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FANOEME (%) 1.7 (2010-2012)
NG (%) 97.4 (2010)

AR 1E 2 (%) 68.5 (2011)

GNI, Atlas method ($) 1,770 1,760 1,870
GDP R & & (%) 8.9 (1.3) 6.4

CPl A3 (%) 28.0 7.6 10.1
KEAH (%) 28 3.6 3.6

4 Rl B Al R 28 (%) 30.1 (25.6) 54.3

F s A B AN ER (%) 57.4 (34.1) 49.7

() = negative, ... = data not available, CPl = consumer price index, GDP = gross domestic product,

GNI = gross national income.
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Economic losses due to insufficient transport
infrastructure and inefficient management

High health costs due to bad
urhan environment

Economic losses due to poor access
to johs, lost income, and traffic

casualties
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Severe fraffic High Inadequate High vehicle Deteriorating High rates of Poor urban
congestion in cenfral transportation public transpart emissions air quality traffic accident environment on
business district area costs senvices and accident risk city edge
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Inadequate urban
transport
infrastructure

Inefficient public
transport system
and service

Inefficient
enforcement and
traffic facility

Low level of traffic
management and
raffic safety policy
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