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[bookmark: _Toc138453595]Abstract
The role of global philanthropy has become pivotal. International collaborations in response to natural and human-made disasters—including the COVID-19 pandemic, the war in Ukraine, and the recent earthquakes in Turkiye and Syria—as well as the increasing level of philanthropic efforts to achieve the United Nations’ Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) highlight the importance of understanding and measuring cross-border giving more effectively. 
Existing research offers some insights into the complex factors that influence cross-border giving, such as fundraising practices (Wiepking & Handy, 2015) and regulations on cross-border donations (Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2022). Scholars have begun to measure private philanthropic flows for development (OECD, 2018 and 2021, Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2020) and to investigate how private donors can align their activities with the SDGs (Ross & Spruill, 2018; Scataglini & Ventresca, 2019). While efforts have been made in the last few years to measure the magnitude of philanthropic flows around the world, the real scale of cross-border giving remains unclear due to the lack of comparable measurements and fragmented data.
The main research question is: What the size of cross-border giving is, and how does it compare to other cross-border resource flows, namely remittances, private capital investment, and official development aid? Building on comprehensive data collection, the report provides updated insights into philanthropic outflows at the country level during the first year of the COVID-19 pandemic.
This report shares the most recent data on cross-border philanthropy and three other resource flows in 47 countries, mostly about the year 2020. Cross-border philanthropy is measured by philanthropic dollars donated to overseas nonprofits directly and to domestic nonprofits for international causes, upon available data. Data were collected using publicly available sources in each country (e.g. datasets, organization tax returns and annual reports, public gift announcements). The report also examines the main charitable causes supported by cross-border giving, and the major recipient countries.
Key findings of this report will contribute to data-driven cross-national research on philanthropy by providing comparative analysis on cross-border giving during the beginning of the global pandemic.

1. [bookmark: _Toc138453596]Introduction
The role of global philanthropy has become pivotal to achieve global prosperity. International collaborations in response to natural and human-made disasters—including the COVID-19 pandemic, the war in Ukraine, and the recent earthquakes in Türkiye and Syria—as well as the increasing level of philanthropic efforts to achieve the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) highlight the importance of understanding and measuring cross-border giving more effectively. 
Existing research offers insights into the complex factors that influence cross-border giving, such as fundraising practices (Wiepking & Handy, 2015) and regulations on cross-border donations (Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2022). Scholars have begun to measure private philanthropic flows for development (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, 2018 and 2021; Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2020) and to investigate how private donors can align their activities with the SDGs (Ross & Spruill, 2018; Scataglini & Ventresca, 2019). While efforts have been made in the last few years to measure the magnitude of philanthropic flows around the world, the real scale of cross-border giving remains unclear due to the lack of comparable measurements and fragmented data.
This paper shares the most recent data on cross-border philanthropy in 27 European countries while responding to the following questions: 
· What is the size of cross-border giving in Europe, and how does it compare to other cross-border resource flows, namely official development assistance (ODA), remittances, and private capital investment? 
· Which are the leading European countries in cross-border philanthropy and other cross-border resource flows? 
· What are the most supported charitable causes and regions by European countries?
Building on comprehensive data collection, the report provides updated insights into philanthropic outflows in 2020. However, data is still scarce and oftentimes is not easily comparable with other data sets. Thus, the findings of this report—in alignment with the 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker—suggest the development of international standards for data tracking and the promotion of data transparency, including data collection on specific issue areas such as climate and racial justice. 
Leveraging the lessons from 2020 and collaborating across countries and disciplines will determine the advancement of global philanthropy in the future.

2. [bookmark: _Toc138453597]Methodology
This practice paper focuses on cross-border resource flows of 27 European countries which were included in the 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker (GPT) researched and published by the Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy. The 2023 GPT measures the scale and scope of global cross-border philanthropic outflows, contributions from all 47 countries toward all countries in support of any charitable causes when data are available. In addition, the 2023 GPT also analysis three other cross-border resource flows: official development assistance (ODA), remittances, and private capital investment.
Data
Data presented in this paper are based on data from 2020 or the most recent year with available data. To allow for comparison, all monetary data is adjusted to 2020 US dollars.
· Cross-border philanthropic outflows: Publicly available data and data shared by local research partners were included in the analysis. We gathered publicly available data for 22 European countries published by various actors, including government agencies (such as central statistical offices), umbrella and membership organizations, universities and private research centers, international organizations (such as the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development), and industry reports from private corporations. For the other 5 countries, we worked with local expert organizations to identify and analyze cross-border philanthropy data.What are cross-border philanthropic outflows?
Philanthropic outflow refers to a) the sum of charitable financial contributions sent by donors when the donor (individuals, foundations, corporations, or faith-based organizations) and the beneficiary (individuals, philanthropic organizations, or intermediary organizations) are located in different countries; or b) giving within a country to domestic philanthropic organizations that focus on broad categories of international causes, such as foreign affairs, humanitarian assistance, international relations, promotion of international understanding, and international solidarity (Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023).



· Official development assistance (ODA): The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development collected, verified, and publicly published ODA data for 22 of the 27 European countries included in this paper. Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development data are based on the official reports of government aid by 31 members of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development Development Assistance Committee (DAC) and about 80 development cooperation partners, comprised of other countries, multilateral organizations, and private foundations. The new grant equivalent measure of ODA, which was first applied to 2018 data, is now the standard methodology for reporting ODA.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  For detailed definition and methodologies, visit: https://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/official-development-assistance.htm.] 
What is official development assistance (ODA?)
According to the OECD, ODA is state-sponsored aid that “promotes and specifically targets the economic development and welfare of developing countries” (OECD, 2023a). This includes “[F]lows to countries and territories on the DAC [Development Assistance Committee] List of ODA Recipients and to multilateral development institutions which are provided by official agencies, including state and local governments, or by their executive agencies.” ODA encompasses aid with many different purposes, as long as its main purpose is to promote “economic development and welfare of developing countries.” It does not include military or peacekeeping financing.


· Remittances: The World Bank published remittances outflow estimates from 2020 for 26 countries and estimates from 2019 for 1 country (Denmark) included in this paper. The estimates are based on data from the International Monetary Fund and central banks. The estimates are based on two key aspects: “compensation of employees” and “personal transfers.”[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  For detailed definition and methodologies, visit: https://www.knomad.org/publication/migration-and-remittances-factbook-2016] 
What are remittances?
Remittances are defined as transfers of a fraction of a person’s income to family or friends in their country of origin (Kretchmer, 2020). These transfers can be of either money or goods.



· Private Capital Investment: Data for 18 European countries included in this paper is provided by Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development. Per the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, private flows at market terms are comprised of foreign direct investment, international bank lending, bond lending, and other securities (including equities). In this report, the foreign direct investment value, which is a component of private capital investment , includes flows to aid-recipient countries only.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  For detailed definition and methodologies, visit: https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/economics/oecd-glossary-of-statistical-terms_9789264055087-en] 

What is private capital investment?
Private capital investment involves the acquisition of a physical or financial capital asset with the purpose of producing returns or appreciating in value over time. Physical capital encompasses investments in property involved in physical business activities, such as land, buildings, or equipment; financial capital constitutes investments in venture capital, seed funding, or company shares (Koenig & Jackson, 2016). 
The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development methodology for capturing private capital investment involves measuring specific financial flows at market terms financed out of private sector resources and private grants, including grants by non-governmental organizations. The resulting values represent private flows at market terms from changes in holdings of private long-term assets held by residents of the reporting country to the net of subsidies received from the official sector (OECD, 2023b).





3. [bookmark: _Toc138453598]Key findings
Representing 55 percent of the 47 countries included in the 2023 GPT, Europe is the region with the most available data on cross-border philanthropy (Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy). In terms of the total dollar amount contributed across all four resource flows, Europe contributed 44 percent (USD 366 billion) of the total USD 841 billion in 2020. Thirty-four percent of remittance outflows, 59 percent of ODA, and 23 percent of philanthropic outflows came from Europe. Europe also contributed more than 100 percent of the total private capital investment outflow, due to the fact that high negative values for the United States and Canada lowered the global total (Table 1).
Table 1: TOTAL CROSS-BORDER RESOURCE FLOWS OF 27 EUROPEAN COUNTRIES (in billions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)
	Resource Flows
	Europe
	Global

	Remittances
	$201
	$590

	Official Development Assistance (ODA)
	$107
	$180

	Philanthropic Outflows
	$16
	$70

	Private Capital Investment
	$42
	$0.4

	Total
	$366
	$841



Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

Germany and the United Kingdom, the two European countries with the highest total outflow, ranked second and third at the global level respectively (following the United States). Additionally, eleven of the twelve countries that experienced a decrease in the amount of philanthropic outflows between 2018 and 2020 were European (except for Canada, with a decline of USD 582 million).
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3.1. [bookmark: _Toc138453599]Total Cross-Border Resource Flows
In 2020, the 27 European countries included in this research contributed a combined USD 366 billion across all four resource flows (Figure 1). Remittances represented the largest resource flow in 2020, at USD 201 billion or about 55 percent of all philanthropic flows. ODA was the second-largest flow at USD 107 billion (29% of the total), followed by private capital investment (12%) and philanthropic outflows (4%). 
Figure 1: TOTAL CROSS-BORDER RESOURCES FROM 27 COUNTRIES BY FLOW, 2020 (in billions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker
Despite the global economic turbulence associated with the COVID-19 pandemic, most resource flows remained stable compared to 2018. In fact, among European countries, ODA and philanthropic outflows both increased 5 percent since 2018 (Table 2). Remittances, which tend to rise with economic instability, saw a 24 percent increase between 2018 and 2020. This rise is likely due in part to government stimulus packages as well as the introduction of new vehicles for sending remittances, which encouraged an increase in remittances (Kpodar et al., 2022). In contrast, private capital investment  suffered the impacts of unfavorable economic conditions during the pandemic and decreased 44 percent between 2018 and 2020, largely due to the global economic recession and a sharp decline in the values of foreign investments (UNCTAD, 2021).
Table 2: TOTAL CROSS-BORDER RESOURCES FROM 47 COUNTRIES BY FLOW, 2018 AND 2020 (in billions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)
	Financial Flows from 27 Countries
	2020
	2018
	% Change from 2018 to 2020

	Remittances
	$201
	$161
	24%

	Official Development Assistance (ODA)
	$107
	$102
	5%

	Philanthropic Outflows
	$16
	$15
	5%

	Private Capital Investment
	$42
	$75
	-44%

	Total
	$336
	$354
	3%


Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker and 2020 Global Philanthropy Tracker
Cross-border resource flows by country
Figure 2 displays total cross-border resources by flow for all of the 27 European countries. Türkiye, an upper-middle income country, was only one of two non-high-income countries to rank in the top 20 total resource flows at the global level. Germany (USD 82 billion) and the United Kingdom (USD 57 billion) were the top two European countries with the highest total outflow followed by France (USD 45 billion), Spain (USD 36 billion), and Italy (USD 25 billion).
Figure 2: TOTAL CROSS-BORDER RESOURCES BY FLOW AND BY COUNTRY, 2020 (in millions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

3.1.1. [bookmark: _Toc138453600]Cross-Border Philanthropic Outflows
Twenty-seven countries in Europe had available data on the amount of philanthropic outflows. Among these countries, 78 percent (21 countries) are classified as high-income according to the World Bank, and 22 percent (6 countries) are classified as upper-middle income. Just over half (56%, or 15 countries) are developed markets in the Morgan Stanley Capital International (MSCI) framework, while the remaining 12 countries are considered emerging, frontier, or without classification.
In both absolute terms and as a share of gross national income (GNI), the United Kingdom contributed the most philanthropic outflows in 2020. Four countries gave more than USD 1 billion in 2020: the United Kingdom (USD 6 billion), Germany (USD 3 billion), and Switzerland and France (about USD 1 billion each). Ten countries donated between USD 100 million and USD 1 billion; six donated between USD 1 million and USD 100 million; and the remaining seven countries donated less than USD 1 million (Figure 3).
Figure 3: PHILANTHROPIC OUTFLOWS BY COUNTRY (in millions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

Among the European countries, only the United Kingdom donated more than 0.20 percent of GNI abroad. In the Netherlands, Denmark, and Switzerland, philanthropic outflows represented more than 0.10 percent of GNI. In eight countries, philanthropic outflows as a share of GNI were very small, at well below 0.01 percent (Figure 4).
Figure 4: PHILANTHROPIC OUTFLOWS BY COUNTRY (as a share of gross national income)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

Eleven European countries experienced a decrease in the amount of philanthropic outflows between 2018 and 2020. The largest decline was Türkiye (a decrease of USD 345 million), followed by the Netherlands (USD 105 million) and Finland (USD 68 million).

3.1.2. [bookmark: _Toc138453601]Official Development Assistance
Twenty-two of the European countries included in this paper had available data on ODA from the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development. In 2020, ODA flows reached a total of USD 107 billion. This is a 5 percent increase from the total of USD 102 billion in 2018, suggesting that European governments maintained their foreign assistance despite the negative economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. 
The highest contributor of ODA in 2020 was Germany at USD 29 billion, followed by the United Kingdom (19 billion) and France (14 billion). Just over half (14) of the European countries contributed more than USD 1 billion in ODA. Among the remaining 13 countries, 12 contributed between USD 100 million and USD 1 billion, while only one country contributed less than USD 100 million (Figure 5).
Figure 5: OFFICIAL DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE BY COUNTRY (in millions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

As a share of GNI, the top three largest contributors—Türkiye, Sweden, and Norway—remained the same compared to 2018. Among the top 10 countries with the highest ODA outflows in 2020, eight remained in the top 10 when considering ODA as a share of GNI. Only seven countries at the global level reached the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development's target of 0.70 percent for ODA as a share of GNI[footnoteRef:4], and all were European. Türkiye, the top contributor as a share of GNI within Europe and globally, was the only non-high-income country to surpass the 0.70 target. The seven countries to exceed the 0.70 percent target contributed a combined USD 70 billion in ODA in 2020 (Figure 6). [4:  The history of the 0.70 percent target is available at: http://www.oecd.org/development/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/the07odagnitarget-ahistory.htm] 

Figure 6: OFFICIAL DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE BY COUNTRY (as a share of gross national income)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker


3.1.3. [bookmark: _Toc138453602]Remittances
Unlike the other resource flows, remittances are counter-cyclical in nature. Economic or social crises tend to encourage migrants to send more remittances to family and friends in their home countries, making it a stable financial flow (Frankel, 2020). Remittances can be used for basic costs of living, including food, health care, and housing, as well as to maintain access to clean water and electricity. In the context of the COVID-19 pandemic, and due to government stimulus packages and the emergence of new formal channels for sending remittances, remittances proved resilient in 2020.
Because of these characteristics, remittances from European countries did not suffer the same impacts of the economic recession in 2020, rising from USD 161 billion in 2018 to USD 201 billion in 2020, a 44 percent increase. The top contributor of remittances in absolute terms was Germany (USD 36 billion), followed by the United Kingdom (USD 32 billion) and France (USD 25 billion). Six of the 27 European countries contributed more than USD 10 billion in remittances; sixteen contributed between USD 1 billion and USD 10 billion; and the remaining five countries contributed less than USD 1 billion (Figure 7).
Figure 7: REMITTANCES BY COUNTRY (in millions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

When considering remittances as a share of GNI, only 3 of the top 10 countries for remittance outflows in absolute terms remain in the top 10: Spain, Switzerland, and Belgium. The country with the largest remittance outflows as a share of GNI was Luxembourg (4.73%), followed by Serbia (4.68%) and Montenegro (3.83%). In 14 of the 27 European countries, remittances constituted larger than 1 percent of GNI; the remaining 13 countries ranged from 0.94 percent to 0.34 percent (Figure 8).

Figure 8: REMITTANCES BY COUNTRY (as a share of gross national income)


Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

Of the USD 201 billion in remittances sent from migrants in European countries, 53 percent (USD 107 billion) was sent to high-income countries, while 47 percent (USD 94 billion) was sent to non-high-income countries. In only one-third (9) of the 27 countries, more remittances were sent to non-high-income than high-income countries. Most of the 10 countries with the largest remittance outflows remained in the top when excluding remittances sent to high-income countries, except Türkiye (Figure 10).

Figure 9: REMITTANCES TO HIGH INCOME VS NON-HIGH-INCOME COUNTRIES (in millions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)






















Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker



3.1.4. [bookmark: _Toc138453603]Private Capital Investment
Of the 27 European countries included in the report, 17 had available data on private capital outflows in 2020 and one (Denmark) had data from 2019. Private capital investment plays a critical role in financing international development, and it has risen significantly since the 1990s. However, private capital investment was the resource flow most impacted by the economic turmoil associated with the COVID-19 pandemic (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, 2023b; UNCTAD, 2021; Koçak & Barış-Tüzemen, 2022). As a result of the economic crisis, a decline in investment value, and a reduction in the amount of foreign direct investment, private capital investment from European countries fell 44 percent during the period covered in this report, from USD 75 billion in 2018 to USD 42 billion in 2020.
Germany had the highest private capital investment outflow in 2020 with USD 15 billion, followed by Spain (USD 11 billion) and France (USD 5 billion). Four countries had negative outflows, or positive inflows, in 2020: Austria (USD -1.5 billion), Portugal (USD -0.8 billion), Switzerland (USD -0.8 billion), and the United Kingdom (USD -1 million) (Figure 10). 
Figure 10: PRIVATE CAPITAL INVESTMENT BY COUNTRY (in millions of inflation-adjusted 2020 US dollars)

Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

When considering private capital investment  as a share of GNI, 9 of the top 10 countries in absolute terms remain in the top 10. Most of the rankings shift, except Spain which was second in both cases. Hungary, an emerging market, had the largest private capital investment  as a share of GNI at 1.98 percent, tripling its private capital outflows since 2018 (0.60%).
Figure 11: PRIVATE CAPITAL INVESTMENT BY COUNTRY (as a share of gross national income)


Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker

3.2. [bookmark: _Toc138453604]Recipients of Cross-Border Philanthropy
3.2.1. [bookmark: _Toc138453605]Cross-Border Philanthropy by Charitable Cause
Fourteen of the 47 countries included in the global-level research had available data on cross-border giving by charitable causes, and only four were European: Austria, Belgium, France, and Spain. In general, there is a lack of data availability on cross-border giving to specific causes, and most of the available data does not align this information explicitly to the SDGs. This highlights the severe lack of data availability on the SDGs eight years following the adoption of the UN 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development framework.
Table 3 shows the charitable causes that were listed as one of the top 3 recipient causes in the specified countries. Health was the most commonly supported charitable cause among European countries (3 countries), followed by education (2 countries) and social infrastructure (2 countries). Education and health are also the top two causes at the global level, and they align directly with SDG 4 (Quality education) and SDG 3 (Good health and well-being) respectively. However, at the global level, Austria and France were still the only two countries to contribute to social infrastructure. While religion was the third-most supported cause globally, no European country specified it in their top 3 causes.
Table 3: DATA ON CROSS-BORDER PHILANTHROPIC OUTFLOWS BY TOP CHARITABLE CAUSE
	Charitable Causes
	Number of Countries
	Countries

	Health
	3
	Austria, Belgium, Spain

	Education
	2
	France, Spain

	Social infrastructure
	2
	Austria, France

	Humanitarian Aid and Emergency Response (including COVID-19 responses)
	1
	Austria

	International Affairs and Development
	1
	France



Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker
3.2.2. [bookmark: _Toc138453606]Recipient Regions of Cross-Border Philanthropy
Data on cross-border giving to specific beneficiary countries or regions is also limited: 19 of the 47 countries at the global level had available data broken down by recipient regions, of which 9 were European. 
Table 4 shows recipient regions of cross-border philanthropy by the number of European countries that specified it among the top 3 recipients of their cross-border philanthropy. The top regional recipient was Europe (7 countries), followed by Africa (6 countries) and the Middle East and North Africa (3 countries). While Europe and Africa were among the top 3 recipient regions at the global level, Asia was more commonly supported than Middle East and North Africa. 
Table 4: DATA ON CROSS-BORDER PHILANTHROPIC OUTFLOWS BY TOP RECIPIENT REGION
	Recipient Region
	Number of Countries
	Countries

	Europe
	7
	Austria, Bosnia & Herzegovina, Croatia, Montenegro, North Macedonia, Serbia, Türkiye

	Africa
	6
	Austria, Bosnia & Herzegovina, Croatia, France, Spain, Türkiye

	Middle East & North Africa
	3
	France, Spain, Türkiye

	North America
	2
	France, Spain

	Asia
	1
	Austria

	Latin America & Caribbean
	1
	Spain



Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker
4. [bookmark: _Toc138453607]Conclusions
The 27 European countries included in this research contributed a total of USD 366 billion across four resource flows in 2020: USD 201 billion through remittances (55% of the total), USD 107 billion through ODA (29%), followed by USD 42 billion through private capital investment (12%), and USD 16 billion through cross-border philanthropic outflows (4%). Despite the COVID-19 pandemic and the global economic turbulence, most resource flows remained stable compared to 2018. In fact, the total amount of philanthropic outflows from the 27 European countries increased by 5 percent between 2018 and 2020.
Sixteen of the 27 European countries saw an increase in philanthropic outflows between 2018 and 2020. An additional country, Norway, had philanthropic outflows increase as a share of GNI despite a decrease in absolute terms. Five countries had a greater than 100 percent increase in philanthropic outflows, most of which were Balkans countries: Serbia, Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, North Macedonia, and Portugal. These five countries were also the top countries when considering the percent increase in philanthropic outflows as a share of GNI. In absolute terms, the largest increases were observed in the United Kingdom (an increase of USD 990 million), France (USD 433 million), and Germany (USD 415 million). The 11 countries which experienced a decrease in philanthropic outflows between 2018 and 2020 ranged from a 7 percent decline (the Netherlands) to a 72 percent decline (Ireland). In eight countries, the percent change of philanthropic outflows as a share of GNI was greater than the percent increase of philanthropic outflows in absolute terms, which might suggest that outflows were able to increase despite a reduction in GNI.
In both absolute terms and as a share of GNI, the United Kingdom contributed the most philanthropic outflows in 2020, contributing nearly USD 6 billion to cross-border philanthropy, or more than 0.20 percent of the country’s GNI. Focusing on the most supported charitable causes, countries where data were available supported health and education, which aligns with the global findings. Interestingly, the most frequently supported region was Europe, followed by Africa. This is likely due to the fact that within Europe there is a high level of immigration and are several mechanisms that facilitate cross-border giving (Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2022).
5. [bookmark: _Toc138453608]Limitations and Future Research
While this paper includes data on cross-border philanthropy from 27 European countries, the data quality varied and the different methodologies used by the data providers also made data comparison challenging (Table 5).  
Table 5: DATA QUALITY BY COUNTRY
	Country
	Data Quality

	Albania
	++++

	Austria
	+++

	Belgium
	+++

	Bosnia and Herzegovina
	++++

	Croatia
	++++

	Czech Republic
	++

	Denmark
	+++

	Finland
	++

	France
	++++

	Germany
	+++

	Greece
	N/A

	Hungary
	++++

	Ireland
	++

	Italy
	++++

	Luxembourg
	++

	Montenegro
	++++

	The Netherlands
	++++

	North Macedonia
	++++

	Norway
	++

	Portugal
	N/A

	Serbia
	++++

	Slovak Republic
	++

	Spain
	++++

	Sweden
	+

	Switzerland
	+++

	Türkiye
	++++

	United Kingdom
	++++


Source: Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, 2023 Global Philanthropy Tracker
It is also clear that there is a dearth of data on cross-border giving to charitable causes and recipient regions in general. Out of the 27 countries, only four countries had data on charitable causes—and none of them had data specific to the SDGs—and only nine had data on recipient countries or regions. Additionally, while specific causes such as climate change and racial justice have become increasingly relevant in the field of philanthropy, data is extremely limited for such causes. Thus, capturing the magnitude of giving to new and emerging causes is challenging even in Europe.
Several research centers and data providers have already started revising their methodologies to focus on collecting and providing data on new charitable causes to the public (Candid, n.d.; ClimateWorks Foundation, 2022; Philanthropic Initiative for Racial Equity, 2019). Furthermore, to facilitate the usage of the SDG language and encourage SDG data collection and reporting, the SDG Philanthropy Platform created the “SDG Indicator Wizard” to translate and align an organization’s achievements and goals into the language of the SDGs. Recently, several international organizations and data providers have aimed to provide better information on giving to the SDGs at the regional and global levels as well (SDG Funders, n.d.; Arab Foundations Forum, 2023; East Africa Philanthropy Network, 2022).
This significant lack of public data on cross-border giving presents an ongoing challenge to fully understanding the scale and scope of cross-border giving. Thus, the authors aim to promote data sharing and transparency and to initiate conversation about building infrastructure for systematic data collection and establishing international standards for data reporting across Europe and around the world. Improving data availability and quality in the long term could lead to more accurate research on cross-border giving and support the international donor community to make informed, data-driven decisions.
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