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7        Supplementary material
[bookmark: _heading=h.30j0zll]
7.1 Constructing the Sustainability and Governance Index
[bookmark: _heading=h.1fob9te]
7.1.1 Dimensions, indicators and data
Data on the five pertinent dimensions - 1) political will 2) transaction costs; 3) climate ambition; 4) sustainability in regulation; and 5) good governance  - were included dating back a maximum of 5 years. Older data were excluded, given that regulatory environments or climate policies are liable to change over extended periods. Furthermore, the data were obtained from multiple sources, so that a minimum of three different organizations were represented in the overall list of indicators. This was to avoid any bias and omissions of certain groups of countries. For example, indicators drawing on the same database, such as the World Bank’s Regulatory Indicators for Sustainable Energy (RISE) and Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI), tend to omit the same group of countries, which is a function of their scope and/or the availability of data from that group of countries. 

For dimension 1 (Political Will), we drew on data sourced from the International Energy Agency on active and planned hydrogen projects. The assumption here is that a country’s determination materializes in infrastructure build-up and is reflected in pertinent policy documents such as a national hydrogen strategy. Dimension 2 (Integration with Europe/Germany) was covered by way of drawing on existing databases on energy partnerships of Germany and the EU. For dimension 3 (International and International Climate Engagement), we used data from the World Energy Council’s (2023) Energy Trilemma Index, which rates countries based on their performance in energy security, equity and environmental sustainability; from the Trade Freedom Index, which assesses the freedom of a country to perform trade by looking into tariff rates and non-tariff barriers to trade (The Global Economy, 2023); and from the Powering Past Coal Alliance (PPCA, 2023), which depicts countries that have subscribed to an international coalition working to transition away from coal production. For dimensions 4 and 5 (Environmental Regulatory Effectiveness and Governing Performance) we used well-established World Bank databases (WB, 2023 f) as well as telling composite indicators such as the Fragile States Index (Fund for Peace, 2023 a), or the Environmental Performance Index (NASA Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center, 2020). For all dimensions we utilized the publicly available data on the respective organization’s websites. 

In order to narrow down the country sample for empirical investigation we followed a data-driven approach. Countries were excluded if data were missing on at least three indicators across all dimensions. Where three indicators originated from the same database and/ or institution (e.g. the World Bank’s WGI or RISE), countries were eliminated from the sample if a total of four indicators were lacking. The rationale here is that several of the chosen datasets do not cover all countries or lack comprehensive information, whilst indicators originating from the same dataset, or the same institution, tend to exclude similar groups of countries. The chosen strategy, therefore, ensured an optimal level of data availability whilst avoiding the omission of a certain set of countries caused by pre-determined biases in data choices. Finally, EU countries were excluded from the sample given the research focus on identifying non-EU partners.

[bookmark: _heading=h.3znysh7]Table 1: Dimensions, indicators and data sources
	Political Will
	Transaction costs
	Climate ambition
	Sustainability in regulation
	Good governance

	Hydrogen Pilot Programs (Active, Planned and Potential Programs) (International Energy Agency) (International Energy Agency, 2021)
	Energy Partnerships (Germany) (Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs and Climate Action of Germany) (BMWi, 2020) (BMWK, 2022) (Bundesregierung, 2023)
	Powering Past Coal Alliance (Powering Past Coal Alliance) (PPCA, 2023)

	Environmental Performance Index (NASA Center on Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center) (NASA Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center, 2020)
	Political Stability and Absence of Violence/Terrorism (World Bank, Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI)) (WB, 2023 c)

	Active Pilot Programs (International Energy Agency) (International Energy Agency, 2021)
	Energy Partnerships (EU) (EU Commission) (European Commission, 2023) (European Commission 2022 c)
	Energy Trilemma Index (World Energy Council) (World Energy Council, 2023)
	Incentives and regulatory support for renewable energy (World Bank’s Regulatory Indicators for Sustainable Energy) (RISE, 2023c)
	Government Effectiveness (World Bank, Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI)) (WB, 2023 a)

	Green Hydrogen Pilot Programs (International Energy Agency) (International Energy Agency, 2021)
	
	Trade Freedom Index (The Global Economy) (The Global Economy, 2023a)
	Carbon pricing and GHG emissions monitoring (World Bank’s Regulatory Indicators for Sustainable Energy) (RISE, 2023 b)
	Regulatory Quality (World Bank, Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI)) (WB, 2023 d)

	Hydrogen Strategies (varied, specific to each country)
	
	
	Legal framework for renewable energy (World Bank’s Regulatory Indicators for Sustainable Energy) (RISE, 2023 d)
	Rule of Law (World Bank, Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI)) (WB, 2023 e)

	
	
	
	
	Fragile States Index (Fund for Peace, 2023 a)

	
	
	
	
	Corruption Perception Index (Transparency International) (Transparency International, 2021)


Source: authors’ own elaboration
 
As a result of the above data strategy, we identified a total of 19 suitable indicators for the chosen five dimensions (table 1). The sample for which comprehensive data were available comprised a total of 113 countries (figure 1). 

Figure 1: SGI country sample  [image: Ein Bild, das Karte, Text enthält.

Automatisch generierte Beschreibung]

[bookmark: _heading=h.2et92p0]Source: own elaboration. Countries highlighted in blue comprise the 113 countries of our sample. The countries highlighted in gray are not part of the sample. 

7.1.2 Processing Indicators and missing data
In a next step, we prepared the data for Exploratory Factorial Analysis (EFA), which requires normally distributed variables measured on interval or ratio scales of measurement, that is continuous data with equal intervals (Fabrigar & Wegener, 2012). While ordinal variables can also be used, given their universality and extensive research and testing (Holgado-Tello et.al., 2010), we follow the literature recommending that binary/dichotomous variables be avoided since they can negatively affect correlation coefficients and thus the results of EFA (Fabrigar & Wegener, 2012). Many of the identified indicators were continuous scales whilst some were binary. For example, the indicator “Energy Partnerships with Germany/ EU” depicts whether such a partnership is in place or not, thus scoring one (1) or zero (0). Accordingly, binary variables were converted into ordinal variables. The respective scoring method is presented in table 2.

Table 2: SGI Indicators and scoring strategy
	Indicator
	Scoring strategy

	Hydrogen Pilot Programs (International Energy Agency, 2021)
	One (1) point for each pilot program regardless of investment volume, production capacity, or status (active/ planned). Zero (0) if no pilot program exists. In this way, the total score a country received is equal to the pilot programs located in the country. 

	Active Pilot Programs (International Energy Agency, 2021)
	One (1) point for each actively operating program, zero point five (0.5) points for each program under construction. The total score is x+(0.5)*y,  x being the number of active pilot programs and y the number of pilot programs under construction. In case of no active pilot programs and no pilot programs under construction the score is zero (0).

	Green Hydrogen Pilot Programs (International Energy Agency, 2021)
	One (1) point for each green hydrogen production pilot program. A country without any green hydrogen production pilot program was assigned zero (0). In this way, the score of a country is the total of its active green hydrogen pilot programs. 

	Hydrogen Strategies
	Two (2) points in case of an official national hydrogen strategy/roadmap. One (1) point if there exists a draft of the strategy/roadmap; zero (0) if there is no strategy/roadmap or draft.

	Energy Partnerships with Germany (BMWi, 2020) (BMWK, 2022) (Bundesregierung, 2023)
	Zero (0) points if there is no active energy partnership with a given country; one (1) if an energy partnership exists but has not been extended to clean hydrogen; two (2) if the energy partnership includes clean hydrogen activities backed by German public funding and/or an official document and/or activity from a German Federal Ministry (e.g. the establishment of a hydrogen program, or a public-private partnership.

	Energy Partnerships with EU (European Commission, 2023) (European Commission 2022 c)
	Zero (0) points if there is no active energy partnership with a given country; one (1) if a partnership exists but has not been extended to clean hydrogen; two (2) if the energy partnership includes clean hydrogen activities backed by EU funding and/or an official document from an official EU entity (e.g. the launch of a new initiative to promote the use of clean hydrogen).

	Trade Freedom Index (TFI) (The Global Economy, 2023 b)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100), the latter indicating the highest level of trade freedom. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Energy Trilemma Index (World Energy Council, 2023)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100), with a score of 100 being highest, and 0 being lowest in terms of a country’s performance in sustainable energy as measured by energy security, energy equity, and environmental sustainability. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Powering Past Coal Alliance (Powering Past Coal Alliance) (PPCA, 2023)
	Zero (0) in case there is no membership with subnational and national governments; one (1) in case of a membership only between PPCA and subnational actors; two (2) if the membership involves only national governments; three (3) if the partnership involves subnational as well as national governments.

	Environmental Performance Index (NASA Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center, 2020)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100), with 100 reflecting the best and 0 the worst environmental performance. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Incentives and regulatory support for renewable energy (RISE, 2023c)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100), with 100 reflecting highest and 0 lowest incentives and regulatory support for renewable energy. Values taken directly from respective index.


	Carbon pricing and GHG emissions monitoring (RISE, 2023 b)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100) in gaps of fifty (50), i.e. 0, 50, and 100. The score reflects the existence of a carbon pricing mechanism, of a GHG monitoring reporting and verification system, or both. 100 indicates the highest level of compliance in both assessments and 0 indicates the lowest level of compliance. Values taken directly from respective index. Splits derive from data source. 

	Legal framework for renewable energy (RISE, 2023 d)
	Zero (0) to one hundred (100), assigned in increments of twenty (20) (0, 20, 40, 60, 80, 100). The score reflects private sector ownership in RES, renewable energy targets, whether they are legally binding and linked to international commitments, and the existence of renewable energy action plans or strategies. 100 indicates positive assessments in all five categories and 0 indicates negative assessments. Values taken directly from respective index. Splits derive from data source.

	Political Stability and Absence of Violence/Terrorism (WB, 2023 c)
	Scores ranging from zero (0) to (100), with 100 indicating highest Political Stability and Absence of Violence/Terrorism and 0 the lowest. Values taken directly from respective index.


	Government Effectiveness (WB, 2023 a)
	Scores from zero (0) and one hundred (100) with 100 representing highest government effectiveness, and 0 the lowest. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Regulatory Quality (WB, 2023 d)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100), with 100 reflecting the highest regulatory quality and 0 the lowest. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Rule of Law (WB, 2023 e)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred (100), with 0 indicating a lack of rule of law, and 100 a very strong rule of law. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Fragile States Index (Fund for Peace,2023 b)
	Scores from zero (0) to one hundred twenty (120), with 120 representing highest state fragility and 0 lowest state fragility. Values taken directly from respective index.

	Corruption Perception Index (Transparency International, 2021)
	Scores from one hundred (100) to zero (0) with scores closer to 100 indicating least corruption perception and scores closer to 0 indicating highest corruption perception. Values taken directly from respective index.


Source: authors’ own elaboration

In a final step, missing data points (around 100 out of 2147) for a small number of countries were filled by averages that were calculated for the pertinent indicator on a regional basis (i.e. North America, South America, Non-EU East Europe, Non-EU North Europe, Middle East and Northern Africa (MENA), Sub-Saharan Africa, Caucasus, Russia, South-East Asia, East Asia, and Australia and Oceania). 
 
Having selected the indicators and the sample, the next step in constructing the index was the standardization of the data to enable the comparability of the indicators. 

[bookmark: _heading=h.tyjcwt]7.1.3 Exploratory Factor Analysis 
Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) was chosen thanks to its flexibility in processing normally distributed variables measured on interval or ratio scales of measurement (Fabrigar & Wegener, 2012) as well as ordinal variables (Holgado-Tello et.al., 2010). EFA is mostly used for understanding how specific underlying factors (dimensions) impact the variance among the different variables (indicators) (Qualtrics, 2023). It identifies how many factors (dimensions) are derived from a series of variables (indicators) and how strongly these factors correlate with each variable (DeCoster & Claypool, 2004). Our software of choices was SPSS (SPSS 28.0.1.1) . The SPSS files, data and output are available here: DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.10779527. We proceeded in three steps.

First, we determined communalities, that is the proportion of each indicator’s variance that can be explained by a given dimension. The higher the communalities, the more a given indicator contributes to the dimension. Communalities should be as high as possible and are measured on a scale from 0 to 1. A communality of 1 or close to 1 (i.e. 0.999) means that the proportion of that indicator’s variance that can be explained by the dimension is very high. Conversely, 0 or close to 0 (i.e. below 0.2) means that the proportion of that indicator’s variance that can be explained by the dimension is very small. However, high communalities are rare in social sciences and studies suggest that communalities between 0.4 and 0.7 are most common in this area (DeCoster & Claypool, 2004). When building an index researchers should therefore aim for indicators (variables) entailing communalities in the range mentioned above. Nonetheless, as the literature suggests, it is possible to include indicators with lower communalities, but this requires accepting indicators with communalities below 0.4 but above 0.2 as these relate less to the other indicators in terms of their numerical data. Indicators with communalities below 0.2 should be ruled out (DeCoster & Claypool, 2004). 

In light of the above, when processing the data, we included indicators with communalities of 0.2 and higher, with the highest being 0.999. As can be seen in the column on the right (“Extraction”), in Table 3, only 3 indicators exhibit communalities in the range of 0.2 and 0.3 (Energy Partnerships EU, Powering Past Coal Alliance, and Legal Framework for Renewable Energy), one is in the range of 0.3 and 0.4 (Carbon Pricing and GHG Emissions Monitoring) and the remaining indicators are above 0.4 with two indicators scoring 0.9 (Hydrogen Pilot Programs, and State Fragility). 

[bookmark: _heading=h.3dy6vkm]In a second step, we used EFA to produce a pattern matrix. A pattern matrix shows the particular contribution of an indicator to the dimension (a variable to a factor) (Fein et al. (2022). Put differently, the data determine which indicators are eventually subsumed under a given dimension, based on their communalities. This step is crucial in building the index, as it redistributes the initial dimensions and their respective indicators, which is shown in loadings (the scores attributed by the EFA to each indicator in the pattern matrix) that fluctuate between 0 and 1 and signify the magnitude and direction (direct or inverse correlation) of the relationship of the indicators and dimensions (DeCoster & Claypool, 2004). The number of indicators per dimension determines a component's replicability and strength and should be no less than four. On the pattern matrix, all indicators that are part of a dimension should have a score greater than 0.4 (Fein et al. (2022). 

As summarized in in table 1, the resulting data set produces a pattern matrix in which all dimensions have four or more indicators. All loadings are above the 0.4 range in both the negative (inverse correlation) and the positive threshold (direct correlation), with the lowest of the positive threshold being 0.414 for the Hydrogen Strategies indicator, and the highest the Hydrogen Pilot Programs Indicator at 0.999. Further, the only loading on the negative threshold is found in the indicator State Fragility in Factor 1. Such a score in the negative threshold means that the indicator/variable correlates inversely with the other variables of its dimension. An inverse correlation means that the variables move in opposite directions for example the higher the State Fragility, the less Political Stability, Regulatory Quality, etc., or vice versa, the lower the State Fragility, the higher Political Stability, Regulatory Quality, etc. 

We note that it is not only the loading of indicators and the number of indicators within the dimension that is in line with the literature, but also the combination of indicators within a dimension match in terms of qualitative similarities. Therefore, indicators within a given dimension share characteristics in terms of the topics they measure or the area that they focus on (DeCoster & Claypool, 2004).

Table 1 in the main text lists the refined dimensions and their corresponding indicators as per the EFA analysis, now regrouping all 19 indicators into a total of three dimensions thanks to their communalities. Based on its indicators, the pertinent dimensions for constructing the index were identified as Governing Performance and International Climate Engagement, Political Will for Hydrogen, and Energy Policy Alignment with Germany and the EU. 

[bookmark: _heading=h.1t3h5sf]In a last step, we identified the final total scores by adding or subtracting each indicator based on the factorial correlations for each dimension (Caro, 2021). We follow Bartlett to calculate the index, a method which produces unbiased scores that are only correlated with the factor they represent (Yong & Pearce, 2013). The EFA allows us to reduce information by compiling different variables in one dimension. This means that after the analysis, each country has 3 new variables that correspond to the 3 redistributed dimensions. At the same time, these dimensions (factors) are also represented as a factor score. The dimensional scores are then aggregated to form the aggregate SGI value. 

7.2 Communalities

[bookmark: _heading=h.4d34og8]Table 3: Communalities
	Communalities*

	
	Initial
	Extraction

	Hydrogen Pilot Programs Active planned and potential programs
	0.949
	0.999

	Active Pilot Programs
	0.86
	0.793

	Green Hydrogen Pilot Programs
	0.885
	0.766

	Energy partnerships
	0.505
	0.515

	Energy Partnerships with EU
	0.311
	0.203

	Trade Freedom
	0.585
	0.451

	Trilemma Score
	0.695
	0.533

	Powering Past Coal Alliance
	0.332
	0.27

	Sustainability environment protection
	0.792
	0.666

	Incentives and regulatory support for renewable energy
	0.465
	0.458

	Carbon pricing and GHG emissions monitoring
	0.401
	0.393

	Legal framework for renewable energy
	0.302
	0.26

	Political Stability
	0.843
	0.71

	Government Effectiveness
	0.914
	0.875

	Regulatory Quality
	0.923
	0.889

	Rule Of Law
	0.922
	0.857

	State Fragility
	0.928
	0.929

	Hydrogen Strategies
	0.504
	0.456

	Corruption Perception Index
	0.904
	0.858

	Extraction Method: Unweighted Least Squares.
	
	

	* One or more communality estimates greater than 1 were encountered during iterations. The resulting solution should be interpreted with caution.










7.3 Pattern Matrix

[bookmark: _heading=h.2s8eyo1]Table 4: Pattern Matrix
	Pattern Matrix**

	
	Factor

	
	1
	2
	3

	State Fragility
	-0.974
	
	

	Political Stability
	0.909
	
	

	Regulatory Quality
	0.904
	
	

	Rule Of Law
	0.852
	
	

	Corruption Perception Index
	0.846
	
	

	Government Effectiveness
	0.833
	
	

	Trade Freedom
	0.708
	
	

	Trilemma Score
	0.664
	
	

	Sustainability environment protection
	0.63
	
	

	Powering Past Coal Alliance
	0.47
	
	

	Hydrogen Pilot Programs Active planned and potential programs
	
	0.999
	

	Green Hydrogen Pilot Programs
	
	0.863
	

	Active Pilot Programs
	
	0.801
	

	Hydrogen Strategies
	
	0.414
	

	Energy partnerships
	
	
	0.636

	Incentives and regulatory support for renewable energy
	
	
	0.586

	Carbon pricing and GHG emissions monitoring
	
	
	0.555

	Legal framework for renewable energy
	
	
	0.501

	Energy Partnerships with EU
	
	
	0.428

	Extraction Method: Unweighted Least Squares.
Rotation Method: Oblimin with Kaiser Normalization.
** Rotation converged in 6 iterations.










7.4 Numerical Results

Table 5: Numerical results
	Country
	Governing performance and International Climate Engagement
	Political Will for Hydrogen
	Energy Policy Alignment with Germany and the EU
	TOTAL
	Ranking

	Australia
	2,12092
	5,01276
	1,35128
	8,48496
	1

	United States
	1,45495
	5,7599
	0,62949
	7,84434
	2

	United Kingdom
	1,83934
	3,97238
	1,64276
	7,45448
	3

	Japan
	1,98325
	1,97803
	2,91477
	6,87605
	4

	Canada
	2,26627
	1,89968
	2,21152
	6,37747
	5

	China
	0,13679
	3,7334
	2,04226
	5,91245
	6

	Norway
	2,56997
	2,16679
	0,55197
	5,28873
	7

	Chile
	1,4443
	0,95105
	2,02638
	4,42173
	8

	India
	-0,12283
	0,7491
	3,23608
	3,86235
	9

	Switzerland
	2,6271
	0,43132
	0,68846
	3,74688
	10

	United Arab Emirates
	1,60385
	0,08479
	1,6914
	3,38004
	11

	South Africa
	0,25344
	-0,0592
	2,91914
	3,11338
	12

	Israel
	1,44584
	-0,30803
	1,9392
	3,07701
	13

	New Zealand
	2,72312
	0,18866
	-0,2413
	2,67048
	14

	Jordan
	0,23148
	-0,17672
	2,38116
	2,43592
	15

	Morocco
	0,02845
	0,07949
	2,2153
	2,32324
	16

	Tunisia
	0,02413
	-0,1753
	2,14135
	1,99018
	17

	Brazil
	-0,12836
	0,14518
	1,79601
	1,81283
	18

	Turkey
	-0,14873
	0,22414
	1,63206
	1,70747
	19

	Singapore
	2,5451
	-0,23834
	-0,61053
	1,69623
	20

	Uruguay
	1,71677
	-0,37292
	0,09164
	1,43549
	21

	Colombia
	0,06227
	-0,1447
	1,45564
	1,37321
	22

	Georgia
	0,63131
	-0,3058
	0,98944
	1,31495
	23

	Ukraine
	-0,20591
	-0,19187
	1,61831
	1,22053
	24

	Rwanda
	0,13559
	-0,24405
	1,29276
	1,1843
	25

	Costa Rica
	1,30882
	-0,24845
	0,10714
	1,16751
	26

	Mexico
	-0,01838
	0,08656
	1,0987
	1,16688
	27

	Armenia
	0,40078
	-0,28369
	1,01718
	1,13427
	28

	Malaysia
	1,06691
	-0,06795
	0,12547
	1,12443
	29

	Qatar
	1,48887
	-0,45768
	-0,21506
	0,81613
	30

	Russia
	-0,22791
	-0,13971
	1,16431
	0,79669
	31

	Kazakhstan
	0,37088
	-0,23183
	0,557
	0,69605
	32

	Oman
	0,97669
	0,14715
	-0,49626
	0,62758
	33

	Albania
	0,4736
	-0,26288
	0,23568
	0,4464
	34

	Bahrain
	0,66776
	-0,3717
	0,05645
	0,35251
	35

	Egypt
	-0,59341
	0,04086
	0,9041
	0,35155
	36

	Montenegro
	0,67982
	-0,37513
	0,01291
	0,3176
	37

	Mauritius
	1,60907
	-0,50658
	-0,79134
	0,31115
	38

	Serbia
	0,37071
	-0,3393
	0,15963
	0,19104
	39

	Thailand
	0,29287
	-0,17448
	-0,00826
	0,11013
	40

	Saudi Arabia
	0,48802
	-0,29364
	-0,20323
	-0,00885
	41

	Algeria
	-0,63198
	-0,209
	0,82976
	-0,01122
	42

	Indonesia
	0,27769
	-0,26543
	-0,02889
	-0,01663
	43

	North Macedonia
	0,61668
	-0,38931
	-0,27421
	-0,04684
	44

	Peru
	0,29388
	-0,27063
	-0,09879
	-0,07554
	45

	Iran
	-1,00036
	-0,08755
	1,00955
	-0,07836
	46

	Moldova
	0,07935
	-0,3191
	0,10444
	-0,13531
	47

	Ghana
	0,28518
	-0,35168
	-0,12213
	-0,18863
	48

	Lebanon
	-0,90469
	-0,11075
	0,77578
	-0,23966
	49

	Bosnia and Herzegovina
	-0,22938
	-0,28388
	0,24122
	-0,27204
	50

	Philippines
	-0,16214
	-0,2949
	0,17353
	-0,28351
	51

	Panama
	0,74178
	-0,42673
	-0,67916
	-0,36411
	52

	Botswana
	0,98877
	-0,46234
	-0,90197
	-0,37554
	53

	Sri Lanka
	-0,0708
	-0,31816
	-0,06714
	-0,4561
	54

	Jamaica
	0,58189
	-0,41002
	-0,63238
	-0,46051
	55

	Kenya
	-0,63891
	-0,24123
	0,3766
	-0,50354
	56

	Vietnam
	0,3693
	-0,31134
	-0,61117
	-0,55321
	57

	Kuwait
	0,79807
	-0,45742
	-1,06486
	-0,72421
	58

	Senegal
	0,08716
	-0,35857
	-0,46635
	-0,73776
	59

	Dominican Republic
	0,20158
	-0,37756
	-0,60886
	-0,78484
	60

	Argentina
	0,34224
	-0,2359
	-0,9125
	-0,80616
	61

	Niger
	-0,96902
	-0,21404
	0,37533
	-0,80773
	62

	El Salvador
	0,00055
	-0,3537
	-0,50011
	-0,85326
	63

	Uzbekistan
	-0,4578
	-0,28885
	-0,14229
	-0,88894
	64

	Ethiopia
	-0,88146
	-0,23143
	0,22178
	-0,89111
	65

	Belarus
	-0,24313
	-0,32638
	-0,41191
	-0,98142
	66

	Azerbaijan
	-0,17496
	-0,33761
	-0,48163
	-0,9942
	67

	Uganda
	-0,68883
	-0,26628
	-0,04968
	-1,00479
	68

	Benin
	-0,25827
	-0,32761
	-0,43089
	-1,01677
	69

	Malawi
	-0,5176
	-0,2907
	-0,22382
	-1,03212
	70

	Zambia
	-0,57221
	-0,28624
	-0,20402
	-1,06247
	71

	Mali
	-1,08683
	-0,21585
	0,20599
	-1,09669
	72

	Nigeria
	-1,22296
	-0,20252
	0,23502
	-1,19046
	73

	Paraguay
	0,0746
	-0,07789
	-1,21848
	-1,22177
	74

	Ecuador
	-0,22219
	-0,34469
	-0,66129
	-1,22817
	75

	Burkina Faso
	-0,61665
	-0,29137
	-0,34194
	-1,24996
	76

	Mauritania
	-0,87146
	-0,18122
	-0,20325
	-1,25593
	77

	Maldives
	0,11491
	-0,39489
	-0,97783
	-1,25781
	78

	Chad
	-1,57467
	-0,1583
	0,45402
	-1,27895
	79

	Tanzania
	-0,50496
	-0,31182
	-0,50029
	-1,31707
	80

	Zimbabwe
	-1,51299
	-0,10419
	0,14968
	-1,4675
	81

	Belize
	-0,04219
	-0,38747
	-1,06566
	-1,49532
	82

	Honduras
	-0,53525
	-0,32494
	-0,72903
	-1,58922
	83

	Pakistan
	-0,84769
	-0,28162
	-0,48096
	-1,61027
	84

	Bolivia
	-0,57721
	-0,32152
	-0,76346
	-1,66219
	85

	Cameroon
	-1,15163
	-0,243
	-0,27777
	-1,6724
	86

	Bangladesh
	-0,83737
	-0,21417
	-0,63855
	-1,69009
	87

	Nepal
	-0,60479
	-0,32409
	-0,81005
	-1,73893
	88

	Mongolia
	0,49619
	-0,48096
	-1,78117
	-1,76594
	89

	Togo
	-0,66758
	-0,31825
	-0,79194
	-1,77777
	90

	Kyrgyzstan
	-0,33681
	-0,36514
	-1,0889
	-1,79085
	91

	Guatemala
	-0,46474
	-0,34963
	-1,00565
	-1,82002
	92

	Nicaragua
	-0,67688
	-0,32226
	-0,8701
	-1,86924
	93

	Cambodia
	-0,53839
	-0,34508
	-1,03745
	-1,92092
	94

	Solomon
	-0,20058
	-0,40023
	-1,44159
	-2,0424
	95

	Angola
	-0,86019
	-0,31572
	-0,99606
	-2,17197
	96

	Madagascar
	-0,76382
	-0,33311
	-1,13324
	-2,23017
	97

	Mozambique
	-0,94998
	-0,30902
	-1,01246
	-2,27146
	98

	Tajikistan
	-0,66293
	-0,34977
	-1,26949
	-2,28219
	99

	Central African Republic
	-1,58008
	-0,22387
	-0,51778
	-2,32173
	100

	Papua New Guniea
	-0,51277
	-0,37657
	-1,48122
	-2,37056
	101

	Liberia
	-1,00725
	-0,31214
	-1,11908
	-2,43847
	102

	Sierra Leone
	-0,70211
	-0,35622
	-1,40573
	-2,46406
	103

	Myanmar
	-1,00707
	-0,31356
	-1,14622
	-2,46685
	104

	Sudan
	-1,52333
	-0,24373
	-0,74367
	-2,51073
	105

	Democratic Republic of the Congo
	-1,60593
	-0,23279
	-0,68158
	-2,5203
	106

	Venezuela
	-1,3481
	-0,27506
	-1,00741
	-2,63057
	107

	Republic of the Congo
	-1,22096
	-0,30074
	-1,22075
	-2,74245
	108

	Haiti
	-1,26772
	-0,29639
	-1,21062
	-2,77473
	109

	Guinea
	-1,10649
	-0,32407
	-1,42517
	-2,85573
	110

	Burundi
	-1,3374
	-0,3
	-1,35375
	-2,99115
	111

	Eritrea
	-1,35095
	-0,32422
	-1,73327
	-3,40844
	112

	Turkmenistan
	-0,64086
	-0,4289
	-2,42805
	-3,49781
	113
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