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This report summarizes the results of the 2026 Questionnaire on Environmental Problems and the Survival of 

Humankind, a survey conducted annually by the Asahi Glass Foundation since 1992. As in the previous years, the 

Asahi Glass Foundation wishes to continue communicating to as many people as possible the current thoughts and 

opinions of environmental experts around the world on the state of the global environment. 

 

The response period for the 2026 Environmental Survey was, as usual, April to June. Looking back on the past year, 

Russia’s invasion of Ukraine has been prolonged, and the situation in the Middle East has also remained unstable. 

The United States has pursued “America First” policies under the second Trump administration, and once again 

withdrew from the Paris Agreement in January 2026. Meanwhile, around the world, record-breaking heat, torrential 

rains, droughts, and other extreme weather events have occurred one after another, making action on climate change 

an increasingly important issue. Against this backdrop of global developments, this year’s survey received 1,464 

responses from around the world. 

 

The time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock has moved forward by six minutes from last year, now striking 

9:39. From 2021 to 2024, the time had been turning back for those four consecutive years, but it moved forward by 

six minutes in 2025 and another six minutes in 2026. Looking at the breakdown, the change in sense of crisis varies 

significantly by region, and the entire world has not changed in the same direction. 

 

This year, the composition of respondents by country/region changed considerably from the previous year. In 

particular, the number of respondents from China and Taiwan decreased largely, while the number of responses from 

South Korea increased. Therefore, it should be noted that the six-minute change from the previous year may also 

reflect the changes in the composition of respondents. Further details are provided in ”Survey Overview.” 

 

As in previous years, we conducted the Survey on the Awareness of Environmental Issues Among the General Public 

in Japan. The results will be published in Japanese only on our website, allowing you to compare them with those of 

this survey conducted among global experts on environmental issues. 

 

Among the many responses we received from around the world, numerous respondents shared thoughtful opinions 

and comments. Although we are unable to publish all of them due to the large number received, we will post some 

of these comments on the Asahi Glass Foundation website, as in previous years: 

https://www.af-info.or.jp/en/questionnaire/result.html 

Please read through the candid opinions of environmental experts. 

 

Through this environmental survey, we hope to deepen not only the interest of those already engaged in environmental 

issues but also the interest among a broader public, thereby making a modest contribution toward solving global 

environmental problems. We would be grateful for your continued valuable advice and guidance in the future. 

 

September 2026 

The Asahi Glass Foundation  

Preface 
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Survey period: April to June 2026 

Respondents: Environmental experts working/worked for national or local governments, NGOs, NPOs, universities 

and research institutions, corporations, mass media, and so on, worldwide (based on the Asahi Glass Foundation 

database) 

Number of questionnaires mailed: approx. 45,000 (approx. 42,500 to overseas respondents and 2,500 to respondents 

in Japan） 

Number of questionnaires returned: 1,464; Response rate: approx. 3.3% 

 

Table 1 Breakdown of Respondents by Region and Organization 

 

 

*1. Unless otherwise specifically explained, the questionnaire calculated the percentages for its analysis as follows: 

For questions where respondents were asked to choose one response: the denominator is the number of 

questionnaires returned. For questions where respondents were given options to provide multiple answers: the 

denominator is the total number of valid responses. 

*2. Figures have been rounded to whole numbers or the first decimal place. 

*3. On the total number of responses basis: The total number of responses given to a specific question is used as the 

base, not simply the number of questionnaires returned. 

*4. This year, as we revisited our survey framework, we did not conduct the conventional survey regarding China 

and Taiwan. This means that changes in respondent demographics, other than those in respondents’ sense of 

crisis, may have caused changes in average scores compared to the previous year. Hence, the interpretation of 

these average scores should consider those changes.  

1 Survey Overview 

Eastern Europe & the former Soviet 

Union 
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2.1 Level of the Crisis Facing Human Survival—The Environmental Doomsday Clock 

Respondents were asked to select and rank three “environmental issues to be taken into account” that are important 

for considering environmental issues in their country or region of residence, and to express their sense of crisis on 

each issue as a time on the clock. 

 

• The time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock moved forward by six minutes from last year, striking 9:39. 

From 2021 to 2024, the time had been turning back for those four consecutive years, but it moved forward by six 

minutes in 2025 and another six minutes in 2026. However, this year, the composition of respondents by 

country/region changed considerably from the previous year, so it should be noted that the six-minute change 

from the previous year may also reflect the changes in the composition of respondents. Looking at the breakdown, 

the change in sense of crisis varies significantly by region. 

• By region surveyed, the time on the Clock moved forward in many regions, namely Asia, Mexico, Central 

America & the Caribbean, South America, Africa, the Middle East, and Eastern Europe & the former Soviet 

Union. Notably, the Clock advanced significantly in Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean (20 minutes), 

Africa (52 minutes), and Eastern Europe & the former Soviet Union (27 minutes). On the other hand, the Clock 

moved backward significantly (17 to 25 minutes) in Oceania, North America, and Western Europe. 

• The three most often selected categories among the “environmental issues to be taken into account,” considered 

important in determining the time on the worldwide Environmental Doomsday Clock, were the same as previous 

year: “Climate Change” (33%), “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” (16%), and “Society, Economy and 

Environment, Policies, Measures” (13%). 

• When ranking the “environmental issues to be taken into account” in order of descending time on the Clock, 

“Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” (9:52), “Climate Change” (9:45), and “Society, Economy and Environment, 

Policies, Measures” (9:42) are all ahead of the global average time of 9:39. 

 

2.2 Awareness of the Issues of Climate Change and Biodiversity Loss  

Among the various environmental issues, climate change and biodiversity loss are garnering significant attention. 

From the three perspectives of “public awareness,” “policies and legal system,” and “social infrastructure (funds, 

people, technologies, facilities),” we asked respondents about the progress of the “transition to a decarbonized society” 

for the mitigation of global warming and the “conservation and restoration of wildlife habitats” in their respective 

countries.  

 

• In 2026, scores for the transition to a decarbonized society were lower across all perspectives than in both 2024 

and 2025, while scores for “policies and legal system” and “social infrastructure (funds, people, technologies, 

facilities)” were lower than that for “public awareness.” 

• Relatively few people believe that the conservation and restoration of wildlife habitats is progressing in all 

aspects, and it is generally considered to be lagging behind the transition to a decarbonized society. 

  

2 Summary of Questionnaire Results 
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2.3 Awareness of 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

We asked respondents which goals of the 17 SDGs are expected to have a high or low levels of realization in their 

own country or region by 2030. 

 

• The most commonly selected goals that will have the highest level of realization in 2030 were (in descending 

order) “There are no goals with any material level of realization (25%),” “9. Industry, Innovation and 

Infrastructure (24%),” and “4. Quality Education (23%).” 

• The most commonly selected goals that will have the lowest level of realization in 2030 were (in descending 

order) “1. No Poverty (35%),” “10. Reduced Inequalities (31%),” “13. Climate Action (31%),” and “16. Peace, 

Justice and Strong Institutions (29%).” 

 

2.4 Perceived Level of Realization of overall Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

We asked respondents to rate the overall progress made so far toward achieving the 17 SDGs by 2030. 

 

• Across all age groups, average perceived progress is higher for respondents’ own countries/regions than for the 

world. However, there are differences in this trend across countries and regions. Respondents in Japan and 

Western Europe rated perceived progress for their own countries/regions higher than for the world, whereas those 

in the United States rated that for their own country lower than for the world. 

• While 10% or more of respondents rated the level of realization at 0%, very few rated it at 75% or higher. 

• For both their own country/region and the world, respondents in their 20s to 40s perceive greater progress toward 

achieving the SDGs than those in their 50s and older, which indicates a significant gap between the age groups. 

 

2.5 Important Factors for Solving Global Environmental Issues 

We asked respondents which factors they believe are most important in addressing global environmental issues. 

 

• Regardless of region, affiliation, or age group, the highest percentage of respondents selected “Government 

environmental policies and leadership.” 

• Likewise, 40% to 50% of respondents in many regions chose “International cooperation and global governance.” 

• To list distinctive responses by region, many respondents selected “Renewable energy and infrastructure 

transition” in Oceania, North America, and the Middle East, and “Economic system reform and market 

mechanisms” in Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean, Western Europe, and Eastern Europe & the former 

Soviet Union. 

• Only limited proportions of respondents chose “Technological innovation” in many regions. In the open text field, 

there were several comments that, while recognizing the importance of technological innovation, emphasized 

factors other than technological innovation, such as implementation of governance and policies, transformation of 

social and economic structures, and a shared vision for the future. Furthermore, some respondents also pointed 

out that existing technologies are not fully utilized. 
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3.1 Level of the Crisis Facing Human Survival— The Environmental Doomsday Clock 

Question 1. In Table 5, “Environmental issues to be taken into account” are shown. Keeping in mind the problems 

that the environment faces at a global level, please select the three most pressing issues for the country or the 

region where you reside. Then, please rank them in order of importance. Lastly, for each item, select a time using 

hours and minutes between 0:10 to 12:00, to indicate the level of crisis for that issue. For the purpose of calculating 

results, please select your times in units no smaller than 10 minutes. 

 

*Regarding the calculation of the time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock 

The time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock will be determined by taking the weighted average of the data. The 

issue ranked in first place will be weighed at 50%, second place at 30%, and third place at 20%. If a respondent 

selected only two issues, the first-ranked issue is weighed at 62.5% and second place at 37.5%. If the respondent 

selected only one issue, the selected issue is weighed at 100%. 

 

 

 

Fig. 1 The Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock 

  

3 Questionnaire Results 
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3.1.1 The Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock for the World 

 

Table 2 Change in the Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock since 1992 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 2 Change in the Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock 

 

• The time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock for the world moved forward by six minutes from the previous 

year in 2025, and another six minutes in 2026. 
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■ represents regions where the time retreated further from midnight than last year. 

■ represents regions where the time became closer to midnight than last year. 

 

Fig. 3-1 Regional Times on the Environmental Doomsday Clock 

 

 

Table 3 Changes in the Regional Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

E. Europe & the former 

Soviet Union 
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Figure 3-2 shows the change in the time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock over the past 10 years for selected 

regions and countries with relatively large number of respondents among those listed in Table 3. For China and 

Taiwan, data for 2026 are not shown due to a decline in the number of respondents. 

  

 

 

Fig. 3-2 Change in the Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock for Selected Countries/Regions with 

Relatively Large Numbers of Respondents 

 

• The global average among specialists and experts shows a greater sense of crisis for environmental crisis than the 

previous year. However, different movement was observed across regions, indicating that the entire world did not 

change in the same direction. This year, the composition of respondents by country and region is different from 

the previous year, so it should be noted that the change in the global average from the previous year may also 

reflect the changes in the composition of respondents. 

• By region, the Clock moved forward in many regions, namely Asia, Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean, 

South America, Africa, the Middle East, and Eastern Europe & the former Soviet Union. Notably, the Clock 

advanced significantly in Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean (20 minutes), Africa (52 minutes), and 

Eastern Europe & the former Soviet Union (27 minutes). In Eastern Europe & the former Soviet Union, it turned 

past 10:00. 

• The Clock moved backward significantly (17 to 25 minutes) in Oceania, North America, and Western Europe, 

although it remained past 10:00. Meanwhile, in the open text field for Question 6, many respondents mentioned 

the conflicts between Russia and Ukraine and in the Middle East, and other military tensions. Some respondents 

offered the opinion that protracted wars and conflicts have brought international cooperation and policy responses 

to a standstill, forcing national governments to prioritize military and security, rather than environmental 

measures. 

• In addition, some respondents noted that multiple environmental issues—including climate change, biodiversity 

loss, and resource-related challenges—are interconnected and difficult to address separately. 
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Table 4 Change in the Time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock by Generation 

 

 

  

 

Fig. 4 Change in the Time on the Clock by Generation 

 

• The older age groups tended to select advanced times (e.g., a greater sense of crisis). Meanwhile, looking at 

changes over time, among respondents in their 20s, 30s, 40s, and 50s, the time on the Environmental Doomsday 

Clock has moved forward since 2024, indicating a growing sense of crisis. 
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3.1.2 Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account 

 

Table 5 Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account 

 

 

Regarding the SDGs listed in Table 5, the icons for each Goal are shown in Figure 5. 

 

 

Fig. 5 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 
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3.1.2.1 Distribution of “Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account” Selected as Respondent’s Top 

Three Choices 

  

 

 

Fig. 6-1 2026 Distribution of Important “Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account” (Top 3 Choices) 

 

• As in the previous year, “Climate Change” (33%) was the most often selected category among the “environmental 

issues to be taken into account,” considered important in determining the time on the worldwide Environmental 

Doomsday Clock. This was followed by “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” (16%), “Society, Economy and 

Environment, Policies, Measures” (13%), “Water Resources” (8%), “Biochemical Flows 

(Pollution/Contamination)” (7%), “Land-System Change (Land Use)” (6%), “Lifestyle (Consumption Habits)” 

(6%), “Population” (5%), and “Food” (5%). The percentage of each issue has changed little from last year. 

• When arranging the “environmental issues to be taken into account” for the entire world in descending order of 

time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock, “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” (9:52), “Climate Change” 

(9:45), and “Society, Economy and Environment, Policies, Measures” (9:42) were all ahead of the world’s 

average time of 9:39. For “Food” (9:01), the Clock moved backward by 22 minutes from last year. 
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Fig. 6-2 2025 Distribution of Important “Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account” (Top 3 Choices) 

 

 

 

Fig. 6-3 2024 Distribution of Important “Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account” (Top 3 Choices) 
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3.1.2.2 Selection Percentage for “Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account” by Region 

 

Table 6 Selection Percentage for “Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account” by Region 

 

  

• In most countries and regions, "Climate Change" (33%) was selected as the most pressing environmental issue to 

be taken into account. Next, “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” (16%) was chosen in many regions. 

• Meanwhile, in Japan and the United States, “Society, Economy and Environment, Policies, Measures” was the 

second most selected issue. 

• As a regional characteristic, “Water Resources” remained the most selected issue in the Middle East, as in the 

previous year. In Oceania (except Australia), “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” was the most selected option. 

  

Eastern Europe & the former 
Soviet Union 
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3.1.2.3 Times on the Clock for Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account by Region 

 

Table 7 Times on the Clock for Environmental Issues to Be Taken Into Account by Region 

 

*■: 11:00-11:59, ■: 10:00-10:59, □: 9:00-9:59, ■: 8:00-8:59, ■: 8:00 and earlier 

For items with two or fewer respondents, the times on the Clock are not shown. 

 

• Items indicating 11:00 or later were “Climate Change” and “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” in Australia, and 

“Lifestyle” in Canada. 

• Items indicating a time in the 10 o'clock range, which were frequently seen in Oceania, North America, Western 

Europe, and Eastern Europe & the former Soviet Union, include “Land-system Change,” “Biochemical Flows 

(Pollution/Contamination),” “Population,” and “Lifestyle,” in addition to “Climate Change,” “Biosphere Integrity 

(Biodiversity),” and “Society, Economy and Environment, Policies, Measures.” Also, “Water Resources” in India, 

and “Land-system Change” in South America and Africa showed a time in the 10 o’clock range. 

• Items showing times earlier than 8:00 were “Society, Economy and Environment, Policies, Measures” in India, 

“Population” in the United States, and “Water Resources” in South America. 

  

Eastern Europe & the former 
Soviet Union 
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3.2 Awareness of the Issues of Climate Change and Biodiversity Loss 

Question 2. Among the various environmental issues, climate change and biodiversity loss are garnering significant 

attention. Both issues need to be resolved urgently. We would like to hear your current views on these issues. 

 

From the three perspectives of “public awareness,” “policies and legal system,” and “social infrastructure (funds, 

people, technologies, facilities),” we asked respondents about the progress of the “transition to a decarbonized society” 

for the mitigation of global warming and the “conservation and restoration of wildlife habitats” in their respective 

countries.  

Average scores were calculated by assigning the following values: ‘−2’ for ‘Not improved at all,’ ‘−1’ for ‘Somewhat 

not improved,’ ‘0’ for ‘Neither improved nor not improved,’ ‘+1’ for ‘Somewhat improved,’ and ‘+2’ for ‘Definitely 

improved.’ 

 

Question 2-1: The Paris Agreement was adopted in 2015 to promote efforts against global warming. 

Compared to before 2015, please answer the following question from three perspectives shown below. 

Do you think any progress is being made in a transition to a decarbonized society in your country/region? 

 

The average score for the entire world and for each region and country are shown in Table 8. The world’s average 

scores are as follows: 

• Public Awareness: +0.68 

• Policies and Legal System: +0.37 

• Social Infrastructure (Funds, People, Technologies, Facilities): +0.28 

 

• In 2026, scores for the transition to a decarbonized society fell below those in 2024 and 2025 across all 

perspectives. 

• The results show that less progress has been made in “policies and legal system” and “social infrastructure” than 

in “public awareness.” 

• In Asia, Japan’s scores remained at a low level across all items compared to other countries and regions. In 

particular, “public awareness” and “policies and legal system” showed a gradual downward trend. On the other 

hand, in 2026, South Korea’s scores were higher than those in the previous year across all items. 

• The scores for “public awareness” and “policies and legal system” varied by country and region. In Asia, 

including South Korea, the difference in scores between the two was relatively small. A similar trend was also 

observed in Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean, South America, Africa, and the Middle East. In contrast, 

by region, in Oceania, North America, and Western Europe, the difference between the two was large, with 

progress in “policies and legal system” lagging significantly behind “public awareness.” This trend has remained 

unchanged for the past five years. 

• Particularly in the United States, the scores in “policies and legal system” declined from 0.53 in 2024 to −0.31 in 

2025, and to −0.76 in 2026, falling for the second consecutive year. 

• By type of organization, corporate respondents reported remarkably lower scores across all items from 2025 to 

2026. 
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• By age group, respondents in their 20s and 30s were more likely than other generations to believe that the 

transition to a decarbonized society is progressing in all perspectives of “public awareness,” “policies and legal 

system,” “social infrastructure.” 

 

Table 8 Progress in a Transition to a Decarbonized Society: World Average and Average Scores by Region, 

Organization, and Age Range 

 

*1 ■: Maximum value of the year, ■: Min value of the year 

*2 Average scores were calculated by assigning the following values: ‘−2’ for ‘Not improved at all,’ ‘−1’ for 

‘Somewhat not improved,’ ‘0’ for ‘Neither improved nor not improved,’ ‘+1’ for ‘Somewhat improved,’ and ‘+2’ 

for ‘Definitely improved.’ 

  

Eastern Europe & the former 
Soviet Union 
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Question 2-2: In 2022, the “Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework” was adopted as a successor to 

the Aichi Targets, aiming to curb biodiversity loss. Compared to before 2022, please answer the following question 

from three perspectives shown below. 

Do you think any progress is being made in the conservation and restoration of wildlife habitats in your 

country/region? 

 

Table 9 shows the results analyzed for Question 2-2 from the three perspectives, “Public Awareness,” “Policies and 

Legal Systems,” and “Social Infrastructure,” in the same manner as in Question 2-1. The world’s average scores are 

as follows: 

• Public Awareness: +0.28 

• Policies and Legal System: +0.19 

• Social Infrastructure (Funds, People, Technologies, Facilities): ±0.00 

 

• Globally, the progress on “Conservation and Restoration of Wildlife Habitats” scored 0.3 or lower across all 

perspectives, indicating that the scores were lower in all aspects compared to efforts to address climate change. In 

addition, the scores declined from 2025 across all perspectives. 

• Among the three perspectives, scores for “social infrastructure” were lower than those for “public awareness” and 

“policies and legal system.” 

• In Japan, the scores have been negative since 2024, and many respondents believed that the conservation and 

restoration of wildlife habitats is not progressing. 

• In the United States, the scores for “policies and legal system” declined from 0.34 in 2024 to −0.49 in 2025, and 

to −0.56 in 2026. 

• Among respondents from universities/research institutions and NGOs/NPOs, the scores for “social infrastructure” 

were negative. 

• Among corporate respondents, the scores declined across all perspectives from 2025 to 2026. 

• While the scores among respondents in their 20s and 30s were positive across all three perspectives, and higher 

than those among other generations, the scores for “social infrastructure” were negative among respondents in 

their 40s and older. 
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Table 9 Progress in the Conservation and Restoration of Wildlife Habitats: World Average and Average 

Scores by Region, Organization, and Age Range 

 

*1 ■: Maximum value of the year, ■: Min value of the year 

*2 Average scores were calculated by assigning the following values: ‘−2’ for ‘Not improved at all,’ ‘−1’ for 

‘Somewhat not improved,’ ‘0’ for ‘Neither improved nor not improved,’ ‘+1’ for ‘Somewhat improved,’ and ‘+2’ 

for ‘Definitely improved.’ 

  

Eastern Europe & the former 
Soviet Union 



19 

 

3.3 Awareness of Level of Realization of the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

Question 3-1: Out of the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), please select three goals that will have the 

highest level of realization in 2030. Then, rank them from highest (1st) to lowest (3rd) level of realization, while 

writing in the Goal numbers. 

 

Three goals that will have the highest level of realization in 2030 were analyzed. Table 10 shows the percentage 

distribution of responses for each option in a multiple-answer question, based on the total number of respondents. 

 

Table 10 (Respondents’ Own Country/Region) Three Goals (Out of 17 SDGs) That Will Have the Highest 

Level of Realization in 2030 (multiple answers) 

 

 

*Most selected items: ■: 1st, ■: 2nd, ■: 3rd  

 

• The top three goals selected as likely to be achieved at a high level in respondents’ own countries or regions by 

2030 were: “There are no goals with any material level of realization in 2030” (25%), “9. Industry, Innovation 

and Infrastructure” (24%), and “4. Quality Education” (23%). 

• 2025 was the first year that “There are no goals with any material level of realization in 2030” was the most 

selected option, and this option was once again selected most frequently in 2026. Especially, more than one-third 

of respondents chose this option in Japan, Oceania (except Australia), Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean, 

South America, and the United Kingdom. 

• In India, Oceania, Western Europe, and the Middle East, “7. Affordable and Clean Energy” was the most selected 

option. In India, “13. Climate Action” was the second most selected option. 

• “4. Quality Education (23%)” was the second most selected option in Japan and South Korea, tied for the most 

selected option in Western Europe, the most selected option in Africa, and the third most selected option in the 

Middle East. 

Eastern Europe & the 
former Soviet Union 
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Question 3-2: Out of the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), please select three goals that will have the 

lowest level of realization in 2030. Then, rank them from lowest (1st) to highest (3rd) level of realization, while 

writing in the Goal numbers. 

 

Three goals that will have the lowest level of realization in 2030 were analyzed. Table 11 shows the percentage 

distribution of responses for each option in a multiple-answer question, based on the total number of respondents. 

 

Table 11 (Respondents’ Own Country/Region) Three Goals (Out of 17 SDGs) That Will Have the Lowest Level 

of Realization in 2030 (multiple answers) 

 

 

• In terms of goals considered least likely to be achieved in respondents’ own countries or regions by 2030, the 

most frequently selected were the following three goals: “1. No Poverty” (35%), “10. Reduced Inequalities” 

(31%), and “13. Climate Action (31%).” Also, many respondents chose “16. Peace, Justice and Strong 

Institutions” (29%). These four goals have consistently been selected as goals that will have the lowest level of 

realization. 

• Respondents who chose “2. Zero Hunger” accounted for over 30% in Australia, Canada, South America, and 

Africa. 

• Particularly in Asia (except Japan, India, and South Korea), Oceania, and Eastern Europe & the former Soviet 

Union, many respondents chose “12. Responsible Consumption and Production” as a goal considered least likely 

to be achieved by 2030. 

• In Japan, North America, Western Europe (except UK), and the Middle East, over one-third of respondents chose 

“13. Climate Action” as a goal considered least likely to be achieved. 

• In Japan, along with “1. No Poverty,” “16. Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions” was selected as a goal that will 

have the lowest level of realization. 

  

Eastern Europe & the 
former Soviet Union 
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3.4 Perceived Level of Realization of overall Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

Question 4: Based on your understanding, how much progress do you think has been made towards achieving the 

17 SDGs by 2030 overall as of now? 

Question 4-1: For the world as a whole, please provide a number from 5 to 100 (in increments of 5), where 100 

represents the complete achievement of all goals. 

Question 4-2: For your country or region of residence, please provide a number from 5 to 100 (in increments of 

5), where 100 represents the complete achievement of all goals. 

 

Figure 7 shows the distribution of the average perceived level of all SDGs achievement among the 1,464 

respondents. Figure 8 presents the average perceived level of all SDGs achievement by age group. 

 

 

Fig. 7 Distribution of the average perceived level of all SDGs achievement as of 2026 

 

 

Fig.8 Average perceived level of all SDGs achievement (%) by generation 

 

• By age group, across all age groups, average perceived progress is higher for respondents’ own countries/regions 

than for the world. However, there are differences in this trend across countries and regions. Respondents in Japan 

and Western Europe rated perceived progress for their own countries/regions higher than for the world, whereas 

those in the United States rated that for their own country lower than for the world (source: Data). 

• While 10% or more of respondents rated the level of achieving SDGs at 0% for both their own country/region and 

the entire world, very few rated it at 75% or higher. 

• For both their own country/region and the world, respondents in their 20s to 40s perceive greater progress toward 

achieving the SDGs than those in their 50s and older.  

Unknown 
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3.5 Important Factors for Solving Global Environmental Issues 

Question 5: To address global environmental issues, which factors do you consider particularly important? Please 

select up to three options from the list below. 

 

We asked respondents which factors they believe are most important in addressing global environmental issues. 

Figure 9-1 shows the percentage of respondents by region and their selected option in response to the question. 

 

Fig. 9-1 To address global environmental issues, which factors do you consider particularly important?  

(by region) 

 

• In all regions, the highest percentage of respondents selected “Government environmental policies and 

leadership,” reaching 60% to 79%. In response to Question 5 “Who do you think plays the most important role in 

solving environmental issues?” asked in 2025, the proportion of those who chose central governments was also 

the highest in all regions. 

• Likewise, 40% to 50% of respondents in many regions chose “International cooperation and global governance.” 

• To list distinctive responses by region, many respondents selected “Renewable energy and infrastructure 

transition” in Oceania, North America, and the Middle East, and “Economic system reform and market 

mechanisms” in Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean, Western Europe, and Eastern Europe & the former 

Soviet Union. 

• In contrast, only limited proportions of respondents chose “Technological innovation” in many regions. In the 

open text field, there were several comments that, while recognizing the importance of technological innovation, 

emphasized factors other than technological innovation, such as implementation of governance and policies, 

transformation of social and economic structures, and a shared vision for the future. Furthermore, some 

respondents also pointed out that existing technologies are not fully utilized. 
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• The percentage of respondents who selected “Education and public awareness-raising” was high in Africa at 56%, 

and was also high in Mexico, Central America & the Caribbean (46%) and the Middle East (48%). 

 

Figure 9-2 shows the percentage of respondents by organization and their selected option in response to the question. 

 

 

Fig. 9-2 To address global environmental issues, which factors do you consider particularly important?  

(by affiliation) 

 

• Regardless of affiliation, the highest percentage of respondents selected “Government environmental policies and 

leadership.” 

• Corporations and respondents in journalism who selected “Economic system reform and market mechanisms” 

accounted for 47% and 56%, respectively. Meanwhile, the percentage of corporate respondents who selected 

“Corporate environmental responsibility and ESG management” was 33%, and that of respondents in journalism 

who chose “Quality and reliability of the media and information” was 38%. 

• University or research institution respondents who chose technological innovation accounted for 22%. 
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Figure 9-3 shows the percentage of respondents by age group and their selected option in response to the question. 

 

 

 

Fig. 9-3 To address global environmental issues, which factors do you consider particularly important?  

(by age group) 

 

• In all age groups, the percentage of respondents who chose “Government environmental policies and leadership” 

was the highest, followed by “International cooperation and global governance” and “Economic system reform 

and market mechanisms.” 

• The percentage of respondents in their 20s and 30s who selected “Technological innovation” was lower, while 

those who chose “Renewable energy and infrastructure transition” was higher, compared to other age groups. 
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The time on the Environmental Doomsday Clock moved back by a total of 20 minutes over four consecutive years, 

from 9:47 in 2020 to 9:27 in 2024. However, in 2025, the time on the Clock moved forward for the first time in eight 

years, striking 9:33. In this survey in 2026, the time on the Clock moved forward by another 6 minutes, hitting 9:39. 

Looking at the breakdown, the change in sense of crisis varies significantly by region, and the entire world has not 

changed in the same direction. In addition, this year, the composition of respondents by country/region changed 

considerably from the previous year. In particular, the number of respondents from China and Taiwan decreased 

largely, while the number of responses from South Korea increased. Therefore, it should be noted that the six-minute 

change from the previous year may also reflect the changes in the composition of respondents. 

 

In Question 1, the three most often selected categories of the “environmental issues to be taken into account,” which 

are used to calculate the time on the worldwide Environmental Doomsday Clock, were the same as last year: “Climate 

Change” (33%), “Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity)” (16%), and “Society, Economy and Environment, Policies, 

Measures” (13%). 

 

In Question 2, we examined the two most pressing issues—climate change and biodiversity loss—from three 

perspectives: public awareness, policies and legal system, and social infrastructure. In 2026, scores for the transition 

to a decarbonized society, about which the question was asked as action to address climate change, fell below those 

in 2024 and 2025 across all perspectives, and scores for policies and legal system and social infrastructure were lower 

than those for public awareness. In the United States, scores for policies and legal system significantly declined from 

2024 to 2026. 

 

In Question 2-2, scores for the conservation and restoration of wildlife habitats in respondents’ own countries or 

regions were low across all perspectives, compared to the transition to a decarbonized society. Furthermore, across 

all perspectives, the scores were lower than those in 2025. 

 

In Question 3, we explored respondents’ awareness of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). When asked 

about the expected level of realization in their own countries in 2030, respondents who selected “There are no goals 

with any material level of realization” accounted for the highest percentage as in the previous year. As for goals 

considered least likely to be achieved, “No Poverty,” “Reduced Inequalities,” “Climate Action,” and “Peace, Justice 

and Strong Institutions” have constantly been selected. 

 

In Question 4, respondents were asked about their perceived level of SDG achievement as of 2026. For both their 

own country/region and the world, respondents in their 20s to 40s perceive greater progress toward achieving the 

SDGs than those in their 50s and older. 

 

In Question 5, respondents were asked about important factors to address global environmental issues. Regardless of 

region, affiliation, and age group, the highest percentage of respondents selected “Government environmental policies 

and leadership.” Also in the survey in 2025, the proportion of those who chose central governments was high in 

response to Question 5 “Who plays the most important role in solving environmental issues?” 

 

In conclusion, we have once again compiled a table summarizing the major environmental events that occurred 

around the world in the year preceding the survey response period. We hope you will find this table helpful as you 

interpret the results in this report.  

4 Closing Comment 
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World Event

- Japan records the monthly average temperature anomaly of +3.2℃ in northern Japan, +2.7℃ in eastern

Japan, and +2.6℃ in Okinawa and Amami, making them the highest temperatures for April since the statistics

began in 1946.

- In the Democratic Republic of the Congo, more than 160 people die due to heavy rain.

(The United States announces reciprocal tariffs for countries around the world.)

(Japan) Expo 2025 Osaka, Kansai, opens.

May
- India records its highest monthly precipitation for May since 1901.

- Heavy rain kills more than 150 people each in western Nigeria and the Democratic Republic of the Congo.

Jun

- Japan records its highest monthly average temperature for June since 1898.

- In the Republic of South Africa, more than 80 people die due to heavy rain.

(Israel launches a large-scale attack on Iran.)

Jul

- The southeastern United States records its highest monthly average temperature for July since 1895.

- In Nepal, India, and Pakistan, more than 430 people in total die due to heavy rain.

- A massive Mw 8.8 earthquake strikes off the Kamchatka Peninsula in Russia.

Aug

- Isesaki City, Gunma Prefecture, records a daily maximum temperature of 41.8℃ on August 5, setting a new

record for Japan’s highest temperature.

- Heavy rain kills more than 1,000 people in Sudan, and more than 820 people in total in Nepal, India, and

Pakistan.

- The Ohio Valley region of the United States records its lowest August precipitation since 1895.

Sep

- In southeastern China, the Philippines, and Thailand, the impact of Typhoon No. 18 results in the death of

more than 50 people in total.

- In Vietnam, the Philippines, Thailand, and Laos, the impact of Typhoon No. 20 results in the death of more

than 120 people in total.

Oct

- South Korea records its highest monthly rainfall for October since 1973.

- In Mexico, more than 100 people die due to heavy rain.

- In Haiti, Jamaica, and the Dominican Republic, Hurricane MELISSA kills more than 70 people in total.

(Japan) The Takaichi administration is formed.

Nov

- The first snowfall of the season is observed on Mount Fuji on November 7, the latest first snowfall since the

statistics began in 1894.

- In Sri Lanka, Cyclone DITWAH kills more than 640 people.

(G20 Summit takes place in South Africa. A leaders’ declaration that includes measures to address the climate

change crisis and other challenges is adopted.)

Dec
- The northwestern, western, and southwestern United States record their highest monthly average temperature

for December since 1895.

(Japan) In areas along the Sea of Japan coast from northern to western Japan, 38 people die due to heavy

snowfall.

- In Mozambique, Zimbabwe, the Republic of South Africa, and Malawi, more than 280 people in total die due

to heavy rain.

(The US) President Trump announces withdrawal from 66 international organizations and treaties.

Feb
- In Madagascar and Mozambique, Cyclone GEZANI kills more than 70 people in total.

(The US military and Israeli forces attack Iran.)

Mar

- In the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, Kenya, Tanzania, and Malawi, more than 560 people in

total die due to heavy rain.

- Finland records its highest monthly average temperature for March since 1961.

(Iran blocks the Strait of Hormuz.)

Month/Year

Apr  2025

Jan  2026

5 Reference: World Environmental Events (April 2025–March 2026) 
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Breakdown of Respondents by Country 

 

 

6 Data 
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