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Four Questions

What is an integrated approach?

How can an integrated approach help implement
the SDGs?

What is need to operationalize an integrated
approach?

Where are there gaps—and how can these be
closed?



What is an integrated approach?

* Many of the SDGs and their targets are synergistic.

* Forinstance, if you use resources more sustainably (SDG 12), then you
are likely to conserve energy (SDG 7) and mitigate climate change (SDG
11).

 However, there are also SDGs and targets with trade-offs.

* Forinstance, if you invest in coastal infrastructure (SDG 9), you could
also make life on land (SDG 14) and life below water (SDG 15) less

sustainable.

* An integrated approach actively seeks to maximize synergies and
minimize trade-offs between goals and targets in policy and practice.
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Why an mtegrated approach?: Reason 1
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Why an integrated approach?: Reason 2

* Integration can ensure..

* balance across the three
dimensions of sustainable
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Why an integrated approach?: Reason 3

Japan: The Case of Target 14.5
* An integrated approach can
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Source: Snapshots taken from IGES SDG Interlinkages and Data Visualisation Web Tool
(https://sdginterlinkages.iges.ip/).
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Pollution in Bandung, Indonesia
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Estimating Co-benefits in Bandung, Indonesia

* Develop an emissions inventory

Step 1 )
» Estimate emissions reductions for eco-driving

Step 2 )
« Offer training to a selected number of drivers

Step 3 J
 Calculate actual emissions reductions

Step 4 )

~
Q\/S » Conduct policy dialogue to offer feedback to institutionalize eco-driving
ep
\/ g

Source: Nakano, 2017



Estimating Co-benefits in Bandung, Indonesia

Base case
Species  Emission fmission  Reduction | Emission  Reduction Emission Reduction
(Gglyr)  |[(Ge/vr) (%) (Gg/yr) (%) (Gg/yr) (%)

coO 173.14 145.33 16.06Y% 171.02 1.22% 168.68 2.58%
VOC 34.00 32.87 3.31% 33.57 1.25% 33.49 1.48%
NO, 20.59 16.30 20.85% 20.42 0.81% 20.10 2.35%
50, 0.33 0.30 10.71% 0.33 1.62% 0.33 1.57%
v 273 | 240  aoazl 273  024% 273 0.23%
BC 0.88 0.76 12.91% 0.88 0.16% 0.88 0.17%
ocC 1.36 1Pk 11.06% 1.36 0.34% 1.36 0.32%
co, 335 |  oee6  iosed 3281 1.0a% ____ 3271 _ 1.34%
N,O 0.07 0.06 11.00% 0.07 0.83% 0.07 0.74%
CH, 5.02 4.79 4.70% 4.97 1.19% 4.92 1.99%
Air toxics 5.13 5.02 2.06% 5.08 1.00% 5.08 1.04%

Source: AlT, ITB, IGES 2016
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Eco-Driving in Bandung, Indonesia

Mapping Results Challenges

CO2 V8% . .
« Lack of long-term incentives

Climate change » Lack of dialogue with
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SDG 11 Indicators of Interest

Indicators

11.1.1
Proportion of urban population living in slums, informal settlements or inadequate housing

11.2.1
Proportion of population that has convenient access to public transport, by sex, age and persons with

disabilities

11.3.2
Proportion of cities with a direct participation structure of civil society in urban planning and management

that operate regularly and democratically

11.6.1

Proportion of urban solid waste regularly collected and with adequate final discharge out of total urban solid
waste generated, by cities

11.6.2

Annual mean levels of fine particulate matter (e.g. PM2.5 and PM10) in cities (population weighted)

11.7.1
Average share of the built-up area of cities that is open space for public use for all, by sex, age and persons

with disabilities




Selected Cities in Japan and the
Philippines
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The Case of the Philippines

Good Fair Limited
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Relevant Data
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Relevant Data Xmy X * *
Annual mean levels of fine particulatelRelevant
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IAverage share of the built-up area of cities|Relevant Data
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The Case of Japan
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Summary

An integrated approach involves actively seeking synergies and avoiding
trade-offs across SDGs and targets in policy and practice

Such an approach can make implementing the SDGs more manageable,
cost-effective, and representative of diverse interests

There are already a number of different approaches to integration; these
range from food-water-energy nexus to urban systems to co-benefits

Some of the chief challenges to implementing an integrated approach in
cities are related to data

A concerted effort will be needed to close data gaps in developing country
cities and small cities everywhere



