











Their rights, their
choices, their bodies

There is no “magic bullet” to stop harmful
practices—and since a con uence of factors
shape them, it is unlikely that one will be
found. More understanding is needed of what
works, including for speci c practices in hugely
diverse societies. But what we do know is that
to get to zero, we have to move much faster.

A critical element is investing in the
commitments that have been made,
recognizing that without doing so the costs will
be far greater. These will accrue in nancial
terms through health-care costs and losses to
economic productivity, but the greatest toll is
in lives lost or permanently harmed. The sums
required are relatively small. For 31 countries
where girls are most likely to undergo female
genital mutilation, the cost of ending the
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practice would be relatively little: $2.4 billion
over 10 years. Ending child marriage globally
would cost about $35 billion (UNFPA, 2020).
Greater investment in education and measures
to achieve gender equality could catalyse these
investments and accelerate progress.

The good news is that the tide is turning. More
and more people are defying the persistent

hold of harmful practices. Parliamentarians are
passing effective laws. Traditional practitioners
are putting down their tools. Mothers and fathers
are choosing to keep their daughters in school.
Community leaders are telling friends and
neighbours to protect girls from violations of
their humanity.

The rights, choices and bodies of girls—these are
their own. When that principle is fully realized, in
every country and community, without exception,
the harm will nally, irrevocably, come to an end.



Indicators for monitoring ICPD goals: health

Indicators for monitoring ICPD goals:
dignity and human rights

Demographic indicators

Technical notes




“4 World and regional areas
World
More developed regions

‘ Less developed regions

-
«! Least developed countries

UNFPA regions

Arab States

Asia and the Pacific

Eastern Europe and Central Asia

Latin America and the Caribbean
| Eastand Southern Africa

West a

| Countries, territories, other areas
4 Afghanistan
1 Albania
Algeria
Angola
{ Antigua and Barbuda
" Argentina
*7 Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
{ Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bhutan
! Bolivia (Plurinational State of)
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
] Brazil
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
| Burundi

| Cambodia
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Countries, territories, other areas
Cameroon, Republic of

i Canada

™ Cape Verde
@d Central African Republic

Chad

Chile

' China

* China, Hong Kong SAR
4 China, Macao SAR

’r Colombia
% Comoros
Congo, Democratic Republic of the

Congo, Republic of the
¢ CostaRica

| Cote d'lvoire

i Croatia

~ Cuba

o]
. Curagao

Cyprus

| Czechia

Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica

Dominican Republic

"k Ecuador

Egypt

¥ ElSalvador

| Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Eswatini
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@ France
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Germany

Ghana

Maternal
mortality
ratio (MMR)
(deaths per
100,000 live
births)?

SEXUAL AND REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH AND RIGHTS

Range

of MMR
uncertainty
(U1 80%), (U1 80%),
lower upper
estimatea__ s estimate®

Range
of MMR
uncertainty

Births
attended
by skilled
health
personnel,
per cent

=

=
&

201 4;201 9
69
98
92

24

Contraceptive prevalence rate,

women aged 15-49
-

ANY MEI'HﬁD -+ MODERN METHOD
i . s

All Married Al
orin
union

2020 2020
26 22
74 82
48 67
23 26

7 7
63 77
69 85
48 70
64 82
19 26
22 24
42 43
54 73
26 25
51 71
70 75

63 85
65 77
16 28
57 72
59 81
44 61
51 73
17 17

© 13
57 65
54 68
28 40
35 51
79 82
65 78

37 37
M 15
32 46
61 78
27 35

Married
orin
union

17
77
65
19
7
71
83
67
77
21
i
26
71
21
46
74

76
73
27
70
73
59
69
14
12
57
66
40
44
77
75

26
14
33
78
30

Unmet need
for family
planning,

women agéd

Married
orin
union

23

5
12
22
24

Decision
making on
sexual and

reproductive
health and

reproductive
rights,

sper cent

Proportion
of demand
satisfied
with modetn
methods,
women aged

15-49
il

Al

2007-2018
38

2020

, Lawsand
regulations
thatguarantee
access to
sexual and
reproductive
health care,
#7 information
W and edlication,
per cent

2019

77
75




Countries, territories, other areas
Greece
Grenada
? Guadeloupe
1 Guam
Guatemala
Guinea
Guinea-Bissau
4 Guyana
- Haiti
Honduras
y Hungary
Iceland
India
: Indonesia
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Iraq
. Ireland
i Israel
-~ Italy
Jamaica
- Japan
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People’s Republic of
' Korea, Republic of
W Kuwait
' Kyrgyzstan
] Lao People’s Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
! Liberia
Libya
2] Lithuania
.+ Luxembourg

"_1 ‘; Madagascar

Malawi
Malaysia
“ Maldives
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Countries, territories, other areas
Malta
i Martinique

™ Mauritania

Mauritius
Mexico
Micronesia (Federated States of)

" Moldova, Republic of

' Mongolia

Montenegro

= #¥ Morocco

" Mozambique

Myanmar
Namibia

o Nepal

| Netherlands

| New Caledonia

~ New Zealand

orm
. Nicaragua

b Niger

1 Nigeria

North Macedonia
Norway
Oman

Pakistan

. Palestine'

Panama

4 Papua New Guinea

| Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar

& Réunion

Romania

Russian Federation

Rwanda

Saint Kitts and Nevis

# Saint Lucia

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

Samoa
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73 70
64 49
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34 23
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61 47
60 56
38 31
72 66
76 56
56 42
73 56
75 65
82 74
47 40
72 70
72 57
68 57
57 52
61 57
66 64
29

Unmet need
for family
planning,

women agéd

15-49

Married
orin
union

2020

Decision
making on
sexual and

reproductive
health and

reproductive
rights,

sper cent

Proportion
of demand
satisfied
with modetn
methods,
women aged

15-49
il

Al

2007-2018

, Lawsand
regulations
thatguarantee
access to
sexual and
reproductive
health care,
#7 information
W and edlication,
per cent

2019
90
62
73




SEXl_JA-L. AND REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH AHD RIGHTS

Maternal Range Range ;. Births Contrateptive prevalence rate, Unmet need Proportion Decision Laws and
mortality “of MMR of MMR attended . womenaged 1549 for family of demand making on regulations
ratio (MMR) | uncertainty | uncertainty | by skilted . planning, satisfied sexualand that guarantge
(deaths per (U180%), (UI80%), |, health women aged withemodern reproductive access to
100,000 live lower upper personnel " 15-49 method$, health and sexual and

births)? estimate? estimate® per cent ANYMETHOD | MODERN METHOD " e | women aged reproductive reproductive
15-49 rights, health care,

= | ! - per cent infofmation
Al Married Al Married Married An 5
orin orin orin and education,

union union union : ., Percent
Countries, territories, other areas ) 2017 2014-2019 2020 2020 2020 2007-2018 2019
San Marino - - - -
Sdo Tomé and Principe 217 93 46 54
| Saudi Arabia 30 99 - -
! Senegal 434 74 7 -
1 Serbia 17 98 - 86
Seychelles 109 - - -
Sierra Leone 87
Singapore 13
Sint Maarten -
Slovakia 5 4 7
Slovenia 7 5 9
Solomon Islands
| Somalia
South Africa
b South Sudan
Spain
Sri Lanka
| Sudan
Suriname
=T Sweden
= Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Tajikistan
% Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
\ Timor-Leste, Democratic Republic of
Togo
. Tonga
T Trinidad and Tobago
Y Tunisia
Turkey
‘ Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
§ Tuvalu
+ Uganda
. Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
i United States of America

\ United States Virgin Islands




SEXUAL AND REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH AND RIGHTS
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Countries, territories, other areas 2017
Vanuatu - - -
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 97 170 99

43 32 61 94

il Western Sahara - - - -

164
213
458

109
159
360

235 =
289 63
577 86

! Yemen

Zambia
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e Ry

A et AR B L R

Data not available.

a The MMR has been rounded according to the following scheme: <100, rounded to
nearest 1; 100-999, rounded to nearest 1; and =1000, rounded to nearest 10.
0n 29 November 2012, the United Nations General Assembly passed Resolution
67/19, which accorded Palestine “non-member observer State status in the
United Nations...”

) DEFINITIONS OF THE INDICATORS
. Maternal mortality ratio: Number of maternal deaths during a given time period per
100,000 live births during the same time period. (SDG indicator 3.1.1)

.+ Births attended by skilled health personnel: Percentage of births attended by skilled
heath personnel (doctor, nurse or midwife). (SDG indicator 3.1.2)

¢ Contraceptive prevalence rate: Percentage of women aged 15 to 49 who are currently

i using any method of contraception.

Contraceptive prevalence rate, modern method: Percentage of women aged 15 to 49
who are currently using any modern method of contraception.

Unmet need for family planning: Percentage of women aged 15 to 49 who want to stop
or delay childbearing but are not using a method of contraception.

. Proportion of demand satisfied with modern methods: Percentage of total demand
| for family planning among women aged 15 to 49 that is satisfied by the use of modern
contraception. (SDG indicator 3.7.1)

. Decision making on sexual and reproductive health and reproductive rights:
Percentage of women aged 15 to 49 years who are married (or in union), who make

{ their own decisions on three areas — their health care, use of contraception, and
sexual intercourse with their partners. (SDG indicator 5.6.1)

2014-2019
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48 31 40 15 20 60 = =
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47 -
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Laws and regulations that guarantee access to sexual and reproductive health care,
infor and ed The extent to which countries have national laws and
regulations that guarantee full and equal access to women and men aged 15 years and
older to sexual and reproductive health care, information and education.

(SDG indicator 5.6.2)

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Maternal mortality ratio: United Nations Maternal Mortality Estimation Inter-agency
Group (WHO, UNICEF, UNFPA, The World Bank and the United Nations Population
Division).

Births attended by skilled health personnel: Joint global database on skilled
attendance at birth, 2020, United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) and World Health
Organization (WHO). Regional aggregates calculated by UNFPA based on data from
the joint global database.

Contraceptive prevalence rate: United Nations Population Division.

Contraceptive prevalence rate, modern method: United Nations Population Division.
Unmet need for family planning: United Nations Population Division.

Proportion of demand satisfied with modern methods: United Nations Population
Division.

Decision making on sexual and reproductive health and reproductive rights: UNFPA.

Laws and regulations that guarantee access to sexual and reproductive health care,
ion and education: UNFPA.
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« ADOLESCENTS AND Y_'OUTH

. 1 - -
Adolescent Child Female genital * Adjusted netenrolment % . Gender parity Net enrolment rate, Gender
birth rate per marriage * mu'tilation‘prevalence rate, primary educatien, index, primary secondary education, parity index,
1,000 girls by age 18, among girls.aged per cent, 2018 * edycation per cent, 2018 secondary
aged 15-19 per cent 15-19, per cent education

: World and regional areas 2020 2019 2019 male female 2018 male female 2018
World
More developed regions
Less developed regions 45 27 - 91 89 0.97 63 63 1.00

Least developed countries
PaFnitde

4 UNFPA regions
Arab States

Asia and the Pacific

Eastern Europe and Central Asia

Latin America and the Caribbean

" East and Southern Africa

#4 West and Central Africa
R A S e

2003-2018 2005-2019 2004-2018 2009-2019

Countries, territories, other areas

Afghanistan
Albania
4' Algeria
i Angola 163 30 - 92 71 0.78 13 10 0.80
Antigua and Barbuda 28 - - 96 99 1.02 88 90 1.02
Argentina 54 - - - - - 89 93 1.05
{ Armenia
* Aruba
¥ Australia

Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados

Belarus

Belgium
Belize
¢ Benin
Bhutan

Bolivia (Plurinational State of)

Bosnia and Herzegovina 1 4 - - - - - _ _
! Botswana
Brazil
Brunei Darussalam

j Bulgaria

Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia

| Cameroon, Republic of

i Canada 100



ADOLESCENTS AND YOUTH

Adolescent Child Female genital Adjusted net enrolment Gender parity Net enrolment rate, Gender
birth rate per marriage mutifation prevalence rate, primary education, index, primary secondary education, parity index,
1,000 girls by age 18, among girls aged . per cent, 2018 education per cent, 2018 secondary
aged 15-19 ‘per.cent 15—19iper cent X ’ ' education

3 Countries, territories, other areas 2003-2018 2005-2019 2004-2018 male female 2009-2019 malle female 2009-2019
Cape Verde 80 18 = 94 93 0.98 66 74 112
Central African Republic 229 68 18 72 56 0.77 16 10 0.62
Chad 179 67 32 83 64 0.78 25 12 0.48

# Chile 26 - 95 95 1.00 87 90 1.03
China 9 - - - - - - -

| China, Hong Kong SAR 2 - - - - 96 97 1.01

% China, Macao SAR 3 = 96 96 85 88 1.05
Colombia 61 23 97 98 75 80 1.07

* Comoros 70 32 82 82 49 52 1.05

= Congo, Democratic Republic of the 37 - - - -

2 Congo, Republic of the 27 85 93 - -

%1 Costa Rica 21 97 97 81 84
4 Cote d'lvoire 27 98 90 45 35
Croatia - 96 98 91 94

5 Cuba 26 98 98 82 87
Curagao - - - -

" Cyprus 97 98 95 95

| Czechia 87 89 90 91

% Denmark 98 99 90 92

<! Djibouti 67 67 38 37
Dominica 90 93 84 91

Dominican Republic 94 94 67 75

| Ecuador - - 83 86

“5 Egypt 98 99 82 83

~ El Salvador 81 82 61 63
Equatorial Guinea 44 45 - -

Eritrea 54 49 43 40

| Estonia 93 95 93 95

S48 Eswatini 83 82 36 47

*. Ethiopia 88 82 31 30

{ Fiji 99 99 80 89
Finland 99 99 96 96
France ee 94 95
French Guiana - - -

French Polynesia - - -

Gabon - - -
® Gambia 78 - -

Georgia 98 95 97

Germany 90 86 85

Ghana 86 57 58

Greece 94 98
| Grenada

Guadeloupe

Guam
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« ADOLESCENTS AND

. 1 - -
Adolescent Child Female genital Adjusted netenrolment % . Gender parity Net enrolment rate, Gender
birth rate per marriage * mu'tilation‘prevalence rate, primary educatien, w index, primary secondary education, parity index,
1,000 girls by age 18, among girls.aged per cent, 2018 r edL_lg_gtipn per cent, 2018 secondary
aged 15-19 per cent 15-19, per cent education

Countries, territories, other areas 2003-2018 2005-2019 2004-2018 male female 2009-2019 male female 2009-2019
Guatemala 79 30 - 89 90 1.01 45 43 0.96
Guinea 120 47 92 85 71 0.83 39 26 0.66
Guinea-Bissau 106 24 42 75 71 0.95 - - -
Guyana 74 30 97 94 0.97 80 84 1.05
j Haiti B} 15 = = = = = =
“4 Honduras 89 34 80 81 1.02 41 47 1.14
Hungary 23 - 96 97 1.00 89 90 1.01
Iceland 6 - 99 1.00 90 92 1.02
India 1 27 97 99 1.02 61 62 1.02
Indonesia 36 16 97 92 0.95 78 80 1.03
‘' Iran (Islamic Republic of) 88 17 98 98 0.99 82 80 0.98
Iraq 82 28 - - - - -
. Ireland 7 - - 97 99 1.01
Israel 10 - - 98 1.02
Italy 4 97 97 94 95 1.01
. Jamaica 52 81 82 72 76 1.06
1 Japan 3 - - - - -
Jordan 27 82 80 62 64 1.03
' Kazakhstan 26 = = 93 93 1.01
{ Kenya 96 79 83 49 46 0.93
w4 Kiribati 49 - - - -
7 Korea, Democratic People’s Republic of 1 98 98 - -
Korea, Republic of 1 98 98 98 98
Kuwait 6 84 93 . 85 89
Kyrgyzstan 34 98 97 85 84
Lao People’s Democratic Republic 83 92 91 61 59
Latvia 16 96 98 93 95
Lebanon 13 - - - -
" Lesotho 94 90 92 33 50
2 Liberia® 44 45 17 15
= Libya " - - - -
Lithuania 13 - - 98 98
Luxembourg 4 98 98 82 85
Madagascar - - 29 31
Malawi - - 34 35
| Malaysia 69 75
Maldives 94 96 - -
Ly Mali 62 56 33 27
| Malta = = 92 9
Martinique - - - -
Mauritania 79 81 30 32
!‘% Mauritius 95 97 82 87
= Mexico - - 80 83
1 Micronesia (Federated States of) 85 86 - -
Moldova, Republic of 90 90 78 78
= =
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_ Countries, territories, other areas
Mongolia

Montenegro

Morocco

d Mozambique

Myanmar

Namibia

. Nepal

Netherlands

" New Caledonia

= New Zealand

= Nicaragua

%1 Niger
% Nigeria

North Macedonia
Norway

Oman

. Pakistan

| Palestine’

* Panama

'+ Papua New Guinea

Paraguay

% Peru

| Philippines
Poland

* Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar

Réunion

“ Romania

Russian Federation

{ Rwanda

Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa

San Marino

® Sdo Tomé and Principe
Saudi Arabia

Senegal

Serbia

Seychelles

| Sierra Leone
Singapore

Sint Maarten

Slovakia

Adolescent
birth rate per
1,000 girls
aged 15-19

2003-2018
33
10
19

28
64
83

3
15
14
92

Child
marriage
by age 18,
‘per.cent

2005-2019

12

6
14
53
16

7
40

35
76
43

7

4
18
15
26
27
22
17
17

Female genital
mutifation prevalence
among girls aged
15—1& percent

2004-2018

ADOLESCENTS AND YOUTH

Adjusted net enrolment
rate, primary education,
= per cent, 2018

male
97
96
97
95
90
95

99
98
95
69
72
96

98
74
97
87
78
88
96
95
97
98
77
97
86
97
95
97

94
95
72
98

female
96
97
97
92
88
98

99
99
98
58
60
96

100
62
97
86
73
88
<7/
95
97
97
80
99
86
98
96

100

94
95
81
98

Gender parity
index, primary
education

2009-2019
0.99
1.01
1.00
0.97
0.99
1.03

1.01

1.01

1.03
0.85
0.84
1.00
1.00
1.02
0.84
1.00
0.99
0.93
1.00
1.01

1.00
1.00
0.99
1.04
1.03
1.00
1.01

1.01

1.03

Net enrolment rate, Gender

secondary education, parity index,
per cent, 2018 secondary
. education

male female 2009-2019

88 90 1.01
64 64 1.00
19 19 1.00
61 67 1.08
61 63 1.03
93 94 1.01
96 98 1.02
45 52 1.17
23 17 0.74

96 96
99 93
40 34
83 91
62 66
35 29
66 66
Gl 88
60 71
94 94
94 95
73 9
96 92
82 83
90 G
33 39
96

81 82
87 92
82 90
70 63
62 69
99 94
36 39
92 93
78 83
43 41

68 72
84 85
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« ADOLESCENTS AND

. 1 - -
Adolescent Child Female genital Adjusted netenrolment % . Gender parity Net enrolment rate, Gender
birth rate per marriage * mu'tilation‘prevalence rate, primary educatien, index, primary secondary education, parity index,
1,000 girls by age 18, among girls.aged per cent, 2018 * edycation per cent, 2018 secondary
aged 15-19 per cent 15-19, per cent education

Countries, territories, other areas 2003-2018 2005-2019 2004-2018 male female 2009-2019 male female 2009-2019

Slovenia 4 - - 98 99 1.01 95 97 1.02
Solomon Islands 78 21 - 67 68 1.01 - -
Somalia 45 97 - - - - -
South Africa 41 4 90 95 1.05 65 79
4 South Sudan 52 40 30 0.76 6 4
1 Spain - 97 98 1.01 96 o8
Sri Lanka 10 98 97 0.98 90 92
Sudan 34 62 61 0.98 32 31
Suriname 36 84 88 1.04 52 64
Sweden 5 - - - - 99
. Switzerland = 99 1.01 87 84
Syrian Arab Republic 13 73 0.98 49 48
. Tajikistan 9 98 0.99 87 79
Tanzania, United Republic of 31 81 1.04 26 27
Thailand 23 98 1.00 77 78
., Timor-Leste, Democratic Republic of 15 94 1.03 59 67
1 Togo 25 97 0.95 49 33
= Tonga 6 - - 81 84
Trinidad and Tobago 1 99 0.99 - -
_‘. { Tunisia 2 97 1.02 - -
o Turkey 95 0.99 88 86
Turkmenistan - - -
Turks and Caicos Islands - - -
“0 Tuvalu 91 . 62 71
Uganda . 94 . - -
Ukraine 91 . 85 86
United Arab Emirates 92 . 95 90
United Kingdom . 97 97
# United States of America 96 . 92 93
&5 United States Virgin Islands - - -
| Uruguay 97 . 85 91
& Uzbekistan 98 : 91 90
& Vanuatu 92 . 48 50
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 90 . 70 77
Viet Nam - - -
| Western Sahara - - -
Yemen 90 g B5 40
Zambia 83 . - -
| Zimbabwe = 49 49

INDICATORS
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NOTES
- Data not available.

Percentage of girls aged 15-19 years who are members of the Sande society.
Membership in Sande society is a proxy for female genital mutilation.

Reference year is 2017.

0n 29 November 2012, the United Nations General Assembly passed Resolution
67/19, which accorded Palestine “non-member observer State status in the
United Nations...”

DEFINITIONS OF THE INDICATORS
Adolescent birth rate: Number of births per 1,000 adolescent girls aged 15-19.
(SDG indicator 3.7.2)

Child marriage by age 18: Proportion of women aged 20-24 years who were married
orin a union before age 18. (SDG indicator 5.3.1)

Female genital mutilation prevalence among girls aged 15-19: Proportion of girls
aged 15-19 years who have undergone female genital mutilation. (SDG indicator
5.3.2)

Adjusted net enrolment rate, primary education: Percentage of children of the
official primary age group who are enrolled in primary or secondary education.

- R, A

Gender parity index, primary education: Ratio of female to male values of
adjusted primary school net enrolment ratio.

Net enrolment rate, secondary education: Percentage of children of the official
secondary age group who are enrolled in secondary education.

Gender parity index, secondary education: Ratio of female to male values of
secondary school net enrolment ratio.

MAIN DATA SOURCES

Adolescent birth rate: United Nations Population Division.

Child marriage by age 18: UNICEF. Regional aggregates calculated by UNFPA
based on data from UNICEF.

Female genital mutilation prevalence among girls aged 15-19: UNFPA.

Adjusted net enrolment rate, primary education: UNESCO Institute for Statistics
(UIS).

Gender parity index, primary education: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS).

Net enrolment rate, secondary education: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS).

Gender parity index, secondary education: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS).
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POPULATION 4 FPOPULATION . POPULATION COMPOSITION - SEX RATIO FERTILITY LIFE
CHANGE i . X i s EXPECTANCY : -

Total population Average annual Population : Population™ Population Population aged Sex.ratio Tc;tal Life expectan-cy
in millions rate of population agecf U_M'. . aged 10-24, aged 15-64, = 65 andsolder, at birth, = fertility rate, at birth, years
change, per cent per cent percent per cent per cert per female birth per woman

* World and regional areas 2020 2015-2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2017 2020 2020
World

M. ' More developed regions
1 ] Less developed regions 6,521 1.3 272 25.1 65.4 74 - 2.6 71

Least developed countries
- -
UNFPA regions

Arab States
&

Asia and the Pacific

Eastern Europe and Central Asia

" Latin America and the Caribbean

East and Southern Africa

1 West and Central Africa
- pagrn .

§ £

2015-2020

§ Countries, territories, other areas

Afghanistan
Albania
Y Algeria
' Angola 32.9 3.3 46.4 32.8 514 2.2 1.027 5.4 61
. Antigua and Barbuda 0.1 0.9 218 219 68.8 9.3 1.031 2.0 77
Argentina 452 1.0 24.4 23.5 64.2 1.4 1.057 2.2 77
. Armenia
Aruba'

Australia?

Austria
Azerbaijan®
Bahamas
2= Bahrain

Bangladesh

Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
" Benin
1 | Bhutan
Bolivia (Plurinational State of)
Bosnia and Herzegovina 3.3 -0.9 14.5 17.1 676 17.9 1.067 1.2 78

Botswana

Brazil
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
! Burkina Faso
: Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon, Republic of
4 Canada 377 0.9 15.8 16.8 66.1 18.1 1.056 1.5 83
Cape Verde




Démogia,phic indi
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POPULATION | POPULATION * __ POPULATION COMPOSITION ” SEX'RATIO FERTILITY X CIFE:
CHANGE A EXPECTANCY

*
Total population Average annual Population Population Population Population aged* Sex ratio Total Life expectancy
in millions rate of population aged 0-14, aged 10-24, aged 15-64, 65 and older, at birth, fertility rate, at birth, years
change, per cent per cent . percent . per cent per cent per female birth per woman

Countries, territories, other areas 2020 2015-2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2017 2020 2020

B Central African Republic 4.8 1.4 43.5 36.2 53.7 2.8 1.031 4.6 54
Chad 16.4 3.0 46.5 &Y 51.0 2.5 1.039 5.6 55
Chile 19.1 1.2 19.2 20.4 68.5 12.2 1.043 1.6 80

# China* 1,439.3 0.5 177 17.6 70.3 12.0 1.143 1.7 77
China, Hong Kong SAR® 75 0.8 12.7 12.4 69.1 18.2 1.078 1.4 85

China, Macao SAR® 0.6 1.5 14.4 12.8 73.7 12.0 1.084 1.2 84

W Colombia 50.9 1.4 222 24.6 68.8 9.1 1.045 1.8 77

| Comoros 0.9 2.2 39.0 31.1 579 3.1 1.032 4.1 65

« Congo, Democratic Republic of the 89.6 3.2 458 32.1 51.2 3.0 1.022 5.7 61

.. Congo, Republic of the 515 2.6 413 314 56.0 2.8 1.025 4.3 65

‘' Costa Rica 5.1 1.0 20.8 22.0 68.9 1.043 17 80

Fiy Cate d'lvoire 26.4 2.5 415 32.8 55.6 2.9 1.030 45 58
% Croatia 4.1 -0.6 14.5 15.7 64.2 1.058 1.4 79
J- Cuba 13 0.0 15.9 172 68.2 1073 16 79
Curacao' 0.2 0.5 18.2 18.9 64.2 1.045 1.7 79
Cyprus’ 1.2 0.8 16.6 19.5 69.0 1.065 13 81

= Czechia 10.7 0.2 15.8 14.3 64.1 1.055 1.7 80
Denmark® 5.8 0.4 16.3 18.1 63.6 1.057 1.8 81

.. Djibouti 1.0 1.6 28.9 273 66.4 . 1.038 2.6 67

*» Dominica 0.1 0.2 - - - 1.030 - -
Dominican Republic 10.8 1.1 274 26.5 65.0 . 1.045 2.3 74
Ecuador 176 1.7 274 26.5 65.0 b 1.046 2.4 77

! Egypt 102.3 2.0 33.9 26.2 60.7 . 1.054 3.2 72
El Salvador 6.5 0.5 26.6 277 64.8 ) 1.064 2.0 74

¢ Equatorial Guinea 1.4 3.7 36.8 28.8 60.8 . 1.031 4.3 59
Eritrea &3 1.2 411 32.3 54.4 b 1.031 8.9 67
Estonia 1.3 0.2 16.5 14.7 63.1 1.057 1.6 79

¥ Eswatini 1.2 1.0 374 33.6 58.5 b 1.027 2.9 61

©% Ethiopia 2.6 39.9 33.6 56.5 . 1.055 4.0 67

' Fiji 0.9 0.6 29.0 25.7 65.2 . 1.069 2.7 68

, Finland® 5.5 0.2 15.9 16.6 61.6 1.051 1.5 82
France™ 0.3 17.7 17.7 61.6 1.049 1.8 83
French Guiana" 0.3 2.7 31.8 277 62.6 . 1.035 3.3 80
French Polynesia" 0.3 0.6 22.2 234 68.7 ) 1.055 1.9 78
Gabon 2.2 2.7 373 271 59.2 . 1.020 3.9 67
Gambia 2.4 2.9 44.0 325 58ls . 1.031 5.1 62

B Georgia” 4.0 0.2 202 177 64.5 1,065 2.0 7
Germany 0.5 14.0 14.9 64.4 1.054 1.6 81
Ghana 2.2 371 30.5 59.7 . 1.040 3.8 64
Greece -0.4 13.7 1553 64.1 1.062 1.3 82
Grenada . 0.5 23.8 22.1 66.4 . 1.032 2.0 72
Guadeloupe" d 0.0 18.4 21.7 62.2 1.032 2.1 82

{ Guam® . 0.8 239 24.3 65.6 1.073 2.3 80
Guatemala 19 33.3 31.7 61.6 . 1.039 2.8 75
Guinea 2.8 43.0 54.0 . 1.041 4.6 62




POPULATION .| #POPULATION ! POPULATION.COMPOSITION - SEX RATIO FERTILITY LIFE
CHANGE . [ . EXPECTANCY

Total population Average annual Population - Population Population Piopulation aged Sex ratio Tc;tal Life expectan-cy
in millions rate of population aged 0-14, ¢ aged 10-24, aged 15-64, =« 05 and.older, at birth, fertility rate, at birth, years
change, per cent percent * percent per cent per cent per female birth per woman

Countries, territories, other areas 2020 2015-2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2017 2020 2020
Guinea-Bissau 2.0 25 41.9 32.1 55.2 2.9 1.036 4.3 59

L Guyana 0.8 0.5 277 28.3 65.3 7.0 1.041 24 70
¥ Haiti 1.4 1.3 32.5 299 62.4 5.2 1.031 2.8 64
| Honduras 9.9 17 30.6 311 64.4 5.0 1.052 2.4 75
Hungary 9.7 -0.2 14.4 15.4 65.4 20.2 1.058 1.5 77
Iceland 0.3 0.7 19.4 19.6 65.0 15.6 1.048 1.7 83
India 1,380.0 1.0 26.2 27.2 673 6.6 1.098 2.2 70
Indonesia 2735 1.1 25.9 25.2 678 6.3 1.060 2.3 72
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 84.0 1.4 24.7 20.6 68.7 6.6 1.052 2.1 77
Iraq 40.2 25 377 311 58.8 3.4 1.063 3.5 71
Ireland 4.9 1.2 20.8 19.4 64.6 1.050 1.8 82
A Israel 8.7 1.6 278 23.4 59.8 1.058 3.0 83
" ltaly 0.0 13.0 14.3 63.7 1.059 1.3 84
Jamaica 3.0 0.5 234 24.6 676 . 1.037 2.0 75
Japan -0.2 12.4 13.7 59.2 1.054 1.4 85

" Jordan 1.9 32.9 30.6 63.2 . 1.051 2.6 75
.| Kazakhstan 1.3 29.1 20.3 63.0 . 1.061 2.7 74
| Kenya 2.3 38.6 334 58.9 . 1.021 3.4 67
% Kiribati . 1.5 B8o1g 28.9 5919 b 1.067 35 69

. Korea, Democratic People’s 0.5 19.8 21.3 70.8 . 1.062 1.9 72
Republic of

' Korea, Republic of 0.2 12.5 15,5 717 1.056 1.1 83
. Kuwait . 2.1 215 173 75.5 . 1.046 2.1 76
| Kyrgyzstan . 1.8 32.6 24.8 62.6 . 1.060 29 72
! Lao People’s Democratic Republic . 1.5 319 29.7 63.8 . 1.054 2.6 68
Latvia . =131 16.4 13.7 62.9 1.059 1.7 75
Lebanon . 0.9 251 253 674 . 1.052 2.1 79
Lesotho . 0.8 32.2 29.5 62.8 b 1.027 3.1 b5
Liberia . 2.5 40.4 324 56.3 . 1.038 4.2 64
" Libya . 14 278 25.1 677 _ 1.056 27 73
! Lithuania . 15 155 13.8 63.9 1.053 17 76
Luxembourg . 2.0 15.6 16.9 70.1 1.060 1.4 82
Madagascar 2.7 40.1 32.6 56.8 . 1.036 4.0 67
Malawi 2.7 43.0 34.4 54.4 R 1.013 4.1 65
Malaysia' 1.3 23.4 24.7 69.4 A 1.066 2.0 76
Maldives . 3.4 19.6 20.4 76.8 . 1.066 1.8 79
Mali 3.0 470 3356 50.5 . 1.033 5.7 60
Malta . 0.4 14.4 14.9 64.3 1.067 1.5 83
Martinique" . -0.2 15.7 19.1 62.6 1.029 1.8 83
* Mauritania } 2.8 39.7 30.6 571 . 1.032 4.4 65
Mauritius™ . 0.2 16.8 21.2 70.7 1.037 1.4 75
Mexico 1.1 25.8 25.8 66.5 it 1.037 2.1 75
Micronesia (Federated States of) . 11 31.2 30.4 64.4 X 1.067 3.0 68
= | Moldova, Republic of'® } -0.2 15.9 16.4 71.6 1.062 1.3 72
; Mongolia . 1.8 311 22.2 64.6 . 1.051 2.8

INDICATORS




Countries, territories, other areas
Bl Montenegro

Morocco

Mozambique

B Myanmar

Namibia

3 Nepal
W Netherlands"”

New Caledonia"

+ New Zealand®

.. Nicaragua

. Niger

Nigeria

North Macedonia
’ Norway'®

Oman

Pakistan

= Palestine®

; Panama

“% Papua New Guinea

5 Paraguay

Peru

Philippines
| Poland

Portugal

' Puerto Rico®™

Qatar

q o,
Réunion'

" Romania

Russian Federation
| Rwanda
. Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino

Sao Tomé and Principe

B Saudi Arabia

Senegal
Serbia?
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore

d Sint Maarten'
Slovakia

Slovenia

POPULATION

Total population
in millions

2020
0.6
36.9
313
54.4
25
291
17.1
0.3
4.8
6.6
24.2
206.1
2.1
5.4
5.1

5.1
4.3
8.9
7.1

POPULATION
CHANGE

Average annual

rate of population

change, per cent
.

2015-2020

0.0
1.3
2.9
0.6
1)
1.5
0.2
1.0
0.9
1.3
3.8
2.6
0.0
0.8
3.6
2.0
2.4
1.7
2.0
1.3
1.6
1.4
-0.1
-0.3
-313
2.3
0.7
-0.7
0.1
2.6
0.8
0.5
0.3
0.5
0.4
1.9
1.9
2.8
-0.3
0.7
2.1
0.9
1.4
0.1
0.1

Population
aged. 0-14,
per cent

2020
18.0
26.8
441
255
36.8
28.8
15.7
221

19.4
295
49.7
435
16.3

17.3
225
34.8
38.4
26.5
35.1
28.9
24.7
30.0
15.2
13.1
15.8
13.6
22.4
15.5
18.4
39.5
18.0
219

_ POPULATION COMPOSITION

.

Population

aged 15-64,
per cent

Population
aged 10-24,
_ bercent

2020 2020
19.1 66.2
24.3 65.6
33.6 53.1
270 68.3
30.3 59.6
32.1 65.4
174 64.3
233 68.2
19.7 64.2
275 64.8
33.0 477
319 53.8
175 69.2
18.4 65.2
16.8 75.0
30.0 60.8
31.5 58.4
24.9 65.0
30.8 61.3
28.2 64.3
235 66.6
28.7 64.4
15.0 66.0
15.3 64.2
18.8 63.4
16.2 84.7
22.6 64.9
16.0 65.2
15.0 66.1
31.6 574
219

241

295

33.2

20.7

32.1

175

20.6

32.9

15.4

15.3

14.1

Population ageds
65 and older,
per cent

2020
156.8
76
2.9
6.2
3.6
5.8
20.0
9.7
16.4
5.7
2.6
2.7
14.5
175
2.5
4.3
3.2
8.5
3.6
6.8
8.7
55

SEX-RATIO

Sex ratio
at birth,
per female birth

2017

1.072
1.069
1.018
1.066
1.011

1.073
1.054
1.060
1.056
1.034
1.040
1.036
1.073
1.057
1.043
1.064
1.063
1.050
1.067
1.051
1.040
1.080
1.059
1.054
1.057
1.044
1.035
1.061
1.059
1.027
1.037
1.036
1.029
1.067
1.067
1.028
1.050
1.033
1.071
1.034
1.032
1.065
1.055
1.059

Démogia,phic indi

FERTILITY*

Total
fertility rate,
per woman

2020
1.7
24
4.7
2.1
3.3
1.8
1.7
1.9
19
23
6.7
52
1.5
17
2.8
3.4
3.5
2.4
3.5
2.4
22
25
1.4
1.3
1.2
1.8
22
1.6
1.8
3.9
1.4
1.9
3.8
4.2
2.2
4.5
1.4
24
4.1
1.2
1.5
1.6

cators

LIFE
EXPECTANCY

Life expectancy
at birth, years

2020
77
77
61
67
64
71
82
78
82
75
63
55
76
83
78
67
74
79
65
74
77
71
79
82
80
80
81
76
73
69
76
73
73
71
75
68
76
73
55
84
78
81




POPULATION | #POPULATION ! POPULATIéN COMPOSITION - SEX RATIO FERTILITY LIFE
CHANGE . [ . EXPEETANCY , .=

Total population Average annual Population - Population Population Population aged Sex ratio Total Life expectancy
in millions rate of population |« aged®*0-14, C aged 10-24, aged 15-64, pr %5 andolder, at birth, fertility rate, at birth, years
change, per cent per cent * per.cent per cent per cent per female birth per woman

Countries, territories, other areas 2020 2015-2020 2020 2020 2020 2020 2017 2020 2020

Solomon Islands 0.7 2.6 40.0 30.5 56.3 3.7 1.067 4.3 73
Somalia 15.9 2.8 46.1 34.4 50.9 2.9 1.043 519 58
South Africa 59.3 1.4 28.8 25.9 65.7 5.5 1.031 2.4 64
South Sudan 1.2 0.9 41.3 32.6 5653 3.4 1.034 4.5 58
¥ Spain? 46.8 0.0 14.4 15.0 65.6 20.0 1.065 1.4 84
. Sri Lanka 214 0.5 23.7 22.8 65.1 1.2 1.039 2.2 77
Sudan 43.8 24 39.8 32.6 56.5 3.7 1.041 4.3 66
Suriname 0.6 1.0 26.7 25.7 66.2 71 1.031 24 72
Sweden 10.1 0.7 176 16.5 62.0 1.058 1.8 83
Switzerland 8.7 0.8 15.0 156.2 65.9 1.055 15 84
Syrian Arab Republic 175 -0.6 30.8 28.2 64.4 . 1.052 2.7 74
Tajikistan 9.5 24 373 275 59.6 . 1.061 Bl5 71
' Tanzania, United Republic of* 59.7 3.0 43.6 324 53.8 . 1.027 4.8 66
Thailand 69.8 0.3 16.6 191 70.5 1.064 1.5 77
Timor-Leste, Democratic Republic of 1.3 1.9 36.8 33.1 58.9 . 1.070 3.9 70
“® Togo 8.3 25 40.6 32.1 56.5 . 1.028 4.2 61
= Tonga 0.1 10 348 314 59.3 . 1.079 35 71
“.+ Trinidad and Tobago 1.4 0.4 20.1 194 68.4 1.040 1.7 74
Tunisia 11.8 1.1 24.3 20.8 66.8 . 1.054 2.2 77
. Turkey 84.3 1.4 239 241 67.1 ; 1.054 2.0 78
5 Turkmenistan 6.0 1.6 30.8 24.4 64.4 . 1.063 2.7
Turks and Caicos Islands 0.04 1.5 - - - - -
Tuvalu 0.01 1.2 - - - 1.068 -
+ Uganda 457 3.6 " 1.024 4.7
Ukraine? 43.7 -0.5 1.062 1.4
United Arab Emirates 919 1.3 g 1.050 1.4
United Kingdom? 67.9 0.6 . 1.055 1.7
! United States of America® 331.0 0.6 1.047 1.8
v+! United States Virgin Islands™ 0.1 -0.1 1.039 2.0
Uruguay 85 0.4 1.051 2.0
| Uzbekistan 16 . 1078 2.4
. Vanuatu 0.3 2.5 ! 1.067 3.7
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) -1.1 A . 1.054 2.2
Viet Nam . 1.0 . 1.122 2.0
Western Sahara . 25 . . 1.050 2.3
Yemen 24 . 1.058 3.6
. Zambia 2.9 . 1.013 45
Zimbabwe 1.5 . 1.023 &5




NOTES

Data not available.

For statistical purposes, the data for Netherlands do not include this area.
Including Christmas Island, Cocos (Keeling) Islands and Norfolk Island.
Including Nagorno-Karabakh.

For statistical purposes, the data for China do not include Hong Kong and Macao,
Special Administrative Regions (SAR) of China, and Taiwan Province of China.

As of 1 July 1997, Hong Kong became a Special Administrative Region (SAR) of
China. For statistical purposes, the data for China do not include this area.

As of 20 December 1999, Macao became a Special Administrative Region (SAR)
of China. For statistical purposes, the data for China do not include this area.

Refers to the whole country.

For statistical purposes, the data for Denmark do not include Faroe Islands or
Greenland.

Including Aland Islands.

For statistical purposes, the data for France do notinclude French Guiana, French
Polynesia, Guadeloupe, Martinique, Mayotte, New Caledonia, Réunion, Saint
Pierre and Migquelon, Saint Barthélemy, Saint Martin (French part) or Wallis and
Futuna Islands.

For statistical purposes, the data for France do not include this area.
Including Abkhazia and South Ossetia.

For statistical purposes, the data for United States of America do notinclude
this area.

Including Sabah and Sarawak.
Including Agalega, Rodrigues and Saint Brandon.
Including Transnistria.

For statistical purposes, the data for Netherlands do not include Aruba, Bonaire,
Sint Eustatius and Saba, Curagao or Sint Maarten (Dutch part).

For statistical purposes, the data for New Zealand do not include Cook Islands,
Niue or Tokelau.

Including Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands.

Including East Jerusalem.

Including Kosovo.

Including Canary Islands, Ceuta and Melilla.

Including Zanzibar.

Refers to the territory of the country at the time of the 2001 census.

Refers to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. For statistical
purposes, the data for United Kingdom do not include Anguilla, Bermuda, British
Virgin Islands, Cayman Islands, Channel Islands, Falkland Islands (Malvinas),
Gibraltar, Isle of Man, Montserrat, Saint Helena or Turks and Caicos Islands.

For statistical purposes, the data for United States of America do notinclude
American Samoa, Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico or United States
Virgin Islands.

DEFINITIONS OF THE INDICATORS
Total population: Estimated size of national populations at mid-year.

Average annual rate of population change: Average exponential rate of growth
of the population over a given period, based on a medium variant projection.

Population aged 0-14, per cent: Proportion of the population between age
0and age 14.

Population aged 10-24, per cent: Proportion of the population between age
10 and age 24.

Population aged 15-64, per cent: Proportion of the population between age
15 and age 64.

Population aged 65 and older, per cent: Proportion of the population aged
65 and older.

Sex ratio at birth: Number of live male births per one live female birth.
Total fertility rate: Number of children who would be born per woman if she

lived to the end of her childbearing years and bore children at each age in
accordance with prevailing age-specific fertility rates.

Life expectancy at birth: Number of years newborn children would live if subject
to the mortality risks prevailing for the cross section of population at the time of
their birth.

MAIN DATA SOURCES
Total population: United Nations Population Division.

Average annual rate of population change: UNFPA calculation based on data
from United Nations Population Division.

Population aged 0-14, per cent: UNFPA calculation based on data from United
Nations Population Division.

Population aged 10-24, per cent: UNFPA calculation based on data from United
Nations Population Division.

Population aged 15-64, per cent: UNFPA calculation based on data from United
Nations Population Division.

Population aged 65 and older, per cent: UNFPA calculation based on data from
United Nations Population Division.

Sex ratio at birth: Chao, F, Gerland, P, Cook, A. R., & Alkema, L. (2019).
Systematic assessment of the sex ratio at birth for all countries and estimation
of national imbalances and regional reference levels. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 116(27), 13700.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1908359116

Total fertility rate: United Nations Population Division.
Life expectancy at birth: United Nations Population Division.
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The statistical tables in the State of World Population 2020 include indicators that track progress toward the goals of the Framework of Actions for the follow-
up to the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD) and the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) in
the areas of maternal health, access to education, and reproductive and sexual health. In addition, these tables include a variety of demographic indicators.
The statistical tables support UNFPA's focus on progress and results towards delivering a world where every pregnancy is wanted, every birth is safe and
every young person's potential is fulfilled.

Different national authorities and international organizations may employ different methodologies in gathering, extrapolating or analysing data. To facilitate
the international comparability of data, UNFPA relies on the standard methodologies employed by the main sources of data. In some instances, therefore,
the data in these tables differ from those generated by national authorities. Data presented in the tables are not comparable to the data in previous State of
World Population reports due to regional classifications updates, methodological updates and revisions of time series data.

The statistical tables draw on nationally representative household surveys such as Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS) and Multiple Indicator Cluster
Surveys (MICS), United Nations organizations' estimates and inter-agency estimates. They also include the latest population estimates and projections
from World Population Prospects: The 2019 revision, and Model-based Estimates and Projections of Family Planning Indicators 2020 (United Nations
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population Division). Data are accompanied by definitions, sources and notes. The statistical tables in State of
World Population 2020 generally reflect information available as of March 2020.

Indicators for monitoring ICPD goals

Sexual and reproductive health and rights

Maternal mortality ratio (MMR) (deaths per 100,000 live births) and
range of MMR uncertainty (Ul 80%), lower and upper estimates.
Source: United Nations Maternal Mortality Estimation Inter-agency Group
(MMEIG). MMR indicates the number of maternal deaths during a given
time period per 100,000 live births during the same time period. The
estimates are produced by the MMEIG using data from vital registration
systems, household surveys and population censuses. UNFPA, WHO, The
World Bank, UNICEF and United Nations Population Division are members
of the MMEIG. Estimates and methodologies are reviewed regularly by
the MMEIG and other agencies and academic institutions and are revised
where necessary as part of the ongoing process of improving maternal
mortality data. Estimates should not be compared with previous inter-
agency estimates.

Births attended by skilled health personnel, per cent.

Source: Joint global database on skilled attendance at birth, 2020, UNICEF
and WHO. Regional aggregates calculated by UNFPA based on data

from the joint global database. Percentage of births attended by skilled
health personnel (doctor, nurse or midwife) is the percentage of deliveries
attended by health personnel trained in providing life-saving obstetric care,
including giving the necessary supervision, care and advice to women
during pregnancy, labour and the post-partum period; conducting deliveries
on their own; and caring for newborns (SDG indicator 3.1.2). Traditional
birth attendants, even if they receive a short training course, are not
included.

148 TECHNICAL NOTES

Contraceptive prevalence rate, women aged 15-49, any method.
Source: United Nations Population Division. Percentage of women aged 15
to 49 who are currently using any method of contraception. Model-based
estimates are based on data that are derived from sample survey reports.
Survey data estimate the proportion of all women of reproductive age, and
married women (including women in consensual unions), currently using
any method of contraception.

Contraceptive prevalence rate, women aged 15-49, modern methods.
Source: United Nations Population Division. Percentage of women aged 15
to 49 who are currently using any modern method of contraception. Model-
based estimates are based on data that are derived from sample survey
reports. Survey data estimate the proportion of all women of reproductive
age, and married women (including women in consensual unions),
currently using any modern methods of contraception. Modern methods of
contraception include female and male sterilization, the intra-uterine device
(IUD), the implant, injectables, oral contraceptive pills, male and female
condoms, vaginal barrier methods (including the diaphragm, cervical cap
and spermicidal foam, jelly, cream and sponge), the lactational amenorrhea
method, emergency contraception and other modern methods not reported
separately.

Unmet need for family planning, women aged 15-49.

Source: United Nations Population Division. Percentage of women aged 15
to 49 who want to stop or delay childbearing but are not using a method of
contraception. Model-based estimates are based on data that are derived
from sample survey reports. Women who are using a traditional method

of contraception are not considered as having an unmet need for family
planning. All women or all married and in-union women are assumed to

be sexually active and at risk of pregnancy. The assumption of universal
exposure to possible pregnancy among all women or all married or in-union
women may lead to lower estimates compared to the actual risks among
the exposed. It might be possible, in particular at low levels of contraceptive
prevalence, that when contraceptive prevalence increases, unmet need

for family planning also increases. Both indicators, therefore, need to be
interpreted together.



Proportion of demand for family planning satisfied by modern methods,
women aged 15-49.

Source: United Nations Population Division. Percentage of total demand for
family planning among women aged 15 to 49 that is satisfied by the use

of modern contraception (SDG indicator 3.7.1). This indicator is calculated
by dividing modern contraceptive prevalence by total demand for family
planning. Total demand for family planning is the sum of contraceptive
prevalence and unmet need for family planning.

Decision making on sexual and reproductive health and reproductive
rights, per cent.

Source: UNFPA. Percentage of women aged 15 to 49 years who are married
or in a union, who make their own decisions on three areas—their health
care, use of contraception and sexual intercourse with their partners (SDG
indicator 5.6.1).

Laws and regulations that guarantee access to sexual and reproductive
health care, information and education, per cent.

Source: UNFPA. The extent to which countries have national laws and
regulations that guarantee full and equal access to women and men aged
15 years and older to sexual and reproductive health care, information and
education (SDG indicator 5.6.2).

Adolescents and youth

Adolescent birth rate per 1,000 girls aged 15-19.

Source: United Nations Population Division. Number of births per 1,000
adolescent girls aged 15 to 19 years (SDG indicator 3.7.2). The adolescent
birth rate represents the risk of childbearing among adolescent girls aged
15 to 19 years. For civil registration, rates are subject to limitations which
depend on the completeness of birth registration, the treatment of infants
born alive but who die before registration or within the first 24 hours of life,
the quality of the reported information relating to the age of the mother,
and the inclusion of births from previous periods. The population estimates
may suffer from limitations connected to age misreporting and coverage.
For survey and census data, both the numerator and denominator come
from the same population. The main limitations concern age misreporting,
birth omissions, misreporting the date of birth of the child and sampling
variability in the case of surveys.

Child marriage by age 18, per cent.

Source: UNICEF. Regional aggregates calculated by UNFPA based on data
from UNICEF. Proportion of women aged 20 to 24 years who were married
or in a union before the age of 18 (SDG indicator 5.3.1).

Female genital mutilation prevalence among girls aged 15-19, per cent.
Source: UNFPA. Proportion of girls aged 15 to 19 years who have undergone
female genital mutilation (SDG indicator 5.3.2).

Adjusted net enrolment rate, primary education, per cent.

Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS). Percentage of children of
the official primary age group who are enrolled in primary and secondary
education.

Gender parity index, primary education (2009-2019).
Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS). Ratio of female to
male values of adjusted primary school net enrolment ratio.

Net enrolment rate, secondary education, per cent (2009-2019).
Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS). Percentage of children of the
official secondary age group who are enrolled in secondary education.

Gender parity index, secondary education (2009-2019).
Source: UNESCO Institute for Statistics (UIS). Ratio of female to
male values of secondary school net enrolment ratio.

Population

Total population in millions.

Source: United Nations Population Division. Estimated size of national
populations at mid-year.

Population change

Average annual rate of population change, per cent.

Source: UNFPA calculation based on data from the United Nations
Population Division. Average exponential rate of growth of the
population over a given period, based on a medium variant projection.

Population composition

Population aged 0-14, per cent.

Source: UNFPA calculation based on data from the United Nations Population
Division. Proportion of the population between age O and age 14.

Population aged 10-24, per cent.
Source: UNFPA calculation based on data from the United Nations Population
Division. Proportion of the population between age 10 and age 24.

Population aged 15-64, per cent.
Source: UNFPA calculation based on data from the United Nations Population
Division. Proportion of the population between age 15 and age 64.

Population aged 65 and older, per cent.
Source: UNFPA calculation based on data from the United Nations
Population Division. Proportion of the population aged 65 and older.

Sex ratio

Sex ratio at birth, per female birth.

Source: Chao and others, 2019. "Systematic Assessment of the Sex Ratio at
Birth for all Countries and Estimation of National Imbalances and Regional
Reference Levels." Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 116(27);
13700. Number of live male births per one live female birth.

Fertility

Total fertility rate, per woman.

Source: United Nations Population Division. Number of children who would
be born per woman if she lived to the end of her childbearing years and bore
children at each age in accordance with prevailing age-specific fertility rates.

Life expectancy

Life expectancy at birth, years.

Source: United Nations Population Division. Number of years newborn
children would live if subject to the mortality risks prevailing for the cross
section of population at the time of their birth.
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=19

classifications

=

UNFPA averages presented at the beginning of the statistical tables are calculated using data from countries and areas as classified below.

Arab States Region.
Algeria; Djibouti; Egypt; Irag; Jordan; Lebanon; Libya; Morocco; Oman;
Palestine; Somalia; Sudan; Syrian Arab Republic; Tunisia; Yemen.

Asia and the Pacific Region.

Afghanistan; Bangladesh; Bhutan; Cambodia; China; Cook Islands; Fiji;
India; Indonesia; Iran (Islamic Republic of); Kiribati; Korea, Democratic
People's Republic of; Lao People's Democratic Republic; Malaysia;
Maldives; Marshall Islands; Micronesia (Federated States of); Mongolia;
Myanmar; Nauru; Nepal; Niue; Pakistan; Palau; Papua New Guinea;
Philippines; Samoa; Solomon Islands; Sri Lanka; Thailand; Timor-Leste,
Democratic Republic of; Tokelau; Tonga; Tuvalu; Vanuatu; Viet Nam.

Eastern Europe and Central Asia Region.
Albania; Armenia; Azerbaijan; Belarus; Bosnia and Herzegovina;
Georgia; Kazakhstan; Kyrgyzstan; Moldova, Republic of Serbia;

Tajikistan; North Macedonia; Turkey; Turkmenistan; Ukraine; Uzbekistan.

East and Southern Africa Region.

Angola; Botswana; Burundi; Comoros; Congo, Democratic Republic of
the; Eritrea; Eswatini; Ethiopia; Kenya; Lesotho; Madagascar; Malawi;
Mauritius; Mozambique; Namibia; Rwanda; South Africa; South Sudan;
Tanzania, United Republic of; Uganda; Zambia; Zimbabwe.

Latin America and the Caribbean Region.

Anguilla; Antigua and Barbuda; Argentina; Aruba; Bahamas; Barbados;
Belize; Bermuda; Bolivia (Plurinational State of); Brazil; British Virgin
Islands; Cayman Islands; Chile; Colombia; Costa Rica; Cuba; Curacao;
Dominica; Dominican Republic; Ecuador; El Salvador; Grenada;
Guatemala; Guyana; Haiti; Honduras; Jamaica; Mexico; Montserrat;
Nicaragua; Panama; Paraguay; Peru; Saint Kitts and Nevis; Saint Lucig;
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines; Sint Maarten; Suriname; Trinidad
and Tobago; Turks and Caicos Islands; Uruguay; Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of).

150 REGIONAL CLASSIFICATIONS

West and Central Africa Region.

Benin; Burkina Faso; Cameroon, Republic of; Cape Verde; Central African

Republic; Chad; Congo, Republic of the; Céte d'lvoire; Equatorial Guinea;

Gabon; Gambia; Ghana; Guinea; Guinea-Bissau; Liberia; Mali: Mauritania;
Niger; Nigeria; Sdo Tomé and Principe; Senegal; Sierra Leone; Togo.

More developed regions are intended for statistical purposes and do not
express a judgment about the stage reached by a particular country or
area in the development process, comprising United Nations Population
Division regions Europe, Northern America, Australia/New Zealand and
Japan.

Less developed regions are intended for statistical purposes and do

not express a judgment about the stage reached by a particular country
or area in the development process, comprising all United Nations
Population Division regions of Africa, Asia (except Japan), Latin America
and the Caribbean plus Melanesia, Micronesia and Polynesia.

The least developed countries, as defined by the United Nations General
Assembly in its resolutions (59/209, 59/210, 60/33, 62/97, 64/L.55,
67/L.43, 64/295 and 68/18), included 47 countries (as of December
2018): 33 in Africa, 9 in Asia, 4 in Oceania and 1in Latin America and
the Caribbean—Afghanistan; Angola; Bangladesh; Benin; Bhutan; Burkina
Faso; Burundi; Cambodia; Central African Republic; Chad; Comoros;
Congo, Democratic Republic of the; Djibouti; Eritrea; Ethiopia; Gambia;
Guinea; Guinea-Bissau; Haiti; Kiribati; Lao People's Democratic Republic;
Lesotho; Liberia; Madagascar; Malawi; Mali; Mauritania; Mozambique;
Myanmar; Nepal; Niger; Rwanda; Sdo Tomé and Principe; Senegal; Sierra
Leone; Solomon Islands; Somalia; South Sudan; Sudan; Tanzania, United
Republic of; Timor-Leste; Togo; Tuvalu; Uganda; Vanuatu; Yemen; Zambia.
These countries are also included in the less developed regions. Further
information is available at http://unohrlls.org/about-Idcs/.
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