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Motivation

• increasing interest (and need!) to
be able to measure food system
sustainability

97 countries =  from both HICs and LMICs

20 indicators – 4 dimensions of sustainability:

FoodSecu&Nutri – Envir – Econ – Social

• “your measure is only as good as

its accuracy”
 bias toward ‘developed’ countries

global – incl LMICs

 bias toward Nutrition and

Environment
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Countries SFS_index Environment Economic Social Food_nutrition

NZL 0.73 0.62 0.85 0.68 0.77

CHE 0.72 0.62 0.73 0.68 0.88

CAN 0.72 0.62 0.84 0.66 0.78

GBR 0.71 0.66 0.75 0.60 0.85

NLD 0.70 0.57 0.84 0.61 0.84

USA 0.70 0.57 0.83 0.59 0.84

AUT 0.69 0.59 0.77 0.57 0.89

NOR 0.69 0.49 0.86 0.66 0.82

SWE 0.69 0.50 0.83 0.66 0.83



Behind the numbers…



Some reflections…

 the “tyranny of the (available) datasets”

 bias toward production (agric) and consumption

 framed around environment and nutrition e.g. EAT Lancet report

 little on the economic and social dimensions of food systems

(epistemology + data availability)

 trade-off between specificity and comparability

 “this index does not tell the story I want, I’ll pick another one”

 importance of (conceptual) rigour and transparency

 importance of the holistic interpretation of ‘sustainability’



Thank you

Chris Béné

c.bene@cigar.org


