
Egypt – Comparative VNR Analysis (2016–2026)
1. Reporting Trajectory (2016–2026)

2. Recurring criteria across all VNRs

1. Institutional governance
and coordination

Governance develops from
establishing the initial SDG
coordination architecture (2016)
to consolidating it across
government (2018–2021), and
eventually embedding
sustainable development more
firmly in formal planning
structures, legislation and
specialized inter-ministerial
coordination mechanisms
(2026).

2. Integration of the SDGs
into national planning and
public policy

SDG integration moves from
aligning the 2030 Agenda with
Egypt Vision 2030 (2016) to
translating that alignment into
sector strategies and
implementation mechanisms
(2018), adapting national
planning to emerging
challenges (2021), and more
firmly connecting sustainable
development with planning,
budgeting and government
programs through legislative
and institutional frameworks
(2026).

3. Monitoring, statistics and
evidence-based reporting

Monitoring progresses from
building the national SDG
indicator framework and
identifying major data gaps
(2016) to regular statistical
reporting and broader indicator
coverage (2018–2021), followed
by more integrated digital
monitoring, time-series analysis
and subnational reporting
designed to connect evidence
more directly with planning and
accountability (2026).

4. Financing sustainable
development

Financing shifts from being
identified primarily as an
implementation constraint and
resource-mobilization challenge
(2016) to greater attention to
performance budgeting, private
finance and alternative
instruments (2018–2021),
culminating in a dedicated
integrated national financing
strategy and stronger links
between SDG priorities,
expenditure and financing
decisions (2026).

5. Stakeholder participation
and partnerships

Participation evolves from broad
consultation around Egypt
Vision 2030 and the first VNR
(2016) to wider and more
structured engagement with
civil society, youth, academia
and the private sector
(2018–2021), and eventually
toward mechanisms intended to
sustain stakeholder
participation and partnerships
beyond individual VNR
reporting cycles (2026).

6. Leaving No One Behind
(LNOB)

LNOB develops from identifying
vulnerable groups and
expanding targeted social
protection (2016–2018) toward
a stronger focus on territorial
inequalities and access to
services (2021), and then into a
broader place- and
lifecycle-based approach
combining social protection,
localization, equity-based
investment and subnational
monitoring (2026).

7. Challenges, gaps and
future priorities

The VNRs move from identifying
the institutional, data, financing
and socioeconomic constraints
of early SDG implementation
(2016) to examining persistent
implementation bottlenecks
(2018), assessing how earlier
challenges were being
addressed while responding to
COVID-19 and emerging
pressures (2021), and framing
the remaining agenda around
acceleration, resilience and
adaptation amid interconnected
domestic and external pressures
as 2030 approaches (2026).

3. Changes over time

4. Unique aspects by VNR

2016

2018

2021

2026

5. Key takeaways

6. Acronyms and Abbreviations

Egypt’s four Voluntary National Reviews (2016, 2018, 2021 and 2026) show a gradual evolution from establishing and aligning the institutional framework for SDG implementation to strengthening implementation, assessing persistent gaps, and embedding sustainable
development more firmly across planning, financing and monitoring systems. While each VNR responds to a different national and international context, the reporting cycles show substantial continuity, particularly around Egypt Vision 2030, national coordination
mechanisms, social protection, stakeholder engagement and efforts to strengthen the evidence base for implementation.
Across the four cycles, the VNRs become progressively more implementation-oriented and analytical. The 2016 report establishes the baseline architecture and maps the SDGs onto national planning; the 2018 VNR begins to show these mechanisms in operation and
gives greater attention to financing, monitoring and stakeholder participation. By 2021, the review more explicitly revisits challenges identified in the previous cycle, while placing greater emphasis on localization, resilience and adaptation in the context of COVID-19. The
2026 VNR builds further on this trajectory by linking sustainable development more closely with legislation, public planning and budgeting, integrated financing, digital monitoring and subnational accountability. It also adopts a more explicitly longitudinal approach, using
lessons from previous VNR cycles to identify remaining gaps and priorities for acceleration toward 2030 and beyond.

The table below compares the main recurring themes identified across Egypt’s four Voluntary National Reviews (VNRs), highlighting how each criterion develops over successive reporting cycles. The analysis focuses on changes in Egypt’s reporting and implementation
approach rather than on SDG performance itself, tracing how governance arrangements, national planning, monitoring systems, financing approaches, stakeholder participation, LNOB and implementation challenges are presented across the four reviews.
The criteria are applied consistently across the reporting cycles to distinguish between new mechanisms, the expansion or institutionalization of existing approaches, areas of continuity, and changes primarily in how implementation is measured or reported. Together,
they provide a comparative framework for understanding how Egypt’s VNR process evolved between 2016 and 2026 and for comparing its reporting trajectory with that of other countries presenting VNRs at the 2026 HLPF.

Egypt establishes a formal coordination
structure for the SDGs shortly after
adoption of the 2030 Agenda. A National
Committee for following up SDG
implementation was created in December
2015 under the Prime Minister, with the
Ministry of International Cooperation as
rapporteur and participation from several
ministries, national councils and CAPMAS.
At the same time, sustainable development
units were beginning to appear within
ministries, while the Ministry of Planning
was given responsibility for coordinating
and following up implementation of Egypt
Vision 2030. The report is clear, however,
that this institutional system was still being
built.

The institutional framework created around
the first VNR is still in place, but by 2018 it
looks more developed. The National
Committee for Monitoring the Implementation
of the SDGs, under the Prime Minister’s Office
and involving 17 ministries and state entities,
remains the main coordination mechanism.
Sustainable development units and working
groups have also expanded across ministries,
serving as focal points for planning,
implementation and monitoring. The Ministry
of Planning, Monitoring and Administrative
Reform continues to lead coordination. Rather
than introducing a new governance model,
the report shows the consolidation of the
structure established in 2016.

Egypt maintains the institutional architecture
developed in the previous cycles rather than
replacing it. The Ministry of Planning and Economic
Development (MPED) leads coordination and
monitoring and heads the National Committee for
Monitoring the Implementation of the SDGs, while
Sustainable Development Units across government
entities continue supporting implementation and
reporting. The 2021 VNR shows these mechanisms
functioning as an established system, including
through coordination with CAPMAS, Parliament,
ministries and other stakeholders. A notable evolution
is the stronger emphasis on localization and territorial
implementation, moving SDG governance beyond
national-level coordination toward governorates and
local communities.

The basic coordination architecture from earlier VNRs
remains, but it is now considerably more layered and
institutionalized. MPED continues to coordinate SDG
implementation through the Inter-ministerial National
Committee, while the Supreme Council for Planning
and Sustainable Development, established under the
2022 State General Planning Law, provides a
higher-level planning structure. Five specialized
ministerial committees created in 2023–2024 add
thematic coordination on entrepreneurship, human
development, industrial development, economic
development, and food and nutrition systems. So the
main change from 2021 is not a new governance
model, but a denser whole-of-government architecture
with clearer sectoral ownership and accountability.

The main vehicle for implementation is
Sustainable Development Strategy: Egypt
Vision 2030, presented as the national
umbrella for the SDGs. The VNR links the
Strategy to the 2014 Constitution, the
Government Programme 2016–2018 and
the FY 2016/17 development plan and
budget. It also begins mapping the
alignment between the SDGs, national
strategic goals and indicators. This makes
integration into national planning one of
the strongest features of the first VNR,
although the report acknowledges that
further alignment was still needed.

Egypt Vision 2030 remains the main
framework for translating the SDGs into
national policy, but integration becomes more
operational. Different ministries have
developed sector strategies aligned with the
national framework, covering areas such as
education, energy, agriculture, industry,
science and technology, women’s
empowerment, and childhood. Importantly,
Egypt was already reviewing and updating
Vision 2030 only two years after its launch to
respond to economic reforms, the 2017
census, population growth and food, water
and energy security concerns. The report also
describes an integrated electronic planning
system linking public investment projects to
Vision 2030 goals and KPIs.

Egypt Vision 2030 remains the central national
framework, but the report reinforces the idea
introduced in 2018 that the strategy is a “living
document.” The update initiated in 2018 sought
stronger alignment with the SDGs, greater integration
of the economic, social and environmental
dimensions, incorporation of the economic reform
program, and responses to challenges such as water
scarcity and population growth. COVID-19 and
subsequent geopolitical changes then prompted
another reconsideration of the update. The result is a
more adaptive planning approach in which national
strategy is expected to respond to shocks rather than
remain fixed.

Egypt Vision 2030 remains the overarching framework,
but integration is now more firmly embedded in the
planning and budgeting system. The State General
Planning Law No. 18/2022 aligns national, sectoral,
regional and local planning, while the Unified Public
Finance Law No. 6/2022, amended in 2024, links
expenditure to development outcomes through
program- and performance-based budgeting. The
Government Action Program 2024/25–2026/27 and
preparations for a Medium-Term National Sustainable
Development Plan deepen this link. Compared with
2021, the shift is from adapting Vision 2030 to
institutionalizing SDG alignment through legislation,
planning instruments and results-based budgeting.

Monitoring is still at an early stage.
CAPMAS had created a Sustainable
Development Unit to map national
indicators, identify gaps and adapt the
global SDG indicator framework to the
Egyptian context. The first mapping
showed substantial data limitations: only
about 41% of indicators were classified as
available, while other indicators were
unavailable, under investigation,
descriptive or not yet specified. The VNR
therefore treats building the statistical
system itself as part of SDG
implementation. It also introduces early
territorial monitoring initiatives, including
the City Prosperity Index for 35 cities and
national observatories.

There is a noticeable step forward from 2016.
CAPMAS's Sustainable Development Unit
continues mapping and measuring SDG
indicators, but Egypt had now produced its
first national statistical report on SDG
indicators in May 2018. The VNR itself is also
much more indicator-based, with tables for
every SDG and an annex assessing data
availability. Out of 244 indicators considered,
106 were available, 125 unavailable and 13
considered inapplicable. At the same time, the
Government acknowledges that monitoring
still needs improvement and proposes
upgrading the monitoring and evaluation
system so that it can assess not only whether
programs are implemented, but whether they
actually produce the intended results.

Data capacity continues improving, but the report is
more explicit about remaining weaknesses.
CAPMAS's second national SDG statistical report,
published in 2019, found 47.5% of SDG indicators
available, compared with 43% in 2018, supported by
new surveys, greater survey frequency and increased
use of technology. Egypt’s SDG Observatory is also
recognized as one of the stronger national reporting
platforms in the Arab region. At the same time, the
VNR identifies persistent problems with data
collection, disaggregation by geography, gender,
income and disability, harmonization of definitions,
statistical capacity and data transparency. CAPMAS
was therefore developing Egypt’s first National
Strategy for Statistics. Quantitative analysis also
becomes a fundamental component of the VNR
methodology rather than simply an annex to
reporting.

This is one of the strongest areas of evolution. The
Monitoring Sustainable Development and Reporting
Platform (MSDR) now acts as a central digital platform
for tracking sustainable development indicators at
national and local levels, while ISIPPM links public
investment projects to the SDGs and Egypt Vision
2030. The 2026 VNR also introduces a comprehensive
statistical annex with time-series data and trend lines,
uses proxy indicators where official SDG indicators
remain unavailable, and combines administrative data
with stakeholder evidence. Compared with 2021,
monitoring has moved further from indicator collection
toward an integrated digital reporting and
performance-management system.

Financing appears primarily as an
implementation challenge rather than a
fully developed SDG financing framework.
The report stresses domestic resource
mobilization, private investment, ODA and
international cooperation, while also
acknowledging that the SDGs were not yet
fully embedded in the national budgeting
process. The FY 2016/17 investment plan
expected the private sector to account for
55% of planned investment, compared
with 45% from the public sector. Egypt also
sought to align ODA-funded projects with
individual SDGs and emphasized SDG 17,
technology transfer and development
cooperation.

Financing becomes much more concrete than
in 2016. The report links SDG implementation
to Egypt’s broader economic reform program
and recognizes a significant
saving-investment gap, estimated at 12.2% of
GDP in 2016/17. It discusses domestic
resources, private investment, ODA,
public-private partnerships and newer
instruments such as blended finance and
green bonds. There is also an important
development in public budgeting: Egypt had
begun gradually moving from line-item
budgeting toward performance-based
budgeting, linking expenditure and
investment to goals and KPIs. Still, the VNR
openly acknowledges that much existing
investment and financing was not yet
adequately aligned with sustainable
development objectives.

Financing remains one of the structural challenges
carried forward from 2018, but COVID-19 adds a new
dimension by reducing revenues while increasing the
need for stimulus and social protection expenditure.
The report therefore places greater emphasis on
mobilizing and diversifying financing, including
public-private partnerships and private-sector
participation. This builds on the financing discussion
introduced in 2018 but places it within a much more
constrained fiscal environment. Rather than treating
financing only as a resource-mobilization issue, the
2021 VNR increasingly connects it with economic
resilience and the capacity to respond to shocks.

This is probably the clearest substantive change since
2021. Financing is no longer treated mainly as a
persistent gap or enabling challenge. Egypt now has its
first Integrated National Financing Strategy (E-INFS),
based on the Integrated National Financing Framework
approach and launched nationally in 2025. It seeks to
mobilize public and private finance, align expenditures
with the SDGs, reduce fiscal and debt risks, and direct
financing toward higher-impact investments. The report
also uses ESCWA’s iBIT to assess SDG-linked
expenditure effectiveness and financing gaps. So
financing has evolved from an identified constraint into
a dedicated national financing architecture, even
though debt-service pressures remain a major
limitation.

Participation is presented as an important
principle from the beginning. Egypt Vision
2030 was developed through
consultations involving government,
academia, civil society, the private sector,
youth, women, persons with disabilities
and international partners. The VNR itself
also drew on consultations, workshops and
interviews. However, participation
remained largely organized around
consultation and contribution to a state-led
process, rather than a permanent
whole-of-society governance mechanism.
The June 2016 stakeholder workshop
illustrates this early effort to create a
common platform among government, civil
society, academia and the private sector.

Stakeholder participation is broader and
somewhat more institutionalized than in the
first report. The review of Egypt Vision 2030
involved parliamentarians, trade unions,
NGOs, women, youth and the private sector
through more than 60 workshops. Youth
participation receives particular attention
through the Youth Sustainable Development
Initiative, which generated around 4,000
project ideas, while the Sharek (“Participate”)
mobile application was introduced as a digital
channel for citizens, particularly young people,
to contribute to the strategy review. The
private sector and civil society are repeatedly
presented as necessary implementation
partners, although the Government still clearly
leads the process.

This is considerably more explicit than in earlier VNRs.
Egypt describes the methodology as a
“whole-of-society approach” and deliberately frames
the VNR as a “country report and not a government
report.” MPED developed a stakeholder engagement
plan covering government, civil society, the private
sector, international development partners, Parliament
and academia. Fifty-three NGOs and associations
were contacted, and consultations and workshops
contributed both qualitative information and
perspectives on implementation. The report later
describes cooperation among government, civil
society/international organizations and private
enterprises as the “Golden Triangle for Development.”

The whole-of-society approach from 2021 continues,
but it becomes more permanent. The Sustainable
Development Partnerships Platform, first
conceptualized during the 2021 VNR consultations,
now provides an ongoing mechanism through which
civil society, the private sector, academia and
development partners can report initiatives and
comment on the enabling environment. The VNR also
used workshops, interviews, tailored consultation
templates, private-sector consultations, an Advisory
Group, and a whole-of-UN review process. The
important evolution is therefore from broad
participation in preparing a VNR toward continuous
stakeholder engagement beyond the reporting cycle.

LNOB is already prominent in the first VNR
and is treated both as a general principle
and through specific population groups. A
dedicated section examines women,
children, youth, persons with disabilities
and refugees, while the poverty analysis
emphasizes regional disparities,
particularly Upper Egypt, informal
settlements and vulnerable households.
Social protection reforms such as Takaful
and Karama, targeted subsidies, social
housing and programmes for poorer
villages signal an early movement toward
more targeted support rather than
universal subsidies alone.

LNOB becomes more closely connected to
concrete social protection policies. Rather
than mainly identifying vulnerable groups, as
the 2016 VNR did, the 2018 report explains
how programs are being expanded and
retargeted. Takaful and Karama are central
examples: enrolment in Takaful had risen from
around 707,000 families in 2015/16 to more
than 2.2 million, while Karama covered
approximately 306,000 households. The
report also highlights rural women, informal
workers, people with disabilities and poor
communities, including the Sakan Karim
housing initiative. A particularly notable
development is the 2018 Law on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities, accompanied by a
shift from what the report calls an institutional
and medical approach toward greater social
and economic inclusion.

LNOB becomes increasingly territorial and
implementation-oriented. Social protection remains
important, but the report gives much greater attention
to geographical inequality and access to services.
The clearest example is Haya Karima (Decent Life): in
2021, EGP 500 billion (about USD 32 billion) was
allocated to develop approximately 4,500 villages
over three years, explicitly seeking to reduce
rural-urban disparities and internal migration. Persons
with disabilities receive more specific institutional and
financial support: 68% of Karama beneficiaries were
persons with disabilities as of May 2021, representing
about 1.2 million people. Women’s economic
empowerment and representation are also prominent,
although the report openly identifies very low female
labor-force participation as a persistent structural
problem.

LNOB becomes much more explicitly tied to spatial
equity and local governance. Egypt now describes a
localization architecture combining legislation,
equity-weighted financing, community participation,
governorate-level monitoring and VLRs. The financing
formula directs investment toward underserved
governorates using poverty, HDI, population and other
equity factors. Haya Karima remains the flagship
territorial initiative, but is now presented within a
broader system of local planning and multidimensional
poverty reduction. The report also expands
lifecycle-based social protection for children, older
persons, persons with disabilities, informal workers and
refugees. Compared with 2021, LNOB has moved
further from targeted programs toward a more
structured territorial and lifecycle-based policy
framework.

The report is unusually explicit about
several implementation gaps for such an
early VNR. It identifies rapid population
growth, youth and female unemployment,
regional inequalities, water scarcity, climate
vulnerability, regional instability and
refugee pressures, as well as financing and
institutional capacity constraints. At the
implementation level, it highlights weak
local coordination, incomplete SDG
integration into budgeting, data gaps,
capacity limitations and the difficulty of
sustaining stakeholder participation. These
are presented as issues to be addressed
as the new SDG system moves from
planning into implementation.

Some of the problems identified in 2016
remain, but the 2018 VNR frames them more
clearly as implementation bottlenecks.
Financing, data availability and governance
are presented as three interconnected
challenges. The report acknowledges
fragmented institutional efforts, insufficient
alignment of financing with sustainable
development, weaknesses in monitoring and
evaluation, and the need for stronger
coordination with NGOs, academia and the
private sector. External and regional pressures
are also more visible, particularly water
security and the Grand Ethiopian Renaissance
Dam, alongside regional conflict and
instability.

The report does something particularly useful for our
comparative analysis: it explicitly returns to the
challenges identified in the 2018 VNR—data,
financing, governance and population growth—and
assesses what has happened since. It then identifies
additional challenges that have become more
prominent. These include very low female labor-force
participation and a cluster of environmental
pressures: climate change, water scarcity, land
degradation, energy demand and rapid urban
development. Water security is particularly important
because population growth, climate change and the
Grand Ethiopian Renaissance Dam are presented as
interconnected pressures. COVID-19 cuts across
these challenges, exposing vulnerabilities while
reinforcing the report’s emphasis on resilience,
human capital, evidence-based policy and an
effective state response.

The 2026 VNR is framed around polycrisis and
uncertainty rather than a single shock. It discusses the
cumulative effects of COVID-19, the Russia–Ukraine
war, foreign-exchange pressures, inflation, the Gaza
war, Red Sea disruptions, the Sudan conflict, energy
insecurity and climate risks. Financing remains a major
constraint, particularly because of debt-service
pressures, while gaps persist in women’s economic
participation, social insurance coverage, healthy-diet
affordability, sanitation, child and neonatal mortality,
data disaggregation, innovation and local institutional
capacity. The future agenda is therefore framed less as
recovery and more as adaptive governance, resilience,
financing reform and acceleration toward 2030 and
beyond.

Across its four reporting cycles, Egypt’s VNRs show a gradual shift from building the foundations for SDG implementation to embedding sustainable development more deeply in government systems. The 2016 VNR focused largely on aligning the 2030 Agenda with
Egypt Vision 2030 and establishing the institutional and statistical architecture needed for implementation. By 2018, the emphasis had moved toward putting these structures into practice through sector strategies, stronger monitoring, broader participation and closer
links between planning and public expenditure. The 2021 and 2026 reports increasingly assess how these mechanisms function in practice and where implementation gaps remain.

A second clear trend is the growing role of evidence and monitoring in both reporting and policymaking. Early efforts concentrated on mapping SDG indicators and identifying significant data gaps, while later VNRs expanded statistical reporting, indicator coverage and
disaggregation. By 2026, digital platforms, time-series analysis and subnational monitoring are used more systematically to connect evidence with planning, investment and accountability. At the same time, the reports continue to acknowledge limitations in data
availability and disaggregation, showing that stronger monitoring capacity has not eliminated underlying statistical gaps.

The territorial dimension of implementation also becomes progressively more prominent. Localization was already emerging in the first VNRs, but by 2021 it had become central to the discussion of inequality and LNOB, particularly through Haya Karima and greater
attention to rural and underserved communities. The 2026 VNR develops this further through governorate-level indicators, localization reports, VLRs and equity-based approaches to allocating public investment. In parallel, LNOB broadens from an early focus on
vulnerable population groups and targeted social protection toward a more integrated approach combining social, territorial and lifecycle dimensions.

Financing follows a similarly gradual progression. Initially presented mainly as a constraint on implementation, it becomes increasingly connected to budgeting, private-sector participation and development planning. The 2026 VNR marks a more institutionalized stage
through the Integrated National Financing Strategy and stronger efforts to align financing decisions with SDG priorities. However, persistent fiscal and debt pressures remain prominent, illustrating that the development of financing mechanisms does not necessarily
mean that financing gaps have been resolved.

Finally, the VNR process itself becomes more adaptive and forward-looking. The 2021 report explicitly revisits challenges identified in 2018, while the 2026 VNR goes further by linking earlier findings to subsequent policy responses and examining implementation in the
context of overlapping economic, geopolitical, climate and social pressures. Stakeholder participation also moves from consultation around individual reports toward more continuous engagement mechanisms. By 2026, the VNR functions increasingly as a feedback and
accountability tool—identifying persistent gaps, informing adjustments and framing priorities for acceleration toward 2030 and beyond.

As Egypt’s first VNR, the report establishes the initial link between the 2030 Agenda and Egypt Vision 2030, which had been launched the same year. A distinctive feature is its early mapping of national and global SDG indicators, openly
documenting substantial data gaps while the statistical and monitoring architecture was still being developed.

The report is distinguished by the review and update of Egypt Vision 2030 only two years after its launch, responding to the economic reform programme, the 2017 census and emerging national challenges. The review also generated
unusually broad participatory mechanisms, including more than 60 workshops, a youth initiative and the Sharek digital platform.

Prepared during the COVID-19 pandemic, this VNR uses the crisis to examine the resilience of Egypt’s development approach rather than treating it only as a temporary disruption. It also explicitly revisits the challenges identified in the
2018 VNR and gives much greater prominence to localization, particularly through Haya Karima, while framing the VNR as a “country report and not a government report.”

The fourth VNR adopts a notably different reporting methodology, replacing a predominantly goal-by-goal structure with four interconnected thematic clusters to better capture SDG interlinkages. It also introduces a stronger longitudinal
perspective, tracing how findings from previous VNRs informed subsequent mechanisms, while giving particular prominence to the Integrated National Financing Strategy, subnational reporting and VLRs, and emerging post-2030
considerations.

- Across four reporting cycles, Egypt shows substantial continuity in its SDG architecture, particularly around Egypt Vision 2030, while progressively strengthening the mechanisms used to translate national priorities into implementation.
- One of the clearest developments is the gradual institutionalization of sustainable development within government systems. What begins with coordination structures and strategic alignment increasingly extends into legislation, public planning, budgeting, financing
and performance monitoring.
- Localization becomes a defining feature of the later VNRs. Early subnational initiatives develop into a broader framework linking territorial inequalities with local planning, equity-based investment, governorate-level monitoring and VLRs.
- The role of data and evidence changes over time: the initial concern with indicator availability gradually expands toward digital monitoring, disaggregated and subnational evidence, time-series analysis and stronger links between information, investment decisions and
accountability.
- Financing remains a persistent constraint throughout the reporting cycle, but Egypt’s approach becomes more structured, culminating in the Integrated National Financing Strategy. The 2026 VNR nevertheless makes clear that stronger financing mechanisms coexist
with significant fiscal and debt pressures.
- The VNR process itself increasingly functions as a feedback mechanism. Later reports revisit gaps identified in earlier cycles, connect them with subsequent policy responses, and use the findings to frame priorities for acceleration toward 2030. The 2026 VNR extends
this perspective by also beginning to consider lessons relevant beyond the current 2030 Agenda.

VNR # 1st 2nd 3rd
Evolution across VNRs

Recurring Criteria 2016 2018 2021 2026

Year Relevant feature

CAPMAS Central Agency for Public Mobilization and Statistics
E-INFS Egypt Integrated National Financing Strategy
ISIPPM Integrated System for Investment Plan Preparation and Monitoring
MPED Ministry of Planning and Economic Development
MSDR Monitoring Sustainable Development and Reporting Platform


