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Figure 161:
Care (Material Advancement and 

Freedom) (20% weight) – 
18th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 162:
Balance (10% weight) –  
36th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: The USA is placed 12th in the Peace & Security and 36th in 
the Balance normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, the USA belongs to the 3rd 
(highest) category (over 25,000,000 inhabitant), and in this category it 
takes the 4th position with the highest SFI score among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head the USA belongs to the 3rd 
(highest) category (over 50,000 USD), and in this category it takes the 
12th position with the highest SFI score among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure) the USA 
belongs to the 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and in this 
category it takes the 8th position with the highest SFI score among its 
cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, the USA belongs to the 
1st (lowest) category (0-50 head/km2), and in this category it takes the 
11th position with the highest SFI score among its cohort.
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THE USA COMPARED TO THE OECD SFI COUNTRY 
SCORE AVERAGES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 163:
The USA’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with the USA surpassing it by 1.5.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with the USA falling short by 1.6.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with the USA surpassing it by 0.6.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with the USA falling short by 2.3.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with the USA falling short by 1.8.

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 164:
The USA’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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LUXEMBOURG
Population (2018): 607,950 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 116,622 USD 
Area (2018): 2,586 km2 

Population density (2018): 233/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)

Pillars
Dimensions of
Technological 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Socio-Economic 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Cultural 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Ecological-

Geopolitical Pillar

PEACE & SECURITY

ATTACHMENT

CARE

BALANCE

61.6
16

51.4
21

Assets FunctionalityDefense & Safety

Patriotism Family Spirituality

SFI

46.4

   23

67.4
13

73.0
1

56.5
17

Self-reliance Material Advancement

6.7
36

35.8
27

53.0
25

Composition of SFI

46.4

4.7
27

Balance

11.3
16

Care

20.2
4

Attachment

10.2
34

Peace & Security

Wellbeing & Generativity
46.9

27

Figure 165:
Luxembourg (Q3) holds the 23rd overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Luxembourg’s two strongest 
positions are in the Family and Patriotism dimensions, placing 1st, 13th 

respectively. In terms of social futuring’s distinction between active, 
proactive and reactive levers, one of the two highest ranked dimensions 
(Family) may offer further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a 
good life in a unity of order.

Assets, Wellbeing & Generativity, and Functionality are the three 
dimensions Luxembourg scored lowest in, placing 36th, 27th, and 27th 
respectively. Comparing the four lowest scored dimensions in terms of 
policy sensitivity, one of these dimensions (Functionality) may offer 
a wide variety of opportunities for Luxembourg to further improve its 
social futuring capacities.
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Figure 166:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

34th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 167: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

4th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 168:
Care (Material Advancement and 

Freedom) (20% weight) – 
16th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 169:
Balance (10% weight) –  
27th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Luxembourg placed 4th in the Attachment and 34th in the 
Peace & Security normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Luxembourg belongs to the 1st 
(lowest) category (0 – 6,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category 
it places 12th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Luxembourg belongs to the 3rd 
(highest) category (over 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 
13th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Luxembourg 
belongs to the 1st (lowest) category (0 – 75,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 10th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Luxembourg belongs to 
the 3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category 
it places 6th among its cohort.
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LUXEMBOURG COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD 
SFI SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 170:
Luxembourg’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Luxembourg falling short by 7.2.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Luxembourg surpassing it by 4.6.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Luxembourg surpassing it by 0.8.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Luxembourg falling short by 0.5.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Luxembourg falling short by 2.2. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 171:
Luxembourg’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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ISRAEL
Population (2018): 8,872,943 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 40,270 USD 
Area (2018): 21,643 km2 

Population density (2018): 407/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)

Pillars
Dimensions of
Technological 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Socio-Economic 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Cultural 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Ecological-

Geopolitical Pillar

PEACE & SECURITY

ATTACHMENT

CARE

BALANCE

73.6
6

32.6
35

Assets FunctionalityDefense & Safety

Patriotism Family Spirituality

SFI

44.7

   24

68.6
10

41.0
28

65.9
10

Self-reliance Material Advancement

12.4
32

37.8
26

60.8
16

Composition of SFI

44.7

5.5
13

Balance

10.6
21

Care

16.2
18

Attachment

12.3
29

Peace & Security

Wellbeing & Generativity
54.7

15

Figure 172:
Israel (Q3) holds the 24th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Israel’s three strongest 
positions are in the Self-reliance, Patriotism, as well as the Spirituality 
dimensions, placing 6th, 10th, and 10th respectively. In terms of social 
futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive levers, all 
these highest ranked dimensions may offer further opportunities for its 
citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of order.

Material Advancement, Assets, and Family are the three dimensions 
Israel scored lowest in, placing 35th, 32nd, and 28th respectively. Comparing 
the three lowest scored dimensions in terms of policy sensitivity, two of 
these dimensions (Material Advancement and Family) may offer a wide 
variety of opportunities for Israel to further improve its social futuring 
capacities.
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Figure 173:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

29th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 174: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

18th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 175:
Care (Material Advancement and 

Freedom) (20% weight) – 
21st position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 176:
Balance (10% weight) –  

13th position & above 
the OECD average  
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Summary: Israel placed 13th in the Balance and 29th in the Peace & 
Security normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Israel belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (between 6,000,000 – 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this 
category it places 8th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Israel belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 4nd 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Israel 
belongs to the 1st (lowest) category (0 – 75,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 11th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Israel belongs to the 
3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 7th among its cohort.
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ISRAEL COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 177:
Israel’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Israel falling short by 5.0.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Israel surpassing it by 0.7.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Israel surpassing it by 0.1.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Israel surpassing it by 0.3.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Israel falling short by 4.0.

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 178:
Israel’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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UNITED KINGDOM
Population (2018): 66,435,550 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 46,885 USD 
Area (2018): 242,751 km2 

Population density (2018): 273/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)

Pillars
Dimensions of
Technological 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Socio-Economic 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Cultural 

Pillar

Dimensions of
Ecological-

Geopolitical Pillar

PEACE & SECURITY

ATTACHMENT

CARE

BALANCE

65.8
10

62.3
5

Assets FunctionalityDefense & Safety

Patriotism Family Spirituality

SFI

43.6

   25

59.2
19

41.9
25

33.4
27

Self-reliance Material Advancement

23.4
26

53.9
11

34.5
32

Composition of SFI

43.6

4.1
33

Balance

12.8
6

Care

13.2
27

Attachment

13.5
27

Peace & Security

Wellbeing & Generativity
40.9

33

Figure 179:
The U.K. (Q3) holds the 25th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that the UK’s three strongest 
positions are in the Material Advancement, Self-reliance and 
Functionality dimensions, placing 5th, 10th, and 11th respectively. In 
terms of social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and 
reactive levers, both of these highest ranked dimensions may offer 
further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of 
order.

Wellbeing & Generativity, Defense & Safety, as well as Spirituality 
are the three dimensions the UK scored lowest in, placing 33rd, 32nd, and 
27th respectively. Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in terms 
of policy sensitivity, two of these dimensions (Wellbeing & Generativity 
and Defense & Safety) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for the 
UK to further improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 180:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

27th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 181: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

27th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 182:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

6th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 183:
Balance (10% weight) –  
33rd position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: The UK placed 6th in the Care and 33rd in the Balance 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, the UK belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it places 
5th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, the UK belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 5th 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), the UK 
belongs to the 2nd (middle) category (75,000 – 300,000 km2), and within 
this category it places 6th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, the UK belongs to the 
the 3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category 
it places 8th among its cohort.
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THE UK COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 184:
The United Kingdom’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with the UK falling short by 3.9.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with the UK falling short by 2.4.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with the UK surpassing it by 2.3.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with the UK falling short by 1.1.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with the UK falling short by 5.0.

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 185:
The United Kingdom’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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BELGIUM
Population (2018): 11,403,740 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 52,282 USD 
Area (2018): 30,451 km2 

Population density (2018): 374/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)

Pillars
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Figure 186:
Belgium (Q3) holds the 26th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Belgium’s three strongest 
positions are in the Patriotism, Family, as well as Material 
Advancement dimensions, placing 3rd, 9th, and 11th  respectively. In terms 
of social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive 
levers, two of these three highest ranked dimensions (Family & Material 
Advancement) may offer further opportunities for its citizens to achieve 
a good life in a unity of order.

Defense & safety, Assets, and Functionality are the three dimensions 
Belgium scored lowest in, placing 35th, 34th, and 25th respectively. 
Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in terms of policy 
sensitivity, Defense & Safety and Functionality may offer a wide variety 
of opportunities for Belgium to further improve its social futuring 
capacities. 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Figure 187:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

36th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 188: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

5th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 189:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

20th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 190:
Balance (10% weight) –  
20th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Belgium placed 5th in the Attachment and 36th in the Peace & 
Security normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Belgium belongs to the 2nd 
(middle) category (between 6,000,000 – 25,000,000 inhabitants), and 
within this category it places 9th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Belgium belongs to the 3rd 
(highest) category (over 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 
14th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Belgium 
belongs to the 1st (lowest) category (0 – 75,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 12th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Belgium belongs to the 
3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 9th among its cohort.
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BELGIUM COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.

20

40

60

80

0
Peace & Security Attachment Care SFIBalance

OECD average + –

Figure 191:
Belgium’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Belgium falling short by 9.2.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Belgium surpassing it by 3.7.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Belgium surpassing it by 0.4.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Belgium in line with the average.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Belgium falling short by 5.1. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 192:
Belgium’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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CHILE
Population (2018): 18,751,405 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 24,709 USD 
Area (2018): 240,243 km2 

Population density (2018): 25/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 193:
Chile (Q3) holds the 27th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Chile’s three strongest 
positions are in the Family, Assets, as well as Spirituality dimensions, 
placing 8th, 11th, and 15th respectively. In terms of social futuring’s 
distinction between active, proactive and reactive levers, all of these 
three highest ranked dimensions may offer further opportunities for its 
citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of order.

Defense & Safety, Functionality, and Self-reliance are the three 
dimensions Chile scored lowest in, placing 33rd, 32nd, and 31st 
respectively. Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in terms 
of policy sensitivity, all three dimensions may offer a wide variety of 
opportunities for Chile to further improve its social futuring capacities. 
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Figure 194:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

22nd position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 195: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

15th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 196:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

32nd position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 197:
Balance (10% weight) –  
24th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Chile placed 15th in the Attachment and 32nd in the Care 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Chile belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (between 6,000,000 – 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this 
category it places 10th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Chile belongs to the 1st (lowest) 
category (0 – 40,000 USD), and within this category it places 8th among 
its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Chile 
belongs to the 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 9th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Chile belongs to the 1st 

(lowest) category (0 – 50 head/km2), and within this category it places 
12th among its cohort.
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CHILE COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 198:
Chile’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Chile falling short by 2.4.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Chile surpassing it by 0.8.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Chile falling short by 3.5.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Chile falling short by 0.4.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Chile falling short by 5.5. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 199:
Chile’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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GREECE
Population (2018): 10,725,886 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 30,354 USD 
Area (2018): 130,048 km2 

Population density (2018): 83/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 200:
Greece (Q4) holds the 28th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Greece’s three strongest 
positions are in the Spirituality, as well as Family, and Defense & 
Safety dimensions, placing 2nd, 13th, and 20th respectively. In terms of 
social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive 
levers, two of these highest ranked dimensions (Spirituality and Family) 
may offer further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a good life in 
a unity of order.

Self-reliance, as well as Functionality, and Wellbeing & Generativity 
are the three dimensions Greece scored lowest in, placing 35th, 31st, 
and 30th respectively. Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in 
terms of policy sensitivity, two of these dimensions (Self-reliance and 
Functionality) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for Greece to 
further improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 201:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

26th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 202: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

8th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 203:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

35th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 204:
Balance (10% weight) –  
28th position & above 

the OECD average  



Social Futuring Index

222

Summary: Greece placed 8th in the Attachment and 35th in the Care 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Greece belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (6,000,000 – 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category 
it places 11th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Greece belongs to the 1st (lowest) 
category (0 – 40,000 USD), and within this category it places 9th among 
its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Greece 
belongs to the 2nd (middle) category (75,000 – 300,000 km2), and within 
this category it places 7th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Greece belongs to the 
2nd (middle) category (50 – 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 7th among its cohort.
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GREECE COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 205:
Greece’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Greece falling short by 3.7.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Greece surpassing it by 2.8.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Greece falling short by 4.3.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Greece falling short 0.7.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Greece falling short by 5.9. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 206:
Greece’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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FRANCE
Population (2018): 66,941,698 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 46,243 USD 
Area (2018): 633,886 km2 

Population density (2018): 106/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 207:
France (Q4) holds the 29th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that France’s two strongest 
positions are in the Material Advancement, and Functionality 
dimensions, placing 8th and 12th respectively. In terms of social futuring’s 
distinction between active, proactive and reactive levers, both of these 
highest ranked dimensions may offer further opportunities for its citizens 
to achieve a good life in a unity of order.

Spiritualiy, as well as Defense & Safety, and Self-reliance are the 
three dimensions France scored lowest in, placing 32nd, 31st, and 27th 
respectively. Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in terms of 
policy sensitivity, two of these dimensions (Defense & Safety and Self-
reliance) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for France to further 
improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 208:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

24th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 209: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

32nd position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 210:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

24th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 211:
Balance (10% weight) –  

18th position & above 
the OECD average  
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Summary: France placed 18th in the Balance and 32nd in the Attachment 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, France belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it places 
6th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, France belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 6th 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), France 
belongs to the 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 10th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, France belongs to the 
2nd (middle) category (50 – 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 8th among its cohort.
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FRANCE COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 212:
France’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with France falling short by 2.7.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with France falling short by 3.8.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with France falling short by 0.6.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with France surpassing it by 0.1.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with France falling short by 7.0. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 213:
France’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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KOREA
Population (2018): 51,635,256 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 42,136 USD 
Area (2018): 99,461 km2 

Population density (2018): 519/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 214:
Korea (Q4) holds the 30th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Korea’s three strongest 
positions are in the Defense & Safety, as well as the Functionality, and 
Self-reliance dimensions, placing 1st, 3rd, and 4th respectively. In terms 
of social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive 
levers, two of these highest ranked dimensions (Functionality and Self-
reliance) may offer further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a 
good life in a unity of order.

Material Advancement, as well as Spirituality, Family, and Assets 
are the four dimensions Korea scored lowest in, placing 36th, 35th, 35th, 
and 35th respectively. Comparing the four lowest scored dimensions in 
terms of policy sensitivity, one of these dimensions (Family) may offer 
a wide variety of opportunities for Korea to further improve its social 
futuring capacities.



Social Futuring Index

232

United Kingdom

0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0

Poland

Slovak Republic

Canada

Luxembourg

Belgium

Austria

Italy

Greece

Turkey

Slovenia

Hungary

Denmark

Germany

Spain

Chile

Netherlands

Ireland

Israel

Sweden

Australia

Lithuania

Mexico

Finland

Norway

United States

Switzerland

Estonia

Czech Republic

Latvia

Portugal

France

Iceland

New Zealand

Korea

Japan

Canada

Australia

Iceland

Norway

Estonia

Latvia

New Zealand

Finland

Sweden

Lithuania

Hungary

United States

Denmark

Czech Republic

Netherlands

Korea

Poland

Ireland

Slovenia

Slovak Republic

Switzerland

Chile

Austria

France

Germany

Greece

United Kingdom

Japan

Israel

Turkey

Spain

Portugal

Italy

Luxembourg

Mexico

Belgium

0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0

Figure 215:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

15th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 216: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

35th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 217:
Care (Material Advancement and 

Freedom) (20% weight) – 
22nd position & below  

the OECD average

Figure 218:
Balance (10% weight) –  
22nd position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Korea placed 15th in the Peace & Security and 35th in the 
Attachment normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Korea belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it places 
7th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Korea belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 7th 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Korea 
belongs to the 2nd (middle) category (75,000 – 300,000 km2), and within 
this category it places 8th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Korea belongs to the 
3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 10th among its cohort.
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KOREA COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 219:
Korea’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Korea falling short by 1.3.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Korea falling short by 5.7.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Korea falling short by 0.4.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Korea falling short by 0.1.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Korea falling short by 7.6. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 220:
Korea’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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ITALY
Population (2018): 60,421,797 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 42,798 USD 
Area (2018): 297,734 km2 

Population density (2018): 203/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 221:
Italy (Q4) holds the 31st overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Italy’s three strongest 
positions are in the Spirituality and Patriotism, as well as the Family 
dimensions, placing 5th, 11th, and 20th respectively. In terms of social 
futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive levers, two 
of these highest ranked dimensions (Spirituality and Family) may offer 
further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of 
order.

Wellbeing & Generativity, as well as Self-reliance, and Functionality 
are the three dimensions Italy scored lowest in, placing 35th, 34th, and 
33rd respectively. Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in 
terms of policy sensitivity, two of these dimensions (Self-reliance and 
Functionality) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for Italy to 
further improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 222:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

33rd position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 223: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

6th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 224:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

30th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 225:
Balance (10% weight) –  
35th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Italy placed 6th in the Attachment and 35th in the Balance 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Italy belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it 
places 8th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Italy belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 8th 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Italy belongs 
to the 2nd (middle) category (75,000 – 300,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 9th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Italy belongs to the 
3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 11th among its cohort.
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ITALY COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 226:
Italy’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Italy falling short by 6.8.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Italy surpassing it by 3.1.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Italy falling short by 2.9.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Italy falling short by 1.3.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Italy falling short by 7.9. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 227:
Italy’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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TURKEY
Population (2018): 81,407,211 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 28,455 USD 
Area (2018): 766,509 km2 

Population density (2018): 105/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 228:
Turkey (Q4) holds the 32nd overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Turkey’s three strongest 
positions are in the Spirituality, Patriotism, as well as the Wellbeing 
& Generativity dimensions, placing 1st, 4th, and 17th respectively. In 
terms of social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and 
reactive levers, two of these highest ranked dimensions (Spirituality 
and Wellbeing & Generativity) may offer further opportunities for its 
citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of order.

Self-reliance and Material Advancement, Family, and Functionality 
are the four dimensions Turkey scored lowest in, placing 36th, 34th, 34th, 
and 34th respectively. Comparing the four lowest scored dimensions 
in terms of policy sensitivity, three of these dimensions (Self-reliance, 
Family and Functionality) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for 
Turkey to further improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 229:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

30th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 230: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

9th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 231:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

36th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 232:
Balance (10% weight) –  

17th position & above 
the OECD average  
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Summary: Turkey placed 9th in the Attachment and 36th in the Care 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Turkey belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it places 
9th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Turkey belongs to the 1st (lowest) 
category (0 – 40,000 USD), and within this category it places 10th among 
its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Turkey 
belongs to 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 11th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Turkey belongs to the 
2nd (middle) category (50 – 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 9th among its cohort.
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TURKEY COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 233:
Turkey’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Turkey falling short by 5.2.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Turkey surpassing it by 2.4.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Turkey falling short by 5.4.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Turkey surpassing it by 0.2.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Turkey falling short by 8.0. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 234:
Turkey’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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SPAIN
Population (2018): 46,733,038 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 40,542 USD 
Area (2018): 502,654 km2 

Population density (2018): 93/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 235:
Spain (Q4) holds the 33rd overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking



249

Part II. Report 2020 

The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Spain’s three strongest 
positions are in the Patriotism, Spirituality, as well as the Family 
dimensions, placing 9th, 19th, and 22nd respectively. In terms of social 
futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive levers, two 
of these highest ranked dimensions (Spirituality and Family) may offer 
further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of 
order.

Defense & Safety, Self-reliance, and Material Advancement are the 
three dimensions Spain scored lowest in, placing 34th, 33rd, and 28th 
respectively. Comparing the three lowest scored dimensions in terms 
of policy sensitivity, two of these dimensions (Defense & Safety, Self-
reliance) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for Spain to further 
improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 236:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

31st position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 237: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

14th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 238:
Care (Material Advancement and 

Freedom) (20% weight) – 
33rd position & below  

the OECD average

Figure 239:
Balance (10% weight) –  
24th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Spain placed 14th in the Attachment and 33rd in the Care 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Spain belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it 
places 10th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Spain belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 9th 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Spain 
belongs to 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 12th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Spain belongs to the 
2nd (middle) category (50 – 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 10th among its cohort.
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SPAIN COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 240:
Spain’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Spain falling short by 5.8.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Spain surpassing it by 1.0.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Spain falling short by 3.6.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Spain falling short by 0.5.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Spain falling short by 8.9. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 241:
Spain’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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PORTUGAL
Population (2018): 10,283,822 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 34,272 USD 
Area (2018): 90,996 km2 

Population density (2018): 113/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 242:
Portugal (Q4) holds the 34th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Portugal’s three strongest 
positions are in the Wellbeing & Generativity, Spirituality, as well as 
the Family dimensions, placing 3rd, 12th, and 16th respectively. In terms 
of social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive 
levers, two of these highest ranked dimensions (Spirituality and Family) 
may offer further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a good life in 
a unity of order.

Functionality, Patriotism, Assets, and Self-reliance are the four 
dimensions Portugal scored lowest in, placing 36th, 36th, 29th, and 29th 
respectively. Comparing the four lowest scored dimensions in terms 
of policy sensitivity, two of these dimensions (Functionality and Self-
reliance) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for Portugal to further 
improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 243:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

32nd position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 244: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

31st position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 245:
Care (Material Advancement and 

Freedom) (20% weight) – 
29th position & below  

the OECD average

Figure 246:
Balance (10% weight) –  

2nd position & above 
the OECD average  
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Summary: Portugal placed 2nd in the Balance and 32nd in the Peace & 
Security normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Portugal belongs to the 2nd 
(middle) category (between 6,000,000 – 25,000,000 inhabitants), and 
within this category it places 12th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Portugal belongs to the 1st 
(lowest) category (0 – 40,000 USD), and within this category it places 
11th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Portugal 
belongs to the 2nd (middle) category (75,000 – 300,000 km2), and within 
this category it places 10th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Portugal belongs to the 
2nd (middle) category (50 – 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 11th among its cohort.
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PORTUGAL COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 247:
Portugal’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Portugal falling short by 6.7.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Portugal falling short by 3.0.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Portugal falling short by 1.8.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Portugal surpassing it by 1.3.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Portugal falling short by 10.1.

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 248:
Portugal’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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JAPAN
Population (2018): 126,443,180 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 41,502 USD 
Area (2018): 373,530 km2 

Population density (2018): 339/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 249:
Japan (Q4) holds the 35th overall position in the 2020 SFI ranking



261

Part II. Report 2020 

The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Japan’s three strongest 
positions are in the Self-reliance and Defense & Safety, as well as the 
Functionality dimensions, placing 1st, 5th, and 15th respectively. In terms 
of social futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive 
levers, two of these highest ranked dimensions (Self-reliance and 
Functionality) may offer further opportunities for its citizens to achieve 
a good life in a unity of order.

Spirituality, as well as Family, and Assets are the three dimensions Japan 
scored lowest in, placing 36th, 36th,  and 33rd respectively. Comparing the 
three lowest scored dimensions in terms of policy sensitivity, one of 
these dimensions (Family) may offer a wide variety of opportunities for 
Japan to further improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 250:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

28th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 251: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

36th position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 252:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

8th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 253:
Balance (10% weight) –  
24th position & above 

the OECD average  
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Summary: Japan placed 8th in the Care and 36th in the Attachment 
normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Japan belongs to the 3rd (highest) 
category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and within this category it 
places 11th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head, Japan belongs to the 2nd (middle) 
category (40,000 – 50,000 USD), and within this category it places 10th 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure), Japan 
belongs to the 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and within this 
category it places 13th among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Japan belongs to the 
3rd (highest) category (over 125 head/km2), and within this category it 
places 12th among its cohort.
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JAPAN COMPARED TO THE AVERAGE OECD SFI 
SCORES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 254:
Japan’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Japan falling short by 4.0.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Japan falling short by 7.9.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Japan surpassing it by 1.8.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Japan falling short by 0.5.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Japan falling short by 10.6. 

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 255:
Japan’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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MEXICO
Population (2018): 125,327,797 

GDP, Per head, current prices, current PPPs (2018): 20,660 USD 
Area (2018): 1,959,250 km2 

Population density (2018): 64/km2 
(Source: https://stats.oecd.org)
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Figure 256:
Mexico (Q4) holds the last position in the 2020 SFI ranking
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The upper numbers in the figure indicate the SFI score, while the lower 
ones the ranking position of the country

A green dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the first quarter of the total ranking (Q1).
A yellow dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the second quarter of the total ranking (Q2).
A pink dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the third quarter of the total ranking (Q3).
A red dot signifies that for the given standard, the chosen country 
belongs to the fourth quarter of the total ranking (Q4).

The analysis of the data makes it clear that Mexico’s three strongest 
positions are in the Spirituality, Assets, as well as Patriotism 
dimensions, placing 6th, 15th, and 23rd respectively. In terms of social 
futuring’s distinction between active, proactive and reactive levers, two 
of these three highest ranked dimensions (Spirituality, Assets) may offer 
further opportunities for its citizens to achieve a good life in a unity of 
order.

Defense & Safety and Functionality are the two dimensions in which 
Mexico scored lowest in, placing 36th and 35th respectively. Comparing 
the two lowest scored dimensions in terms of policy sensitivity, both 
dimensions may offer a wide variety of opportunities for Mexico to 
further improve its social futuring capacities.
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Figure 257:
Peace & Security (40% weight) –  

35th position & above  
the OECD average

Figure 258: 
Attachment (30% weight) –  

22nd position & above 
the OECD average
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Figure 259:
Care (Material Advancement  
and freedom) (20% weight) – 

34th position & below  
the OECD average

Figure 260:
Balance (10% weight) –  

31st position & above 
the OECD average  
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Summary: Mexico is placed 22nd in the Attachment and 35th in the Peace 
& Security normative standards as its best and worst results

Categorizing countries by population, Mexico belongs to the 3rd 
(highest) category (over 25,000,000 inhabitants), and in this category it 
takes the 12th position among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by GDP/head Mexico belongs to the 1st (lowest) 
category (0-40,000 USD), and in this category it takes the 12th position 
among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by size (using area as the measure) Mexico 
belongs to the 3rd (highest) category (over 300,000 km2), and in this 
category it takes the 14th position among its cohort.

Categorizing countries by population density, Mexico belongs to the 
2nd (middle) category (50 – 125 head/km2), and in this category it takes 
the 12th position among its cohort.
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MEXICO COMPARED TO THE OECD SFI COUNTRY 
SCORE AVERAGES

The shaded area of each bar represents the absolute nominal distance 
achieved by the country above/below the OECD countries’ average 
normative standard and SFI scores.
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Figure 261:
Mexico’s normative standard and SFI scores compared  

to the OECD averages

The average SFI score of Peace & Security is 17.4, with Mexico falling short by 7.5.
The average SFI score of Attachment is 15.6, with Mexico falling short by 0.8.

The average SFI score of Care is 10.5, with Mexico falling short by 4.0.
The average SFI score of Balance is 5.2, with Mexico falling short by 0.7.

The average SFI score of the OECD countries is 48.7, with Mexico falling short by 13.1.

The chart presents the country’s absolute nominal distances compared to 
the average, the maximum and the minimum OECD country SFI scores.
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Figure 262:
Mexico’s SFI scores from a comparative perspective 
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IV. SOCIAL FUTURING CLUSTERS GROUPED 
ACCORDING TO NORMATIVE STANDARDS

To examine the similarity of countries in terms of their SFI patterns, one 
can group countries into 2 to 10 clusters based on normative standards, 
dimensions, or indicators. To illustrate this approach, we present 
SFI clusters based only on normative standards, since they form the 
fundamental framework of our project. We demonstrate the 5-cluster 
model (which is perhaps most informative).

The essence of the analysis is that countries that belong to the same 
color cluster show more similarities regarding their normative standard-
based SFI pattern within their own cluster than outside of it. 

The dark blue SFI cluster includes seven countries: France, the U.K., 
the Czech Republic, Switzerland, the U.S, Korea and Japan. All but one 
of the four European and three non-European countries in this cluster 
belong to Groups Q3 or Q4, with each country’s SFI score falling below 
the OECD average (Switzerland is the exception, surpassing the OECD 
average SFI score by a mere 0.1 points). As far as the similarities in 
the normative standard-based SFI patterns are concerned, it can first be 
observed that the Attachment scores of all the countries in this cluster 
are below the OECD average. Regarding the Peace & Security and the 
Balance normative standards, five out of the seven countries fall short 
of the OECD average, while two surpass it slightly. In the case of Care, 
the SFI scores in the dark blue cluster fall close to the OECD average.

The orange SFI cluster includes six countries: Sweden, Finland, Estonia, 
Latvia, Lithuania and New Zealand. Apart from New Zealand, two 
Scandinavian and the Baltic states belong to this cluster, all of which are 
part of Groups Q1 or Q2, since all six countries have SFI scores above 
the OECD average. As far as the similarities in the normative standard-
based SFI patterns are concerned, it can first be observed that in terms of 
the Peace & Security normative standard, all are significantly above the 
OECD average while in terms of Attachment, they fall slightly below 
the average (Sweden and New Zealand are exceptions, each falling 
exactly in line with the OECD average). As far as Care is concerned,  
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Four	out	of	six	countries	are	slightly	above	the	OECD	average,	while	
regarding	Balance,	four	out	of	six	countries	are	slightly	below	the	OECD	
average.	The	two	exceptions	in	both	cases	are	Latvia	and	Lithuania.
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Figure 263: 
Country clusters by normative standards 
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The red SFI cluster includes nine countries: Ireland, the Netherlands, 
Denmark, Germany, Austria, Poland, the Slovak Republic, Hungary, 
and Slovenia. Western and Central-European countries are represented 
in this cluster, belonging to Groups Q1, Q2 or Q3, with all countries in 
this cluster surpassing the OECD SFI average more or less. As far as the 
similarities in the normative standard-based SFI patterns are concerned, 
it can first be observed that in terms of both the Attachment and Balance 
normative standards, all countries in this cluster are above the OECD 
average (except for one country, Ireland which is exactly in line with 
the average in the latter). In terms of Peace & Security, the majority 
of countries are slightly below, while in terms of Care, the majority of 
countries are slightly above the OECD average.

The light blue SFI cluster includes ten countries: Portugal, Spain, Italy, 
Belgium, Luxembourg, Greece, Turkey, Israel, Mexico, and Chile. This 
group shows a mixed geographic spread of countries from continents 
of a wider variety than in the other clusters. These countries belong 
to Groups Q3 or Q4, and fall short of the OECD SFI average. As far 
as the similarities in the normative standard-based SFI patterns are 
concerned, it can first be observed that in terms of the Peace & Security 
normative standard, all countries in this cluster are significantly below 
the OECD average. Regarding Attachment, the countries are above the 
OECD average (except for Portugal and Mexico). In terms of Care, they 
are below the OECD average (Belgium, Luxembourg, and Israel are 
the exceptions). And last, as for Balance, the countries in this cluster 
fall slightly short of the OECD average (Turkey and Israel are the 
exceptions).

The green SFI cluster includes only four countries: Norway, Iceland, 
Canada, and Australia, representing diverse geographical locations, all 
of them belonging to Group Q1, as they are the top four countries in 
the SFI rankings. As far as the similarities in the normative standard-
based SFI patterns are concerned, it can first be observed that in terms 
of the Peace & Security normative standard, all four countries are far 
above the OECD average, while in terms of Care, they also surpass 
the average. As for Attachment, these countries fall short of the OECD 
average (except for Canada), while in Balance, two countries are above 
and two are below the average. 
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V. APPENDIX: SFI Ranking Tables by Dimensions

No Country SFI

1 Q1 Korea 75.3
2 Norway 72.1
3 Estonia 67.5
4 Australia 67.4
5 Japan 65.7
6 Czech Republic 64.9
7 Poland 64.6
8 Lithuania 64.3
9 Switzerland 64.1

10 Q2 Finland 63.0
11 Slovak Republic 62.2
12 Iceland 62.1
13 Slovenia 61.9
14 New Zealand 61.3
15 Hungary 61.0
16 Israel 60.8
16 United States 60.8
18 Latvia 60.5
19 Q3 Denmark 60.1
20 Greece 57.6
21 Netherlands 57.0
22 Canada 56.2
23 Austria 54.7
24 Portugal 53.4
25 Luxembourg 53.0
26 Germany 52.4
27 Turkey 51.1
28 Q4 Ireland 50.2
29 Sweden 47.9
30 Italy 47.6
31 France 34.9
32 United Kingdom 34.5
33 Chile 32.1
34 Spain 27.7
35 Belgium 22.0
36 Mexico 3.0

Figure 264: 
Defense & Safety
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Canada 100.0
2 Australia 89.0
3 Iceland 75.2
4 Norway 72.4
5 New Zealand 64.6
6 Latvia 60.9
7 Finland 59.9
8 Estonia 59.7
9 Sweden 52.8

10 Q2 Lithuania 47.6
11 Chile 45.6
12 United States 43.4
13 Hungary 40.6
14 Denmark 39.8
15 Mexico 37.3
15 Slovak Republic 32.7
17 Poland 31.7
18 Slovenia 30.9
19 Q3 France 30.5
20 Czech Republic 28.6
21 Greece 25.7
22 Austria 25.4
23 Turkey 24.7
24 Spain 24.2
25 Ireland 23.5
26 United Kingdom 23.4
27 Netherlands 23.2
28 Q4 Switzerland 21.7
29 Portugal 20.6
30 Germany 20.3
31 Italy 17.2
32 Israel 12.4
33 Japan 11.1
34 Belgium 10.6
35 Korea 9.1
36 Luxembourg 6.7

Figure 265: 
Assets
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Iceland 80.4
2 Estonia 71.1
3 Korea 67.3
4 Canada 65.9
5 Norway 64.1
6 Australia 62.5
7 Ireland 61.6
8 Netherlands 58.0
9 Sweden 56.9

10 Q2 Latvia 55.7
11 United Kingdom 53.9
12 France 51.5
13 Hungary 49.4
14 Denmark 46.8
15 Japan 46.3
15 New Zealand 46.3
17 Germany 46.2
18 Lithuania 46.1
19 Q3 Switzerland 45.7
20 Finland 43.3
21 Austria 43.2
22 United States 41.5
23 Czech Republic 40.5
24 Spain 39.4
25 Belgium 38.4
26 Israel 37.8
27 Luxembourg 35.8
28 Q4 Slovenia 33.1
29 Poland 31.9
30 Slovak Republic 28.2
31 Greece 27.8
32 Chile 26.8
33 Italy 23.9
34 Turkey 21.8
35 Mexico 21.1
36 Portugal 12.7

Figure 266: 
Functionality
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Australia 95.7
2 Sweden 87.5
3 Belgium 84.8
4 Turkey 84.7
5 Denmark 82.4
6 Norway 77.3
7 Netherlands 76.1
8 Germany 72.4
9 Spain 72.1

10 Q2 Israel 68.6
11 Italy 68.2
12 Austria 67.5
13 Luxembourg 67.4
14 Canada 66.6
15 Finland 63.3
15 Korea 63.2
17 United States 61.7
18 Hungary 60.9
19 Q3 United Kingdom 59.2
20 Japan 58.1
21 Iceland 57.8
22 Slovak Republic 57.3
23 Mexico 46.9
24 France 46.4
25 New Zealand 46.3
25 Czech Republic 46.3
27 Chile 44.3
28 Q4 Slovenia 41.2
29 Greece 39.5
30 Poland 38.9
31 Switzerland 31.1
32 Estonia 30.6
33 Ireland 26.9
34 Latvia 16.4
35 Lithuania 5.9
36 Portugal 3.7

Figure 267: 
Patriotism
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Luxembourg 73.0
2 Poland 72.4
3 Canada 72.0
4 Slovak Republic 64.1
5 Ireland 62.7
6 Slovenia 62.0
7 Hungary 61.5
8 Chile 58.8
9 Belgium 57.5

10 Q2 Austria 57.4
11 Lithuania 57.3
12 Estonia 56.8
13 Greece 55.5
14 Germany 54.9
15 Switzerland 54.5
15 Portugal 52.2
17 Sweden 50.6
18 Latvia 50.5
19 Q3 Netherlands 49.8
20 Italy 47.7
21 Denmark 47.5
22 Spain 46.9
23 Finland 43.2
24 Australia 42.8
25 United Kingdom 41.9
26 France 41.7
27 Czech Republic 41.5
28 Q4 Israel 41.0
29 Norway 39.5
30 United States 34.3
31 Mexico 33.3
32 New Zealand 33.1
33 Iceland 32.0
34 Turkey 28.5
35 Korea 28.0
36 Japan 22.1

Figure 268: 
Family
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Turkey 98.8
2 Greece 94.5
3 Poland 92.9
4 Slovak Republic 89.3
5 Italy 85.5
6 Mexico 83.9
7 Lithuania 82.9
8 Slovenia 74.4
9 Austria 67.4

10 Q2 Israel 65.9
11 Ireland 64.5
12 Portugal 60.3
13 Canada 59.5
14 Denmark 58.1
15 Chile 57.3
15 Belgium 56.9
17 Luxembourg 56.5
18 United States 56.0
19 Q3 Spain 55.5
20 Hungary 53.9
21 Latvia 51.6
22 Germany 47.1
23 Switzerland 46.3
24 Czech Republic 44.2
25 Finland 43.4
26 Netherlands 42.7
27 United Kingdom 33.4
28 Q4 Iceland 33.0
29 Estonia 32.1
30 Norway 31.6
31 New Zealand 29.8
32 France 27.7
33 Australia 22.2
34 Sweden 18.6
35 Korea 12.2
36 Japan 0.0

Figure 269: 
Spirituality
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Japan 86.9
2 Switzerland 79.4
3 Germany 77.6
4 Korea 75.3
5 Norway 73.7
6 Israel 73.6
7 Iceland 73.4
8 New Zealand 67.0
9 Canada 66.7

10 Q2 United Kingdom 65.8
11 Denmark 65.2
12 Australia 65.1
13 Czech Republic 63.7
14 Austria 63.2
15 Netherlands 63.1
16 Ireland 61.6
16 Luxembourg 61.6
18 Sweden 58.5
19 Q3 Slovenia 57.9
20 United States 55.1
21 Estonia 54.9
22 Finland 53.9
23 Belgium 52.6
24 Poland 48.3
25 Lithuania 41.3
26 Hungary 41.1
27 France 40.5
28 Q4 Slovak Republic 39.5
29 Portugal 36.0
30 Latvia 34.6
31 Chile 33.4
32 Mexico 29.2
33 Spain 28.1
34 Italy 26.9
35 Greece 17.5
36 Turkey 17.3

Figure 270: 
Self-reliance
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Iceland 73.0
2 Switzerland 68.9
3 Denmark 64.8
4 Finland 64.7
5 United Kingdom 62.3
6 Czech Republic 59.8
7 Austria 58.8
8 France 57.8
9 Germany 57.2

10 Q2 Ireland 56.6
11 Belgium 56.4
12 United States 55.7
13 Australia 55.5
14 Norway 55.2
15 Netherlands 55.0
15 Slovenia 54.1
17 New Zealand 53.7
18 Slovak Republic 53.4
19 Q3 Poland 53.0
20 Canada 52.5
21 Luxembourg 51.4
22 Sweden 51.0
23 Portugal 50.8
24 Italy 48.5
25 Hungary 48.4
26 Lithuania 46.5
27 Greece 44.5
28 Q4 Spain 40.6
29 Latvia 38.5
30 Chile 36.2
31 Japan 35.8
32 Mexico 35.4
33 Estonia 34.5
34 Turkey 33.3
35 Israel 32.6
36 Korea 25.5

Figure 271: 
Material Advancement
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No Country SFI

1 Q1 Hungary 66.1
2 Slovak Republic 64.9
3 Portugal 64.8
4 Lithuania 64.1
5 Latvia 62.4
6 Norway 62.2
7 Slovenia 58.6
8 Poland 57.0
9 Czech Republic 56.9

10 Q2 Netherlands 56.8
11 Denmark 56.2
12 Canada 56.1
13 New Zealand 55.4
14 Austria 54.8
15 Israel 54.7
15 Estonia 54.5
17 Turkey 53.8
18 Germany 53.3
19 Q3 France 52.7
20 Belgium 52.2
21 Ireland 51.8
22 Korea 50.8
23 Finland 50.2
24 Chile 48.2
25 Spain 47.7
26 Japan 47.6
27 Luxembourg 46.9
28 Q4 Australia 46.3
29 Switzerland 46.2
30 Greece 45.6
31 Sweden 45.1
32 Mexico 44.9
33 United Kingdom 40.9
34 Iceland 40.6
35 Italy 39.6
36 United States 28.7

Figure 272: 
Wellbeing & Generativity
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