 22 943 100
Russian Federation 144.7 104.3 -0.6 78 0.2 0.1 1.14 6,990 4.3 4.6 2,927 24/18 3,963 99
Tajikistan 6.1 9.8 0.7 28 1.3 2.4 2.87 79 2.4 5.2 568 82 /70 532
Turkmenistan 4.8 8.4 i) 45 2.1 0.9 3.17 96 3,340 4.1 730 74 /61 2,357
Ukraine 49.1 30.0 -0.9 68 -0.1 0.3 1.10 3,360 6.7 3.6 4,140 22/16 2,842
Uzbekistan 25.3 40.5 1.4 37 1.6 1.4 2.29 98 2,230 7.8 3.4 2,350 56 /48 1,930 85



SELECTED INDICATORS FOR LESS POPULOUS COUNTRIES/TERRITORIES

Monitoring ICPD Goals — Selected Indicators

Indicators of Mortality Indicators of Education Reproductive Health Indicators
Infant mortality Life Maternal Primary Secondary Births per HIV prevalence
Total per expectancy Mortality enrolment enrolment 1,000 women Contraceptive prevalence rate (%) (15-24)
1,000 live births M/F Ratio (gross) M/F (gross) M/F aged 15-19 Any method Modern methods M/F
Bahamas 17 65.2/73.9 10 97 / 97 90 / 90 61 62 60 3.85/2.67
Bahrain 14 72.1/76.3 38 105 / 106 91 /98 18 62 31
Barbados 11 74.5/79.5 33 90 / 90 43 55 53 1.21/0.84
Brunei Darussalam 9 74.2/78.9 22 109 / 104 72/ 82 30
Cape Verde 50 67.0/72.8 190 150/ 147 54 / 56 72 53 46
Comoros 67 59.4 / 62.2 570 84 /69 24/19 77 21 11
Cyprus 8 76.0 / 80.5 100/ 100 95/ 99 10 0.10 / 0.07
Djibouti 117 39.4/41.6 520 44/ 33 17 /12 65 8.80/13.92
East Timor 121 49.2/50.9 850 27
Equatorial Guinea 99 50.4 / 53.6 1.400 192 0.27 / 0.55
Fiji 17 68.1/71.5 20 128 /128 64 / 65 54 41 35
French Polynesia 9 70.7 / 75.8 20 118 /113 69 / 86 58
Gambia 115 45.7 / 48.5 1.100 87 /67 30/19 139 12 7 0.86 / 2.17
Guadaloupe 7 74.8 / 81.7 5 18 44 31
Guam 10 72.4/77.0 12 109
Guyana 52 58.0 / 66.9 150 97 / 96 71/ 76 64 31 28 3.87/2.30
Iceland 5 77.1/81.8 16 98 / 98 109 / 108 18 0.10 / 0.06
Luxembourg 6 74.6 / 80.9 87 /94 85/ 90 9
Maldives 37 68.3 / 67.0 390 130/ 127 67 /71 53
Malta 7 75.9 / 81.0 108 / 107 86 /82 12
Martinique 7 75.8 / 82.3 4 27 51 38
Micronesia (27) 19 71.0 / 75.5 78
Netherlands Antilles 13 73.3/79.2 20 45
Polynesia (28) 17 69.2 / 74.8 33 53
Qatar 11 69.4/72.1 41 87 / 86 80/ 79 36 43 32
Reunion 8 70.6 / 79.1 39 20 67 62
Samoa 26 66.9/73.5 15 101/ 100 59 / 66 46
Solomon Islands 21 67.9/70.7 60 103 / 89 21/14 87
Suriname 26 68.5 /73.7 230 16 1.33/0.79
Swaziland 92 38.1/38.1 370 120/ 114 55 /54 81 20 17 13.03 / 28.53
Demographic, Social and Economic Indicators
Total Projected % Urban Population/ Total % births GNI per Under 5
population population urban growth ha arable fertility with capita mortality
(thousands) (thousands) (2000) rate &perm. rate skilled PPPS M/F
2001 2050 (2000-2005) crop land (2000-2005) attendants (1999)
Bahamas 308 449 88.5 i) 1.1 2.31 100 15,500 26 /20
Bahrain 652 1,008 92.2 1.8 1.2 2.28 98 22 /15
Barbados 268 263 50.0 1.5 0.8 1.50 100 14,010 13 /11
Brunei Darussalam 335 565 72.2 2.4 0.4 25 98 10/ 10
Cape Verde 437 807 62.2 4.0 2.4 3.24 54 4,450 60 /53
Comoros 727 1,900 33.2 4.4 4.2 4.96 52 1,430 96 / 87
Cyprus 790 910 56.8 1.7 0.5 1.92 100 19,080 8/8
Djibouti 644 1,068 83.3 2.4 5.77 210/ 194
East Timor 750 1,410 7.5 252 8.8 3.85 182/ 174
Equatorial Guinea 470 1,378 48.2 4.5 1.3 5.89 5 3,910 167 / 153
Fiji 823 916 49.4 2.9 1.1 2.98 100 4,780 20/ 24
French Polynesia 237 372 52.7 1.6 2.47 22,200 11 /11
Gambia 1,337 2,605 32.5 4.5 4.9 4.79 44 1,550 205 / 185
Guadaloupe 431 479 99.7 1.2 0.7 2.02 11/8
Guam 158 307 39.2 2.5 3.95 13/ 10
Guyana 763 504 38.2 2.3 0.3 2.31 95 3,330 80/ 60
Iceland 281 333 92.5 1.0 4.0 1.90 27,210 715
Luxembourg 442 715 91.5 1.1 0.3 2 1.76 41,230 717
Maldives 300 868 26.1 3.5 26.3 5.37 90 38/ 56
Malta 392 400 90.5 0.9 0.6 1.77 9/8
Martinique 386 413 94.9 0.9 0.8 1.70 9/8
Micronesia (27) 528 1,080 45.1 3.4 4.11 24 /23
Netherlands Antilles 217 259 70.4 1.4 0.1 2.09 17 /11
Polynesia (28) 613 958 40.3 2.3 3.01 76 22/ 20
Qatar 575 831 92.5 1.7 0.5 3.34 98 16 /11
Reunion 732 1,002 70.9 1.9 0.7 2.14 12/ 10
Samoa 159 223 21.5 2.8 4.24 76 4,070 34/29
Solomon Islands 463 1,458 19.7 5.6 5.1 5.26 85 2,050 31/30
Suriname 419 418 74.2 1.3 1.2 2.05 3,780 35/23

Swaziland 938 1,391 26.4 4.0 1.9 4.44 56 4,380 178 / 163
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NOTES FOR INDICATORS

The designations employed in this publication do not imply
the expression of any opinion on the part of the United
Nations Population Fund concerning the legal status of any
country, territory or area or of its authorities, or concerning
the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries.

Data for small countries or areas, generally those with popu-
lation of 200,000 or less in 1990, are not given in this table
separately. They have been included in their regional popula-
tion figures.

(*) More-developed regions comprise North America, Japan,
Europe and Australia-New Zealand.

(+) Less-developed regions comprise all regions of Africa,
Latin America and Caribbean, Asia (excluding Japan),
and Melanesia, Micronesia and Polynesia.

() Least-developed countries according to standard United
Nations designation.

) Including British Indian Ocean Territory and Seychelles.
) Including Agalesa, Rodrigues and St. Brandon.
) Including Sao Tome and Principe.
(4) Formerly Zaire.
) Including Western Sahara.
) Including St. Helena, Ascension and Tristan da Cunha.
) Regional averages and totals exclude Japan and

Australia-New Zealand.

(8) Including Macau.

(9) On 1 July 1997, Hong Kong became a Special
Administrative Region (SAR) of China.

(10) This entry is included in the more developed regions
aggregate but not in the estimate for the geographical
region.

(11) Turkey is included in Western Asia for geographical
reasons. Other classifications include this country in
Europe.

(12) Including Channel Islands, Faeroe Islands and Isle of
Man.

(13) Including Andorra, Gibraltar, Holy See and San Marino.

(14) Including Leichtenstein and Monaco.

(15) Including Anguilla, Antigua and Barbuda, Aruba, British
Virgin Islands, Cayman Islands, Dominica, Grenada,
Montserrat, Netherlands Antilles, Saint Kitts and Nevis,
Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Turks
and Caicos Islands, and United States Virgin Islands.

(16) Including Falkland Islands (Malvinas) and French
Guiana.

(17) Including Bermuda, Greenland, and St. Pierre and
Miquelon.

(18) Including Christmas Island, Cocos (Keeling) Islands and
Norfolk Island.

(19) Including New Caledonia and Vanuatu.

(20) The successor States of the former USSR are grouped
under existing regions. Eastern Europe includes Belarus,
Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation and Ukraine.
Western Asia includes Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia.
South Central Asia includes Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan. Regional total,
excluding subregion reported separately below.

(21) Regional total, excluding subregion reported separately
below.

(22) These subregions are included in the UNFPA Arab
States and Europe region.

(23) Estimates based on previous years’ reports. Updated
data are expected.

(24) Total for Eastern Europe includes some South European
Balkan States and Northern European Baltic States.

(25) This figure includes Belgium and Luxembourg.

(26) More recent reports suggest this figure might have been
higher. Future publications will reflect the evaluation of
this information.

(27) Comprising Federated States of Micronesia, Guam,
Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Nauru, Northern Mariana
Islands, Pacific Islands (Palau) and Wake Island.

(28) Comprising American Samoa, Cook Islands, Johnston
Island, Pitcairn, Samoa, Tokelau, Tonga, Midway
Islands, Tuvalu, and Wallis and Futuna Islands.

TECHNICAL NOTES

The statistical tables in this year’s State of World Population
report once again give special attention to indicators that can
help track progress in meeting the quantitative and qualitative
goals of the International Conference on Population and Devel-
opment in the areas of mortality reduction, access to educa-
tion, and access to reproductive health services, including
family planning. This year we have added indicators of
HIV/AIDS prevalence among young people, reflecting the
heightened global priority to stemming the pandemic. Several
changes have been made in other indicators, as noted below.
Future reports will include different process measures when
these become available, as ICPD follow-up efforts lead to
improved monitoring systems. Improved monitoring of the
financial contributions of governments, non-governmental
organizations and the private sector should also allow better
future reporting of expenditures and resource mobilization for
ICPD implementation efforts. The sources for the indicators
and their rationale for selection follow, by category.

MONITORING ICPD GOALS

INDICATORS OF MORTALITY

Infant mortality, male and female life expectancy at birth.
Source: United Nations Population Division. 2001. World
Population Prospects: The 2000 Revision (Data diskettes,
"Demographic Indicators 1950-2050"). New York: United

NOTES

Nations. These indicators are measures of mortality levels,
respectively, in the first year of life (which is most sensitive to
development levels) and over the entire lifespan.

Maternal mortality ratio. Source: Kenneth Hill, Carla
AbouZahr, & Tessa Wardlaw. "Estimates of Maternal Mortality
for 1995." Bulletin of the World Health Organization 79(3):
182-193. Geneva: World Health Organization. These are con-
sensus estimates of WHO, UNICEF and UNFPA. This indica-
tor presents the number of deaths to women per 100,000 live
births which result from conditions related to pregnancy, deli-
very and related complications. Precision is difficult, though
relative magnitudes are informative. Estimates below 50 are
not rounded; those 50-100 are rounded to the nearest 5; 100-
1,000, to the nearest 10; and above 1,000, to the nearest 100.
Several of the estimates differ from official government figures.
The estimates are based on reported figures wherever possible,
using approaches to improve the comparability of information
from different sources. See the source for details on the origin
of particular national estimates. Estimates and methodologies
are regularly reviewed by WHO, UNICEF, UNFPA, academic
institutions and other agencies and are revised where necessa-
ry, as part of the ongoing process of improving maternal mor-
tality data. Because of changes in methods, prior estimates for
1990 levels may not be strictly comparable with these esti-
mates.



INDICATORS OF EDUCATION

Male and female gross primary enrolment ratios, male and
female gross secondary enrolment ratios. Source:
Spreadsheets provided by UNESCO; 1999 UNESCO Statistical
Yearbook and World Education Report 2000. Paris: UNESCO
Institute for Statistics. Gross enrolment ratios indicate the
number of students enrolled in a level in the education system
per 100 individuals in the appropriate age group. They do not
correct for individuals who are older than the level-appropria-
te age due to late starts, interrupted schooling or grade repeti-
tion.

Male and female adult illiteracy. Source: Spreadsheets pro-
vided by UNESCO (data from February 2000 assessment, to be
published in the Education for All: Status and Trends series.
Paris: UNESCO). Illiteracy definitions are subject to variation
in different countries; three widely accepted definitions are in
use. In so far as possible, data refer to the proportion who can-
not, with understanding, both read and write a short simple
statement on everyday life. Adult illiteracy (rates for persons
above 15 years of age) reflects both recent levels of educational
enrolment and past educational attainment. The above educa-
tion indicators have been updated using the UN Population
Division estimates from World Population Prospects: The 1998
Revision. Education data are most recent, ranging from 1982-
1998.

Per cent reaching final grade of primary education. Source:
Spreadsheets provided by UNESCO; data are published in the
World Education Report series. Paris: UNESCO Institute for
Statistics. This year we report the proportion reaching the final
grade, rather than the proportion reaching grade 5. Data are
most recent within the years 1980-1998. For countries with
only one figure, sex disaggregation was unavailable.

INDICATORS OF REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH

Contraceptive knowledge. Previously reported indicators on
knowledge of contraceptive methods and sources have been
dropped since most countries have reached high levels.
Process indicators relating to availability of a range of methods
will be reported in the future when databases are improved.

Births per 1,000 women aged 15-19. Source: United Nations
Population Division. 2001. World Population Prospects: The
2000 Revision (Data diskettes, "Demographic Indicators 1950-
2050"); and United Nations Population Division. 2000. Age
Patterns of Fertility: The 2000 Revision. New York: United
Nations. This is an indicator of the burden of fertility on young
women. Since it is an annual level summed over all women in
the age cohort, it does not reflect fully the level of fertility for
women during their youth. Since it indicates the annual ave-
rage number of births per woman per year, one could multiply
it by five to approximate the number of births to 1,000 young
women during their late teen years. The measure does not in-
dicate the full dimensions of teen pregnancy as only live births
are included in the numerator. Stillbirths and spontaneous or
induced abortions are not reflected.

Contraceptive prevalence. Source: United Nations Population
Division. 2001. Database on Contraceptive Use (updated
March 2001). New York: United Nations. These data are de-
rived from sample survey reports and estimate the proportion
of married women (including women in consensual unions)
currently using, respectively, any method or modern methods
of contraception. Modern or clinic and supply methods include
male and female sterilization, IUD, the pill, injectables, hor-
monal implants, condoms and female barrier methods. These
numbers are roughly but not completely comparable across
countries due to variation in populations surveyed by age (15-
to 49-year-old women being most common; nearly two thirds
of the database), in the timing of the surveys, and in the details
of the questions. All of the data were collected in 1972 or later.

The most recent survey data available are cited; 80 per cent of
the data refer to the period 1990-2000.

HIV prevalence rate, M/F, 15-24. Source: UNAIDS. 2000.
Country HIV/AIDS information spreadsheet on UNAIDS web-
site. These data derive from surveillance system reports and
model estimates. Data provided for men and women aged 15-
24 are, respectively, averages of High and Low Estimates for
each country. The reference year is 1999. Male-female diffe-
rences reflect physiological and social vulnerability to the ill-
ness and are affected by age differences between sexual part-
ners.

DEMOGRAPHIC, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC INDICATORS

Total population 2001, projected population 2050, average
annual population growth rate for 2000-2005. Source: United
Nations Population Division. 2001. World Population Prospects:
The 2000 Revision (Data diskettes, "Demographic Indicators
1950-2050"; and United Nations Population Division. 2001.
Annual Populations 1950-2050: The 2000 Revision. New York:
United Nations.) These indicators present the size, projected
future size and current period annual growth of national popu-
lations.

Per cent urban, urban growth rates. Source: United Nations
Population Division. 2000. World Urbanization Prospects: The
1999 Revision (Data sets POP/DB/WUP/Rev.1999/1/F4 and
F6.) New York: United Nations. These indicators reflect the
proportion of the national population living in urban areas and
the growth rate in urban areas projected for 2000-2005.

Agricultural population per hectare of arable and permanent
crop land. Source: Data provided by Food and Agriculture
Organization, using agricultural population data based on the
total populations from United Nations Population Division.
1999. World Population Prospects: The 1998 Revision. New
York: United Nations. This indicator relates the size of the
agricultural population to the land suitable for agricultural
production. It is responsive to changes in both the structure of
national economies (proportions of the workforce in agricul-
ture) and in technologies for land development. High values
can be related to stress on land productivity and to fragmenta-
tion of land holdings. However, the measure is also sensitive
to differing development levels and land use policies. Data
refer to the year 1998.

Total fertility rate (period: 2000-2005). Source: United Nations
Population Division. 2000. World Population Prospects: The
2000 Revision (Data diskettes, "Demographic Indicators 1950-
2050"). New York: United Nations. The measure indicates the
number of children a woman would have during her reproducti-
ve years if she bore children at the rate estimated for different
age groups in the specified time period. Countries may reach
the projected level at different points within the period.

Births with skilled attendants. Source: World Health
Organization; updated information provided by WHO. Data for
less developed countries/regions from WHO, in AbouZahr, C.,
and T. Wardlaw. 2001. "Maternal Mortality at the End of the
Decade: What Signs of Progress?" (Forthcoming in Bulletin of
the World Health Organization.) Data for more developed
countries from Population Action International. 2001. A
World of Difference: Sexual and Reproductive Health & Risks
(wallchart). This indicator is based on national reports of the
proportion of births attended by "skilled health personnel or
skilled attendant: doctors (specialist or non-specialist) and/or
persons with midwifery skills who can diagnose and manage
obstetrical complications as well as normal deliveries". Data
for more developed countries reflect their higher levels of skilled
delivery attendance. Because of assumptions of full coverage,
data (and coverage) deficits of marginalized populations and
the impacts of chance and transport delays may not be fully
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reflected in official statistics. Data estimates are the most
recent available.

Gross national income per capita. Source: 1999 figures from:
The World Bank. 2001. World Development Indicators 2001.
Washington, D.C.: The World Bank. This indicator (formerly
referred to as gross national product [GNP] per capita) mea-
sures the total output of goods and services for final use pro-
duced by residents and non-residents, regardless of allocation
to domestic and foreign claims, in relation to the size of the
population. As such, it is an indicator of the economic pro-
ductivity of a nation. It differs from gross domestic product
(GDP) by further adjusting for income received from abroad for
labour and capital by residents, for similar payments to non-
residents, and by incorporating various technical adjustments
including those related to exchange rate changes over time.
This measure also takes into account the differing purchasing
power of currencies by including purchasing power parity
(PPP) adjustments of "real GNP". Some PPP figures are based
on regression models; others are extrapolated from the latest
International Comparison Programme benchmark estimates;
see original source for details.

Central government expenditures on education and health.
Source: The World Bank. 2001. World Development Indicators
2001. Washington, D.C.: The World Bank. These indicators
reflect the priority afforded to education and health sectors by
a country through the government expenditures dedicated to
them. They are not sensitive to differences in allocations with-
in sectors, e.g., primary education or health services in relation
to other levels, which vary considerably. Direct comparability
is complicated by the different administrative and budgetary
responsibilities allocated to central governments in relation to
local governments, and to the varying roles of the private and
public sectors. Reported estimates are presented as shares of
GDP (except figures in brackets which are per cent of GNI)
rather than as per capita PPP dollar amounts (as in prior
reports). On-going methodological work must be completed
before such conversions are justified. Great caution is also
advised about cross-country comparisons because of varying
costs of inputs in different settings and sectors. Data refer to
the most recent estimates 1990-1999.

External assistance for population. Source: UNFPA. 2000.
Financial Resource Flows for Population Activities in 1998.
New York: UNFPA. This figure provides the amount of exter-
nal assistance expended in 1998 for population activities in
each country. External funds are disbursed through multilate-
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ral and bilateral assistance agencies and by non-governmental
organizations. Donor countries are indicated by their contri-
butions being placed in parentheses. Future editions of this
report will use other indicators to provide a better basis for
comparing and evaluating resource flows in support of popu-
lation and reproductive health programmes from various
national and international sources. Regional totals include
both country-level projects and regional activities (not other-
wise reported in the table).

Under-5 mortality. Source: United Nations Population
Division, special tabulation based on United Nations. 2001.
World Population Prospects: The 2000 Revision. New York:
United Nations. This indicator relates to the incidence of mor-
tality to infants and young children. It reflects, therefore, the
impact of diseases and other causes of death on infants, todd-
lers and young children. More standard demographic mea-
sures are infant mortality and mortality rates for 1 to 4 years of
age, which reflect differing causes of and frequency of mortali-
ty in these ages. The measure is more sensitive than infant
mortality to the burden of childhood diseases, including those
preventable by improved nutrition and by immunization pro-
grammes. Under-5 mortality is here expressed as deaths to
children under 5 per 1,000 live births in a given year. The esti-
mate refers to the period 2000-2005.

Per capita energy consumption. Source: The World Bank.
2001. World Development Indicators 2001. Washington, D.C.:
The World Bank. This indicator reflects annual consumption
of commercial primary energy (coal, lignite, petroleum, natural
gas and hydro, nuclear and geothermal electricity) in kilo-
grams of oil equivalent per capita. It reflects the level of indus-
trial development, the structure of the economy and patterns
of consumption. Changes over time can reflect changes in the
level and balance of various economic activities and changes
in the efficiency of energy use (including decreases or in-
creases in wasteful consumption). Data are for 1998.

Access to safe water. Source: WHO/UNICEF. 2001. Global
Water Supply and Sanitation Assessment 2000 Report (availa-
ble on the UNICEF website). This indicator reports the per-
centage of the population with access to an adequate amount
of safe drinking water located within a convenient distance
from the user’s dwelling. The italicized words use country-
level definitions. It is related to exposure to health risks,
including those resulting from improper sanitation. Data are
estimates for the year 2000.
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