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States, Regions, Territories at Risk:
Project Scope and Aim
Deep Knowledge Group’s States, Regions and Territories at Risk project 
represents a major extension of the analytical frameworks and 
methodology behind the group’s COVID-19 Regional Safety Assessment 
(200 Regions), which expands the scope of its risk analytics and ranking 
activities towards entire nations. The group has launched this project in 
order to serve as an actionable tool for decision makers in governments, 
non-profit foundations, for-profit corporations and insurance companies to 
analyze and monitor their current levels of risk, and to formulate 
appropriate tactics to optimize strategic decision making accordingly..

Deep Knowledge Group strongly believes that the global challenge of this 
particular moment in history, which keeps the world's population in 
constant vigilance and hopeful for an immediate solution, is not only a 
medical and scientific challenge; it is also a political and governmental 
challenge, an economic and trade challenge, a reconfiguration of what 
national and international security means in practice, and a technological 
opportunity. On this matter we decided to launch a special project 
dedicated to risks and various problems faced by modern governments. 
The spectre of issues researched by this project will include various 
problems, from water shortages, global warming impact and ecological 
problems to cultural and religious clashes, secessionist movements and 
overall political instability.

Deep Knowledge Group seeks to utilize equally complex analytical 
frameworks to derive actionable insights and answers into how different 
aspects of modern problems should be addressed, and using them to 
achieve a systemic approach to the different variables or dimensions that 
pre-determine it, in such a way that allows decision makers to influence 
these variables in practice and achieve the most positive outcomes in 
terms of reducing collateral damage and maximizing the likelihood of 
optimal post-pandemic national healthcare systems and economies.  

These assessments present particular opportunities that the regions 
included in the present analysis may employ to improve their performance 
and outputs in the short and medium term in the fight against the 
pandemic, and to establish themselves as solid economies in the 
post-pandemic era. In the same way, the study has also allowed us to 
identify and characterize essential risks and threats that must be addressed 
early to avoid further outbreaks, deepening of economic damage and the 
collapse of healthcare systems. The ultimate aim of the framework is to 
analyze and score different regions according to their overall level of 
stability, both in terms of optimizing current health and wellness outcomes 
of their population amid the COVID-19 pandemic, as well as their prospects 
and likelihood of enabling geopolitical stabilization and economic recovery 
in the post-pandemic era.

This document is intended to outline the current status and scope of the project with the aim of finding 
relevant strategic partners among government, scientific and business sectors.

https://www.dkv.global/covid-safety-assessment-200-regions
https://www.dkv.global/covid-safety-assessment-200-regions
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The pilot version of the project 
only uses 50 parameters, but 
the upcoming second will use 
150+ parameters divided into 
into 3 layers of risk analysis 
ranging from moderate 
importance to high and 
extremely high. The framework 
does not contain any “weak” or 
“low” risk category because we 
recognize that even small risks 
can accumulate to cause 
macro-level challenges and 
issues. 

The infographic on the left 
visualizes examples of the 50 
parameters we used in the first 
version of this report, the 
results of which is presented in 
the present teaser. 
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The pilot version of the project includes 50 
parameters used to conduct a preliminary and 
approximate ranking from 1 to 200, prior to 
conducting a more detailed and tier-specific 
analysis during stage 2. 

This approach was taken to obtain a greater 
understanding of data categories, diversity and 
availability, and to determine which parameters and 
indicators are of the greatest importance. This can 
be considered as the hypothesis testing and 
validation component of the study. This stage was 
finished in the middle of June 2020.

The second stage of the analysis will involve 
increasing the overall number of parameters, 
indicators and high-level categories included in the 
analysis, with the ultimate aim of provide final users 
with the Alpha Version of the platform.

The third and final stage of the project will involve 
the complete finalization of all parameters, 
indicators and categories, and executing the final 
analysis. 

States, Regions, Territories at Risks:
Project Stages

50 Parameters
5 categories

200 Parameters
20 Categories

100 Parameters
10 Categories

Pilot Version

Alpha Version

Final Project

We are here:
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Deep Knowledge Group's States, Regions, Territories at Risks is a hybrid 
index compiled from specific parameters and indicators originally 
formulated as part of the group's frameworks, in order to create a new 
framework designed to take into account safety and vulnerability factors 
simultaneously. The analysis uses reputable public sources of data, but 
applies specific weight factors and parameters in order to structure that 
data in a manner that is relevant and realistic to their proportional 
importance and impact on various nation’s success at neutralizing the 
current COVID-19 pandemic.

Certain metrics used for advanced and qualitative assessment were 
formulated by Deep Knowledge Group analysts in coordination with 
specific experts and consultants using proprietary sources and 
techniques. Therefore, such rankings may be adjusted over time 
depending on the underlying information and in coordination with 
ongoing enhancements to our underlying analytical methodologies. 

The current global  is a complex system involving more than typical 
disease tracking and management techniques, affected not just by 
biology but by the behaviour of individual humans, and the larger-scale 
actions of companies, institutions and governments. From the 
multiparameter analysis of 200 selected regions and countries, 
encompassing up to 50 variables, this study has been able to identify, 
and qualitatively and quantitatively characterize the overall degree of 
COVID-19 safety, stability and resilience of 200 territories around the 
globe.

Pilot Edition: Brief 
Methodology Description

Modeling the parameters, indicators, and categories in the States, 
Regions, Territories at Risks results in overall scores of 0–100 for each 
region, in which 100 represents the most favorable conditions possible 
and 0 the least favorable (with respect to the topical focus of each 
parameter). A score of 100 in the Index does not indicate that a region 
has perfect regional stability conditions, and a score of 0 does not mean 
that a region has no regional stability at all. Instead, scores of 100 and 0 
represent the highest or lowest possible scores, respectively, as 
measured by the Index criteria. 

1. Parameter values are averaged to obtain the value of their parent 
indicator: indicator score = average of weighted individual parameters

2. Then, the indicator score is multiplied by the weight of the indicator, 
and is normalized (multiplied by 100) in order to allow for a final 
category value to be made by summing the individual values of all 
normalized indicators in each category.

3. Finally, the aggregate value of each category (consisting of the sum of 
indicators) is multiplied by the weight of the category. The final 
cumulative index score is the obtained by summing the individual 
category weights: category score = ∑ weighted individual indicators

The category values have been normalized on the basis of the following 
equation: x = (x – Min(x))/(Max(x) – Min(x)), where Min(x) and Max(x) are 
the lowest and highest values, respectively, in the States, Regions, 
Territories at Risks for any given indicator. The normalized value (i.e., a 
score of 0–100) makes it directly comparable with other normalized 
indicator scores and indexes.

Pilot Edition: Data Modeling 
and Calculations
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States, Regions, Territories at Risks
50 Parameters and Categories

Political Stability Government 
Sustainability Economic Problems

Public Services / 
Infrastructure 
Development

Healthcare 
Vulnerability

1. Regular army and police;
2. Number of police forces 

per 100000 people;
3. Government uncontrolled 

military units;
4. Conflict Status;
5. Type of Conflict;
6. Terrorist Activity;
7. Peacekeeping missions;
8. Military readiness for 

emergency situations;
9. External influence (political 

or military interference);
10. Proprietary

11. Does the Government 
controls its borders?

12. Rule of law
13. Corruption Index
14. Gov effectiveness (EIU 

score)
15. Functioning of Government 

(Index)
16. Civil Liberties (Index)
17. Global Health Security 

Index
18. Proprietary
19. Proprietary
20. Proprietary

21. Country economic debts 
(number) % from GDP;

22. GDP index;
23. GNI index;
24. Minimum wages;
25. Unemployment;
26. Business development 

index;
27. Brain Drain/refugees;
28. Water resources 

availability;
29. Proprietary;
30. Foreign aid dependency

31. Road network size (km);
32. Literacy rate;
33. Tertiary education 

attainment;
34. Poverty rate;
35. Human Development Index 

2018;
36. Access to basic sanitation 

facilities;
37. What is the density of the 

population (people per 
km2)?

38. Cars per 1000 people;
39. Rural population (% of total 

population);
40. Number of internet users 

per 1000

41. Hospital beds per 1000 
people;

42. Number of doctors per 
1000 people;

43. Number of nurses per 
1000 people;

44. Healthcare Development 
index;

45. Current health expenditure 
(as % of GDP);

46. HAQ (The Healthcare 
Access and Quality Index);

47. Size of Elderly Population;
48. Diabetes prevalence;
49. Endocrine Disorders Death 

Rate Per 100,000;
50. Incidence of tuberculosis 

(per 100,000 people)
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№ Region Score
1 Afghanistan 0.25

2 Aland N/A

3 Albania 0.53

4 Algeria 0.42

5 American Samoa N/A

6 Andorra 0.43

7 Angola 0.37

8 Anguilla N/A

9 Antarctica N/A

10 Antigua and Barbuda 0.43

11 Argentina 0.60

12 Armenia 0.52

13 Aruba 0.31

14 Ashmore and Cartier Islands N/A

15 Australia 0.75

16 Austria 0.69

17 Azerbaijan 0.45

18 Bahrain 0.51

19 Bangladesh 0.45

20 Barbados 0.50

21 Belarus 0.58

22 Belgium 0.71

23 Belize 0.45

24 Benin 0.47

25 Bermuda 0.32

26 Bhutan 0.41

27 Bolivia 0.46

28 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.49

29 Botswana 0.55

30 Brazil 0.60

7 7 № Region Score
31 British Indian Ocean Territory N/A

32 British Virgin Islands 0.29

33 Brunei N/A

34 Bulgaria 0.62

35 Burkina Faso 0.40

36 Burundi 0.33

37 Cabo Verde 0.45

38 Cambodia 0.47

39 Cameroon 0.41

40 Canada 0.74

41 Cayman Islands 0.32

42 Central African Republic 0.22

43 Chad 0.38

44 Chile 0.60

45 China 0.48

46 Colombia 0.54

47 Comoros 0.44

48 Cook Islands N/A

49 Costa Rica 0.57

50 Croatia 0.61

51 Cuba 0.52

52 Curaçao 0.25

53 Cyprus 0.57

54 Czechia Czech Republic 0.64

 55 Dem.Republic of the Congo N/A

56 Denmark 0.71

57 Djibouti 0.40

58 Dominica 0.42

59 Dominican Republic 0.54

60 East Timor N/A

№ Region Score
61 Ecuador 0.55

62 Egypt 0.37

63 El Salvador 0.51

64 Equatorial Guinea 0.41

65 Eritrea 0.34

66 Estonia 0.66

67 eSwatini N/A

68 Ethiopia 0.40

69 Falkland Islands N/A

70 Faroe Islands N/A

71 Federated States of Micronesia 0.36

72 Fiji 0.47

73 Finland 0.72

74 France 0.68

75 French Polynesia 0.31

76 French Southern & Antarctic Lands N/A

77 Gabon 0.34

78 Gambia, The The Gambia 0.44

79 Georgia 0.54

80 Germany 0.73

81 Ghana 0.47

82 Greece 0.60

83 Greenland 0.61

84 Grenada 0.44

85 Guam 0.35

86 Guatemala 0.47

87 Guernsey N/A

88 Guinea 0.41

89 Guinea-Bissau 0.41

90 Guyana 0.50

№ Region Score
91 Haiti 0.42

92 Heard Island & McDonald Islands N/A

93 Honduras 0.51

94 Hong Kong 0.49

95 Hungary 0.62

96 Iceland 0.73

97 India 0.41

98 Indian Ocean Territories N/A

99 Indonesia 0.47

100 Iran 0.39

101 Iraq 0.27

102 Ireland 0.66

103 Isle of Man 0.27

104 Israel 0.55

105 Italy 0.62

106 Ivory Coast 0.36

107 Jamaica 0.53

108 Japan 0.71

109 Jordan 0.53

110 Kazakhstan 0.55

111 Kenya 0.47

112 Kiribati N/A

113 Kosovo N/A

114 Kuwait 0.56

115 Kyrgyz 0.52

116 Laos 0.43

117 Latvia 0.61

118 Lebanon 0.41

119 Lesotho 0.43

120 Liberia 0.43

States, Regions, Territories at Risks / 240 Countries and Regions
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Rank Region Score
121 Libya 0.31

122 Liechtenstein 0.35

123 Lithuania 0.64

124 Luxembourg 0.71

125 Macao S.A.R N/A

126 Macedonia 0.41

127 Madagascar 0.45

128 Malawi 0.41

129 Malaysia 0.57

130 Maldives 0.47

131 Mali 0.32

132 Malta 0.63

133 Marshall Islands N/A

134 Mauritania 0.40

135 Mauritius 0.55

136 Mexico 0.46

137 Moldova 0.52

138 Monaco 0.48

139 Mongolia 0.53

140 Montenegro 0.57

141 Montserrat N/A

142 Morocco 0.38

143 Mozambique 0.36

144 Myanmar 0.40

145 Namibia 0.49

146 Nauru N/A

147 Nepal 0.44

148 Netherlands 0.73

149 New Caledonia 0.31

150 New Zealand 0.69

8 8 Rank Region Score
151 Nicaragua 0.48

152 Niger 0.34

153 Nigeria 0.32

154 Niue N/A

155 Norfolk Island N/A

156 North Korea 0.30

157 Northern Cyprus N/A

158 Northern Mariana Islands N/A

159 Norway 0.74

160 Oman 0.54

161 Pakistan 0.31

162 Palau 0.40

163 Palestine N/A

164 Panama 0.53

165 Papua New Guinea 0.42

166 Paraguay 0.49

167 Peru 0.51

168 Philippines 0.48

169 Pitcairn Islands N/A

170 Poland 0.64

171 Portugal 0.66

172 Puerto Rico N/A

173 Qatar 0.57

174 Republic of Serbia 0.57

 175 Republic of the Congo 0.28

176 Romania 0.61

177 Russia 0.57

178 Rwanda 0.48

179 Saint Barthelemy N/A

180 Saint Helena N/A

Rank Region Score
181 Saint Kitts and Nevis 0.35

182 Saint Lucia 0.39

183 Saint Martin 0.25

184 Saint Pierre and Miquelon N/A

185 Saint Vincent & the Grenadines 0.40

186 Samoa N/A

187 San Marino 0.39

188 São Tomé and Principe 0.39

189 Saudi Arabia 0.45

190 Senegal 0.45

191 Seychelles 0.47

192 Siachen Glacier N/A

193 Sierra Leone 0.41

194 Singapore 0.68

195 Sint Maarten (Dutch part) 0.29

196 Slovakia Slovak Republic 0.61

197 Slovenia 0.65

198 Solomon Islands 0.42

199 Somalia 0.19

200 Somaliland N/A

201 South Africa 0.51

202 South Georgia and the Islands N/A

203 South Korea Republic of Korea 0.67

204 South Sudan 0.16

205 Spain 0.65

206 Sri Lanka 0.53

207 Sudan 0.26

208 Suriname 0.51

209 Sweden 0.72

210 Switzerland 0.72

Rank Region Score
211 Syrian Arab Republic 0.25

212 Taiwan 0.32

213 Tajikistan 0.41

214 Tanzania 0.44

215 Thailand 0.55

216 The Bahamas 0.49

217 Togo 0.45

218 Tonga N/A

219 Trinidad and Tobago 0.52

220 Tunisia 0.40

221 Turkey 0.45

222 Turkmenistan 0.49

223 Turks and Caicos Islands N/A

224 Uganda 0.29

225 Ukraine 0.43

226 United Arab Emirates 0.52

227 United Kingdom 0.68

228 United States of America 0.71

229 United States Virgin Islands N/A

230 Uruguay 0.63

231 Uzbekistan 0.46

232 Vanuatu 0.42

233 Vatican City 0.55

234 Venezuela, RB 0.35

235 Vietnam Viet nam 0.51

236 Wallis and Futuna N/A

237 Western Sahara N/A

238 Yemen, Rep. 0.24

239 Zambia 0.44

240 Zimbabwe 0.46

States, Regions, Territories at Risks / 240 Countries and Regions
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States, Regions, Territories at Risks
200 Regions and Territories 

North America

South America

Middle East & 
North Africa

Sub-Saharan 
Africa

Asia and Pacific

Eastern Europe and 
Central Asia

Europe

Central America

Risky SafeNo Data Available
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States, Regions, Territories at Risks:
Americas

The America’s received an average score of 0.47. The large majority 
of major risks present in the Americas are clustered within Central 
and South America.

Canada achieved the highest regional safety and stability score in 
the region. Meanwhile, it’s close neighbor, the United States, received 
a very low score (especially considering its status as one of the 
world’s most developed economies and its generally high 
development level for many of the categories considered in the 
analysis. 

Major causes for the United States’ low score includes its high level 
of COVID-19 risk (with numbers of new cases and deaths continuing 
to rise alongside a continued relaxation of lockdown measures 
across the majority of its states, and a lack of support from its 
federal government to increase testing), further exacerbated by 
ongoing civilian riots as part of the Black Lives Matter movement, 
and external problems including the current global oil crisis and its 
economic trade war with China.

South America’s current position is also complicated by its positive 
historical relations with the US, combined with its comparatively new 
relations with China. In the context of the US-China trade war, this 
situation increases the risk of future economic and geopolitical 
tensions for the region. 

Risky SafeNo Data Available
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States, Regions, Territories at Risks:
Africa

Africa received an average score of 0.39. The continent faces a 
number of problems, and for the most part its comparatively low 
average score is a result of a number of fairly widespread and 
common challenges including:

● a lower prevalence of democratic government structures among 
its constituent territories, 

● a high degree of terrorist and militant group activity 
● A high degree of water scarcity due to the activities of 

uncontrolled militant groups, 
● a generally weaker rule of law for many countries
● long-standing political, geopolitical and economic problems
● new geopolitical tensions with large economies such as China,
● a high level of kleptocracy.

However, the region is also home to a large number of rapidly 
growing FinTech and HealthTech industries. This unique feature 
represents not only a potential source of future economic growth 
and stability, but may also provide ancillary benefits, such as the 
capacity to quickly improve the overall state and level of 
development of their healthcare infrastructure, and provide new 
tools for citizens (as opposed to governments) to achieve greater 
levels of economic independence, stability and sustainability. 

Risky SafeNo Data Available
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States, Regions, Territories at Risks:
Asia

Asia received an average score of 0.46. The broad geographical 
region exhibits a larger degree of variance than many others 
included in this analysis. 

China, for example, has achieved a remarkably high safety and 
stability score. The region has made incredible leaps in terms of 
military and economic development in recent decades, and this is 
very much reflected in its score during the present analysis.

Given China’s emphasis on Soft Power within the context of its 
foreign policy strategy, we may even begin to see the regional safety 
and stability scores of its neighboring regions increase as a result of 
protection and aid from China. 

Meanwhile, by contrast, Middle Eastern regions achieved 
comparatively lower scores on average, in large part resulting from 
the fact that countries within this broad geographical territory are in 
an almost constant state of geopolitical conflict. Many Gulf Region 
countries and territories, however, are an exception to this general 
trend, being wealthy oil countries with strong intents to become 
advanced and progressive healthcare, healthTech and FinTech Hubs.

Overall, however, COVID-19 has put enormous stress on the 
economic and healthcare resiliency of many regions within Asia, and 
we can expect this to cause overall economic challenges for years to 
come. 

Risky SafeNo Data Available
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States, Regions, Territories at Risks:
Europe

Europe has achieved an average score of 0.60, making it the safest and most stable broad geographical territory included in the present analysis (in terms 
of the aggregated scores of its individual countries). The countries that achieve the highest individual scores within Europe are Germany, Norway, Austria 
and Switzerland.

However, Europe also has a number of key risk factors relating to current ongoing conflicts and challenges that bring its average score down, and which 
constitute key risks that should be prioritized and optimized moving forward. These factors include:

● The COVID-19 pandemic and its associated economic repercussions. The high number of politically independent but geographically proximal countries 
and territories within the EU increases the risk of rapid infection spread and a strong second wave of COVID-19 if countries begin relaxing border 
closures too early, and the high degree of economic interconnectedness of many European countries, decreases overall economic resiliency and 
heightens the dependence of many territories on the economic stability of allied and interconnected neighbors. Furthermore, any regions that rely on 
exports for a high percentage of their GDP are also heavily dependent on the economic success of its exports’ purchasers, and a financial downturn in 
those regions could trickle down to affect such countries as a result.

● Ongoing civilian protests, riots and unrest relating to the unfolding Black Lives Matter movement create a great deal of regional risk, and also indicate a 
high level of general unrest within the populace.

Risky SafeNo Data Available
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Risky Safe

States, Regions, Territories at Risks:
Oceania

Oceana received an average score of 0.44

Speaking about New Zealand and Australia - very stable countries. No internal 
conflicts. Some economic turbulence caused by COVID-19. 

No Data Available
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Call for Cooperation
Deep Knowledge Group is producing its States at Risk special analytical case study pro-bono to serve as a useful tool for strategic decision making 
and risk management on the level of nations, responsible government departments and authorized bodies, international policy organizations, and 
corporations. However, the group remains open to discussions involving customized analytics, consultancy and the development of tailored 
interactive IT-Platforms and data visualization and analytical systems to meet the specific needs of relevant governmental and institutional clients. 
The project represents not just  an index of danger or safety. It’s ultimate purpose it to serve as a basis for building an interactive real-time decision 
making platform that can open up more accurate scaling prospects for particular national domains of activity and specific market, and help to weigh 
potential opportunities with associated risks.

For states, the decision making platform will become an opportunity to 
transfer information for relevant agencies and business partners.

It will also help to neutralize weaknesses that could be the target of 
manipulation or attack. 

For the non-government sector - it will help to make a right planing on 
how develop your project in a particular region. 

For the academy, identify patterns and be ready to respond to them / 
study them. The internet and data analytics can help predict geopolitical 
shift in people's’ interest. 

For business: we are providing decision making tool for decision 
makers and strategic analysts. 
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Deep Knowledge Analytics is a deep tech analytical 
agency using multidimensional algorithms to 
produce advanced industrial reports on DeepTech 
and frontier technologies. An online analytics 
platform with interactive visuals updated in real-time 
was released early this year

Aging Analytics Agency began producing reports before the 
industry emerged and it is exclusively focused on Longevity, 
Geroscience, AgeTech and Preventive Medicine. The company 
has been developing its methodology since 2015 and is the 
main source of market intelligence in the field.

NeuroTech Analytics specializes in the production of 
open-access and commercial comparative analytics on the full 
scope of the global NeuroTech industry, ranging from 
brain-computer interfaces to implant technologies, 
neurostimulation and neuromodulation, and 
neuroplasticity-increasing apps.

Deep Knowledge Analytics

Aging Analytics Agency NeuroTech Analytics

The Pharma Division of Deep Knowledge Analytics 
specializes in the production of the most 
comprehensive analytical reports on the topics of 
Artificial Intelligence, Drug Discovery, Data Science 
and Digital Health within the broader Pharma 
Healthcare Industry and intersection of AI and 
Pharma.

The GovTech Division of Deep Knowledge Analytics 
focuses on producing sophisticated open-access 
and proprietary analytics the reveal factors driving 
the ongoing transformation of the global GovTech 
industry, main sectors to be changed, barriers to this 
process, and ways to overcome them.

Pharma Division GovTech Division

Deep Knowledge Group’s Analytical Subsidiaries



DISCLAIMER

Deep Knowledge Group is using its best efforts to elaborate its reports. States, Regions, Territories at Risks

Certain metrics used for advanced and qualitative assessment were formulated by Deep Knowledge Group analysts in 
coordination with specific experts and consultants using proprietary sources and techniques. Therefore, such rankings may 
be adjusted over time depending on the corresponding underlying information and in coordination with ongoing 
enhancements to our underlying analytical methodologies. 

Information provided herein is intended for indicative and informational purposes only. Opinions, estimates and analysis 
represented constitute the current judgment and opinion of the author.

www.dkv.global/covid
info@dkv.global

CONTACT US

Knowledge is Power 
Deep Knowledge is Transcendent Power

https://www.dkv.global/covid

