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Lower scores 
in indicators for 
coordination, 
funding of 
multilateral 
humanitarian 
organisations, 
respect for 
international 
humanitarian 
law, and in 
fi eld perception 
indicators on 
commitment to 
neutral, impartial, 
independent aid 
aligned to needs 
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coordination, funding 
of multilateral 
humanitarian 

organisations, respect 
for international 

humanitarian 
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Poorly perceived by fi eld partners 
in terms of capacity, commitment to 

learning and evaluation, 
and support or coordination

Well perceived by fi eld 
partners in terms of 
capacity, commitment 
to learning and evaluation 
and support for coordination. 
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Good Mid-range Could improve

Colours represent performance compared to donor's 
average Humanitarian Response Index score:
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