
Conducting Sustainable Development Goal evaluations: 

Evaluation process: 

1. Invite a group of colleagues, or students, who are knowledgeable about the study area 
and the systems to assess the impacts, either as a group or as specialists, referencing 
their special knowledge of local employment opportunities, cultural value, and potential 
contribution to SDG values. Details on SDG assessment targets and indicators can be 
found at the SDG website linked above. Each Goal is fully explained, e.g., 
see https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdg2 for SDG2, End hunger, 

2. Assess the potential impact of system designs by comparing assessments of impact 
weight multiplied by the area over which designs operate to evaluate the project's 
contribution to SDG targets. For example, compare three designs’ weighted values of 
agricultural development multiplied by the area over which each design acts, in 
addressing SDG2 and SDG15, or the weighted values of industrial development in 
addressing SDG8 and SDG9. 

3. If designs do not address specific systems, e.g., IND and INST in the Late adopter 
scenario, leave those columns blank. 

4. If designs do not directly affect specific SDGs, e.g., 4, 5, 10, 16, and 17 as shown, 
leave those rows blank. 

5. Ask your colleagues or student experts who have made the initial evaluation models to 
assess all three designs referencing the expert evaluations of external factors and use 
the SDG matrix to indicate where impacts are beneficial, neutral or detrimental.  

6. Include the SGD icons for the eight most influential systems in project posters and 
presentations. Please order the SDG icons from most influential (highest scoring) to 
least, from left to right.  

 
 

Figure 1. Team members compared SDGs for Early-, Late-, and Non-adopters 



Two studies have already accomplished this task and we offer the following advice. In both 
studies, the assessment was done by the judgment of the people who were most 
knowledgeable about a particular system, usually those who had prepared the original 
evaluation maps. The empty SDG assessment template in Excel format was downloaded 
from the IGC website and printed on paper as a worksheet. Three laptop computers were 
placed side-by-side, with each showing one of the designs. The assessment person or group 
was asked to work in the sequence of the SDG goals, each time comparing all three designs 
before making the judgments of impact. This turned out to be much more efficient and 
equitable than evaluating the designs sequentially.  

To aid comparisons the project team summed each row of each scenario, enabling scenario-
scenario comparison (Figure 1).  Rows 4, 5, 10, 16 and 17 were not included initially as they 
largely address social goals such as equity in education and governance and are less 
affected by land-use changes. 
 
Subsequently, after discussion among IGC2020 participants, it has been decided that ALL 
SDGs will be assessed since land use changes at larger scales undoubtedly affect the entire 
range of SDG outcomes (Figure 2). 
 

 
Figure 2. Example matrix from CAMKOX workshop including SDGs 4, 5, 10, 16, 17. 
 
It must be recognized that the total score is based on oversimplified assumptions about the 
targets, sizes and patterns in the design, and equivalent SDG weighting,…… but in both 
studies they revealed the positive or negative contributions to SDGs in early adopter vs. late 
adopter vs. non-adopter…..see attached worked example below (Figure 3). 
 



Figure 3. Worked example from University of Ljubljana workshop 
 
 
 


