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1  Introduction
Human influences on the natural system are altering 
biophysical processes and humanity is facing substantial 
challenges, including climate change, pollution and 
degradation of critical ecosystem services [1]. A transition 
towards sustainability is urgently needed, including 
pathways towards reduced resource use, while enabling 
and increasing human well-being [2]. While efforts to 
improve our understanding of sustainability to provide 
guidance on such transition pathways have been 
substantial, operable and integrative approaches to link 
human and environmental systems remain scarce.

The relevance of jointly addressing processes of 
the environmental and societal domains has often been 
noted [3-6], however the integration of domains remains 
challenging. Sustainability is commonly analysed 
using a three-pillar approach, differentiating economic, 
environmental and social sustainability. While the 
integrative nature of sustainability studies is stressed, 
the focus of assessments is often on the environmental 
components and representations of the social aspects are 
much less elaborated [7-9]. Social sustainability has been 
described as the satisfaction of an extended set of human 
needs [10,11] and ‟has to do with improving or maintaining 
the quality of life of people’’ [12]. However, indicators to 
represent social aspects are often inconsistent [13] or seem 
arbitrary and motivated by political reasons, rather than 
scientific ones [10,14].

Impacts of climate change on livelihood conditions 
and human well-being are determined by processes in 
both, the environmental and societal domains [15], yet 
linkages remain insufficiently explored. On the one hand, 
development pathways, which are followed in order to 
improve livelihood conditions and increase human well-
being, are often associated with emissions of greenhouse 
gases and are an underlying cause of climate change [16]. 
Reductions in human welfare and prosperity are feared, if 
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strong mitigation measures to tackle climate change are 
implemented [17]. On the other hand, manifestations of 
climate change through impacts on natural and societal 
sectors have direct and indirect effects on human well-
being. Climate impact studies show that climate change 
may threaten important aspects of peoples’ livelihoods 
and may have severe repercussions for our current 
lifestyles [18,19]. In order to reduce negative consequences, 
strategies to adapt to existing and anticipated impacts can 
be developed. However, if such adaptation strategies are 
devised in an unsustainable manner, these can further 
exacerbate climate change and degradation, leading to 
maladaptation [20]. Integrative assessment methods, 
which allow to assess the indirect effect of adaptation are 
thus important, in order to increase human well-being, 
while promoting sustainable development.

While the important position of well-being and 
human livelihoods within human- environmental systems 
is recognized, so far an integrative and systematic 
measure of livelihoods and well-being is unavailable. 
Many approaches exist which outline important 
constituents of fulfilled human livelihoods and provide 
information on the relevance of each aspect for attaining 
human well-being (see for example [21]). However, 
existing approaches originate from different disciplines, 
leading to differing foci in the selection of components. 
Various definitions of the terms livelihoods, well-being 
and human needs exist, which often overlap or are used 
synonymously (see Section 2). In the remainder of the 
paper we use the term well-being as a representative of 
the concepts. Further, approaches remain conceptual and 
qualitative, making a systematic quantification difficult. 
Generally, interdisciplinary topics require the integration 
of knowledge from different disciplines, but should also 
result in the formation of new knowledge or approaches, 
applicable in several disciplines [22]. On the one hand, 
interdisciplinary topics need to be formalized in a way 
that is applicable and quantifiable. On the other hand, 
such a formalization needs to be sufficiently flexible to be 
adjusted to the various fields of application.

In the case of human well-being and livelihoods, an 
additional challenge are the various inter-linkages that 
exist between determinants that constitute human well-
being, as well as linkages to external processes, such as 
climate change. We propose to address the topic using 
a systems thinking approach, which promotes the idea 
of seeing the parts of a system as a whole and focussing 
on processes and relationships between system parts 
[23]. Work on the food-energy-water nexus, for example, 
underlines the importance of such an approach, especially 
in coupled human-environmental systems [24,25]. System 

thinking methods have been applied in various contexts of 
sustainability assessments, including settlement planning 
[26], urban regions  [27] and sustainable transport [28], but 
are novel in the context of addressing human well-being, 
where conceptual and qualitative approaches prevail and 
linkages to processes in the environmental domain are 
usually not included.

Existing approaches linking indicators of human well-
being to processes of global change and sustainability 
often fall short in (I) substantially defining components of 
human well-being and (II) translating existing causalities 
into an integrated mathematical representation. The 
aim of the present paper is thus to develop an approach 
to assess the conditions for Adequate Human livelihood 
conditions for Well-being And Development (AHEAD) 
by a consistent set of elements, which allow to relate 
processes of the environmental domain to human well-
being. We focus on the systematic identification of 
elements and explore the associations and inter-linkages 
between them, thus contributing both to the integration 
as well as the formation of inter-disciplinary research. 
We exemplify how the AHEAD approach can contribute 
to understanding the impacts of climate change on well-
being. The AHEAD approach can address a range of scales 
from global to local, however it does not take into account 
individual aspects of human well-being. 

As a first step, we identify those (measurable) 
elements, which constitute essential requirements for 
AHEAD conditions (Section 2). We base the analysis on a 
comprehensive literature review, to derive scientifically 
valid determinants of AHEAD. We then look in detail on 
inter-linkages and relationships between the identified 
elements, again based on scientific findings, using a 
systems thinking approach (Section 3). The paper outlines 
how such an approach can be developed on a global scale 
and outlines generally valid elements, inter-linkages 
and potential dynamics. Elements and inter-linkages 
are presented in generic way, providing the basis for a 
first consistent formalization and quantification of the 
concept. To underline the importance of viewing AHEAD 
as an interconnected system and to look at the linkages 
between elements, we discuss selected examples of 
climate change impacts (Section 3.2). We critically discuss 
the results in Section 4 and summarize the main findings 
in a brief conclusion (Section 5).

2  Identifying elements of AHEAD
On the basis of a range of available approaches to measure 
human well-being, needs and livelihoods, we identify 
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essential requirements for AHEAD. For the purpose of a 
generally applicable framework, the elements should 
be globally valid, regardless of cultural differences and 
rooted in scientific findings. Following the definition 
of Wisner et al. (2004) [29], AHEAD describes access to  
‟an income and/or bundles of resources that can be used or 
exchanged to satisfy needs. This may involve information, 
cultural knowledge, social networks and legal rights 
as well as tools, land or other physical resources’’, thus 
representing an extended set of needs required for human 
well-being and social sustainability [10].

To identify those approaches relevant to defining 
elements of AHEAD, we perform a qualitative literature 
review [30]. As we aim to identify a set of operable 
dimensions, we look for approaches that specifically list 
elements which contribute to AHEAD. Using combinations 
of the initial search terms ‛human’, ‛well-being, ‛needs’, 
‛livelihoods’ and searching title and abstract, we 
screen the results according to the following criteria:  
(1) human-centred (explicit focus on human well-being) 
(2) global applicability (3) transferability (4) explicit 
multi-dimensionality and (5) plausible foundation and 
accessible documentation. Our initial keyword search 
returned over 900 results in the database of www.scirus.
com. The results originate from a variety of disciplines. 
Hence, significant differences in terms of framing, 
tangibility and applicability exist. A very important aspect 
becoming apparent when screening the results is the 
fact that terminology is not straightforward: on the one 
hand, the same term is used to describe different things 
(homonyms) (see e.g. for the term well-being [31,32]). 
On the other hand, many terms exist to describe similar 
and overlapping concepts (synonyms), e.g. quality of life 
[33], well-being [34], livelihoods [29] or human security 
[35], which are often used interchangeably [36] (see also 
[21,35,37]. The initial keyword search was thus extended to 
a forward and backward search, screening the references 
of the identified important approaches in order to detect 
additional approaches, which may not be covered through 
the applied keywords.

After screening the initial results, as well as the 
additional approaches from the forward/backward search 
according to criteria 1 through 5, a total of 11 approaches 
could be identified, on which a measure of AHEAD can be 
based (detailed descriptions in Table S1, Supplementary), 
namely Maslow’s Theory of Human Motivation [38], the 
Basic Human Needs Approach [39-41], Human Scale 
Development [42,43], the Capability Approach [44-47], 
Human Security [35,48,49], Sustainable Livelihoods 
[50,51], Quality of Life (QoL) [33,52], Subjective Well-Being 
(SWB) ([53], cited in [21]), the Millennium Ecosystem 

Assessment [54], Dimensions of Poverty [55] and the 
Measurement of Economic Performance and Social 
Progress  [56].

Many articles are concerned with describing and 
defining human well-being and livelihoods, however 
only few specifically outline and list relevant elements 
and determinants, which was the main restriction on the 
number of approaches directly suitable for the analysis 
(criterion 4: explicit multi-dimensionality). Therefore not 
all important contributions have been directly included to 
define dimensions of AHEAD, but after the comprehensive 
review it appears that all important aspects are covered 
through the sample. Several studies which are relevant 
to the topic, but are not applicable for the analysis, as 
they do not fit the five criteria introduced above, support 
the identified elements relevant to measure AHEAD (e.g. 
[10,57,58]).

The 11 identified approaches to define elements of 
human well-being and livelihood requirements differ 
in terms of scope as well as terminology. However, each 
approach provides a specific list of elements relevant 
to human well-being, along with descriptions of the 
meaning and purpose of each element. This provides 
the basis on which to compare approaches and identify 
synonyms which are used to describe the elements in each 
approach. Some elements are included consistently in the 
majority of approaches, e.g. there is agreement on the 
need for subsistence, including elements such as water, 
food and air or the need to be healthy and have access 
to health care. Societal aspects, such as participation or 
social protection are also referred to in the majority of 
approaches, however here the framing and the definitions 
diverge more.

We grouped equivalent and similar elements of 
well-being identified in the samples according to the 
descriptions in the corresponding literature. From this 
grouping, nine key elements emerge (Figure 1, see also 
Table S1 and S2 (Supplementary Material) for detailed 
descriptions).

Of the nine groups of elements, social cohesion is 
most consistently included in the 11 selected approaches 
(10 out of 11). Further, the aspects of subsistence, health/
health care, economic stability, security (all 8 out of 11) 
and political stability/freedom/participation (7 out of 11) 
are clearly important. The elements of social protection, 
education (5) and shelter (4) are less consistently named 
in the approaches, however, they are often mentioned 
implicitly, e.g. through ‛material living standards’ [56]. 
Those aspects which clearly refer to individual aspects 
of human well-being (e.g. family, romantic relationships) 
are not included, as this would require a different scale 
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of analysis. For individual well-being, these aspects 
play a critical role. To depict the general conditions and 
resources, both tangible and intangible, which provide 
a basis on which well-being can be attained, individual 
factors cannot be accounted for (for a list of all aspects from 
all approaches see Table S1, Supplementary Material).

To achieve measurability, some of the key elements 
shown in Figure 1 have to be further differentiated. 
Especially the aspects of subsistence have to be assessed 
separately. We therefore distinguish water availability, 
water quality, calorie availability and air quality. Further, 
we distinguish political stability from participation. 
We also include three additional elements, which are 
not directly mentioned in any approach, but are of 
increasing importance in a globalized world, namely 
energy availability [59,60], communication [61] as well as 
mobility [62]. In total, 16 measurable elements of AHEAD 
emerge from the analysis. Table S2 (Supplementary 

Material) gives further detailed support for identified 
elements for AHEAD, underlining their relevance as well 
as the respective literature sources.

While income is sometimes included as a separate 
requirement, for our approach we draw on findings from 
research on the relationship of subjective well-being and 
income, which indicate that wealth contributes to well-
being and happiness up to where basic needs are met, but 
no strong direct correlation is apparent [53,63,64]. That is 
also reflected in the approach to the Human Development 
Index (HDI), for example, where GDP is included at log-
scale [65]. The importance of access to basic material 
goods within AHEAD is covered through the element of 
economic stability as well as the availability of essential 
resources (e.g. food, water) and infrastructure (e.g. 
shelter). Several elements may however have a dimension 
of affordability, as monetary resources may be used/
needed to access them [66,67].

Figure 1: Key elements of requirements for human well-being as identified from relevant literature, sorted by coverage from the approaches. 
Colored bubbles depict, which approach identifies the respective element. The alphabetical order of the approaches (left) is identical to the 
order of the bubbles in clockwise direction, starting at 12 o’clock.

Bereitgestellt von | Bibliothek des Wissenschaftsparks Albert Einstein
Angemeldet

Heruntergeladen am | 21.05.15 11:34



102    T.K. Lissner et al.

3  Relationships between the 
elements of AHEAD
While the identification of AHEAD elements in itself 
is important and each aspect is an essential factor for 
adequate living conditions, the elements are also highly 
interconnected and a holistic view gives important insights 
into the overall system of AHEAD conditions. We therefore 
investigate the relationships between the identified 
elements, using a system thinking approach [23,68,69]. 
Such an approach can increase the understanding of 
processes within a system and show how external effects 
propagate through the system, as isolated assessments 
of single processes can ignore important feedbacks or 
secondary impacts.

The use of an influence matrix, as proposed by 
Vester (2007) [23], requires detailed knowledge of the 
relevant system components and general relationships 
between variables (elements). We perform an additional 
literature search to find sufficient scientific evidence 
for the directed relationships between elements. 
The scale and scope of the present exemplification 
of the approach only allow for connections, which 
are generally valid on a global scale and for which 
scientific evidence could be found. Other associations 
may exist at different spatial scales or may not have 
been documented in the literature.

In the AHEAD approach, the system is characterized 
by a definite set of elements that are interconnected 
within a defined boundary. As we show in Section 3.2, 
external effects may impact the system state, but are not 
considered in the initial assessment of system associations 
and interconnections.

3.1  Identification of associations and 
linkages

The system boundaries of AHEAD are defined, so that all 
variables are part of the system, while outside effects are 
initially not considered. The question we are addressing 
is whether conditions are adequate for human well-being 
and livelihoods.

Clearly, AHEAD is nested within other systems, and 
important processes come from the ecological and the 
political environment. According to the definition of the 
system boundary, activity and connectivity of outside 
factors are initially not considered and only direct 
relationships are included. The system is first formalized 
within the defined boundaries, then outside effects on the 
system are assessed.

Using the influence matrix, the existence of a relationship 
between each element is denoted. For the purpose of an 
exemplification with generally valid relationships, we use 
two classes with 0 = no documented relationship and 1 = 
documented relationship, drawing on scientifically rooted, 
general findings on existing relationships. In regional 
to local applications of the approach, context-specific 
intensities and graduations of the relationships could further 
be differentiated, using expert knowledge or regionally 
specific assessments. The influence matrix is a square matrix 
Mij, containing the system variables 1 to n in identical order 
in rows (i) and columns (j), in which identified relationships 
are denoted. Using this matrix, it becomes possible to rank 
the system components according to their activity and 
connectivity within the system.

   (1)    (2) 
 

From the row sums AS (active sums) (Equation 1) and 
column sums PS (passive sums) (Equation 2), the degree of 
connectivity P (Equation 3) as well as the degree of activity 
Q (Equation 4) of all components can be calculated.

 P = AS x PS   (3)   P = AS x PS    (4) 

The connectivity P provides a measure of 
interconnectedness of the system components: higher 
values stand for a high degree of interconnection of 
the respective variable into the system, while variables 
with low connectivity P are least relevant for the overall 
system. The degree of activity Q gives important insights 
into the properties and position of each variable within 
the system. Active components (Q > 1) influence many 
other system components, but are influenced only by 
few elements. Opposed to this, passive components (Q < 
1) have a weaker influence on other system components, 
but may be heavily influenced [68,69]. Identified linkages 
are shown in the influence matrix in Figure 2 (for detailed 
explanations and literature sources for the documented 
linkages see Table S3, Supplementary Material).
From the determined inter-linkages, the activity measures 
P (Equation 3) and connectivity measures Q (Equation 
4) are calculated. Indirect connections, where changes 
are effected through an intermediate element, are 
not accounted for with additional linkages within the 
matrix. Results denoted in the influence matrix can be 
visualized in an influence diagram (Figure 3), with the 
degree of activity Q denoted on the x-axis and the degree 
of connectivity P denoted on the y-axis. Four main zones 
can be differentiated within the plot, according to the 
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activity and connectivity of elements (Z1 to Z4). These 
groups provide a first indication of the each element’s 
position within the system, relative to all other system 
components. With regard to the degree of activity, the 
zones differentiate active and passive elements (Q >/< 1). 
The identification of highly connected elements is based 
on the average connectivity of all elements. In the case of 
the present system of AHEAD the value of 6.25.

Elements in the lower left corner (Z1) of the plot are the 
least active and least connected. Elements in the upper left 
corner (Z2) describe those elements, which are strongly 
influenced by other elements of the system, however they 
have little influence themselves. These variables present 
good indicators of the state of the system. Compared to 
that, elements in the lower right corner of the plot (Z3) 
strongly influence the overall state of the system, but are 
less affected by influences of other parts. Elements within 
this zone can thus point to good intervention points, as 
investments in the improvement of those elements can 
most actively have positive influences on other parts. The 
top right corner (Z4) is most active as well as connected 
within the system. Elements within this zone are both 
influenced by other variables, and in turn also effect 
stronger influences on other elements. They can lead to 

strong feedback effects, but also may have most leverage 
for effective interventions.

Of the 16 elements of AHEAD, five elements actively 
influence other components within the AHEAD system 
(Z3/Z4), while 9 elements are passive within the system 
(three of those are omitted from the plot, as both Q and 
P have a value of 0). The elements water quality and 
mobility have a Q-value of 1 and are thus neither passive, 
nor active. In terms of connectivity, seven elements are 
highly connected, while 9 have low to zero connectivity. Of 
the passive elements, five also have a low connectivity are 
thus less relevant from a systems perspective. The other 
five passive elements are found in Z2 and therefore may 
provide good indicator variables to describe and monitor 
the state of the system. Such elements are dependent 
on other parts of the system and subject to feedbacks 
from changes in other elements. Security of person, for 
example results from stable and secure situations in other 
system parts. The two active elements social protection 
and communication in Z3 are not highly connected, thus 
providing potential efficient and controllable intervention 
points. Changes in these elements may have strong 
effects on the rest of the system, but are less influenced 
by the system components themselves. Such elements are 

Figure 2: Influence Matrix of the AHEAD system. Based on available scientific evidence (Table S2, Supplementary), valid relationships 
between elements are denoted with the number 1. PS and AS represent the passive and active scores of elements, Q represents their degree 
of activity and P represent their degree of connectivity.
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highly relevant for the system in terms of their potential 
to significantly change the overall system state and low 
connectivity does not refer to the importance of an element 
within the system. The results of our analysis places the 
elements energy availability, water availability and social 
cohesion into Z4, which are also amongst those elements 
recognized as most essential for human well-being in the 
literature.

3.2  Impact pathways of change

The influence diagram (Figure 3) gives important insights 
into the degree of integration of each element. Further 
insight can be gained by looking in more detail into the 
properties of the relationships. Causal loop diagrams 
visualize the direction and types of the connections and can 
help in identifying impact pathways or possible feedback 
effects. To further illustrate the relevance of a systems 
thinking approach for AHEAD, we show how changes in 
single elements can propagate through the system and 
have indirect effects on other system components.

Several elements are directly sensitive to climate 
change impacts. These elements are also amongst those, 
which are most closely related to environmental and 

economic sustainability and provide obvious linkage 
points between the pillars of sustainability. Water 
availability, for example, is especially at risk of adverse 
effects of climate change and is projected to change in the 
future [70], as precipitation patterns and temperatures 
change. At the same time, water pollution is one of the 
most pressing environmental problems, which reduces 
resource availability for human use [71]. Energy as the 
most active and connected element within the system, 
is core challenge of sustainable development: energy 
availability is critical for general development and as 
an input for a range of human activities and needs, but 
also contributes actively to environmental degradation 
and pollution, as well as resource use [72]. It is also an 
essential income generating factor and contributes to 
economic prosperity. At the same time, energy availability 
is both directly and indirectly affected by climate change, 
in terms of production as well as consumption [73]. 

An integrated view of the system properties can 
illustrate how impacts on single components may 
propagate through the system and have secondary effects. 
Using the example of climate change and its effects on 
water availability, we outline potential impact pathways 
and their relevance for AHEAD, visualized in Figure 4.

Figure 3: Influence diagram of activity and connectivity of the elements of AHEAD. Elements with Q=0 and P=0 are omitted (air quality, 
health care, shelter). For visibility, the elements ‛political stability’ – ‛security of person’, ‛education’ – ‛calorie availability,  as well as ‛water 
quality’ – ‛mobility’ have been moved apart slightly, but actually have identical positions. Since the plot provides an overview of the posi-
tions of element relative to all other system components, there are no units given for the axis. Values correspond to those given in Table 1.
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Water availability directly influences energy 
production, as the latter relies on water for cooling, 
growing biomass for energy and water for hydro-power 
[74]. Reduced water availability can thus reduce energy 
availability through multiple pathways. Reliable access to 
energy can increase time for learning after dark [75] as it 
reduces time for the collection of fuel wood, for example, 
[76,77] and can thus increase education. Sufficient water 
availability can also directly influence education, as 
time is freed to attend school instead of collecting water 
resources [78]. The link between water availability and 
education is further enhanced through the availability 
of sufficient calories: agriculture and food production 
critically depend on water availability and availability of 
food can affect learning capacity and school attendance 
[79,80]. In turn, basic education is a prerequisite to access 
important services and to contribute to societal stability 
[81]. For example, higher levels of education seem to 
increase likelihood for voting and other ways of civic 
participation and understanding seems to be key to be 
able to access existing channels of communication [82]. 
Education enhances job skills, or the ability to acquire 
them, and thus secures better economic positions to 
ensure (personal) economic stability. On a higher level, 
better educated personnel will ensure economic reliability 
and availability of skilled workers to keep productivity up 
[83].

There are indications that water scarcity directly 
influences the potential for conflicts and political stability 
[84]. However, this relationship is a topic of scientific 
discussion and cooperative water management is more 
frequent than (violent) conflict [85]. Adequate access to 
sufficient water reduces time spent to acquire water and 
generally raise health status, so more time can be spent 
on generating household income and ensure economic 
stability [78,86]. A lack of economic and political stability 
can increase the likelihood of conflicts and thus reduces 
personal security [87,88]. Impacts on personal security 
can further derive from reduced energy availability, as 
the availability of electric street lights after dark can 
significantly improve security, especially of women [77]. In 
this chain of processes, changes in water availability can 
thus have far reaching and potentially unexpected indirect 
impacts on single AHEAD elements and the overall system.

4  Discussion
A systematic approach to integrate human well-being 
into assessments is of high importance, however, 
existing concepts and approaches are currently not in 
an appropriate form for application in sustainability and 
climate change research. Disciplinary assessments of 
human well-being requirements are often based on limited 
theories of human well-being and topical foci or political 

Figure 4: Exemplary pathway of impacts of changes in water availability on selected elements of AHEAD.
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reasons guide the definition elements [10,89]. Integrating 
knowledge from a range of disciplines, we show that 
commonalities between approaches can be identified and 
that the consolidation and aggregation of approaches 
from different disciplines is possible. We identify the 
core elements and translate them into measurable 
components to represent human well-being and needs for 
sustainability in an operable and consistent way. While 
the single components of the proposed framework all 
provide essential resources for human welfare separately, 
processes and associations between system components 
prove to be important for the assessment of AHEAD 
conditions. Based on scientific evidence, we are able 
to show how the system components are interrelated. 
The system view allows identifying impact pathways 
and can thus provide important insights for climate 
change and sustainability science, by formalizing the 
process pathways and making visible indirect effects and 
interactions.

The analysis of a system by means of an influence 
matrix allows to point towards properties of the 
system components, which are relevant for the policy 
process. Policy options in general are often constrained 
by limited resources, thus efficient and high impact 
measures and actions which maximize human well-
being and development should be favored. At the same 
time, knowledge of possible side-effects or feedbacks is 
important to avoid unintended outcomes. The degree of 
connectedness and activity of the system components can 
give such insights [68,69]. Social cohesion, for example, 
has been shown to have an important contribution to 
reducing the fragility of nation states [90] and is also 
associated to a significantly higher health status of 
the community [91]. In our results, social cohesion is 
identified as a highly active element of AHEAD. It is also 
most consistently included as an important element of 
human well-being and needs.

The four zones in Figure 3 can be differentiated and 
especially elements in Z2 through Z4 can become relevant 
in a decision-making context. Elements in Z2 are not 
very active within the system, however, they are highly 
connected and are affected by changes in other elements. 
These elements can be helpful as indicators of the 
system state, as changes in the overall system are usually 
reflected here. Our results place the elements security of 
person and political stability in Z3, for example. Both have 
been found to diminish as a consequence of inadequate 
societal, economic and political realities [92]. They thus 
reflect the fact, that living conditions are declining. 
Directly investing in either of these elements, however, 
has little consequence for the system, as feedbacks from 

other elements will quickly dampen investments made. 
Elements in Z3, on the other hand, are little affected by 
system components, but can have a strong leverage 
effect, as they are actively influencing other elements and 
investments are dampened less through influence from 
other system elements. The two most active and connected 
elements within the framework, water availability and 
energy availability (both in Z4), are central to the challenge 
of a transition towards sustainability and also directly 
sensitive to climate change. Elements in Z4 are intensively 
interacting with system parts, and active interventions at 
these points often have strong effects, but feedbacks have 
to be expected. This is important information for policy-
makers, for example, as potential side-effects can be 
taken into account if such properties are known.

In the case of water availability and use, for example, 
this is well reflected in the extensive body of research 
devoted to integrated water resources management 
(IWRM), which has the purpose of modelling many of 
these interactions. When reacting to the impacts of climate 
change on these sectors, for example, an integrated system 
view can make visible some of the potential pathways 
within AHEAD and reduce unintended consequences 
of adaptation interventions. The fact that energy, water 
and also calorie availability are not only essential human 
subsistence needs, but are also strongly interconnected is 
well documented [24,93]. 

The approach is an important contribution in several 
ways. The consistent set of AHEAD indicators contributes 
to reducing current shortcomings in the measurement 
of social sustainability, regarding the arbitrariness of 
currently used indicators [10]. Further, linkages between 
the three pillars of sustainability can be assessed. As we 
were able to show with the example of water availability, 
changes in external factors, like climate change, can affect 
human well-being both directly and indirectly. Focussing 
on inter-linkages and associations between elements, the 
presented approach allows to assess how changes in one 
element propagate through the system and lead to indirect 
effects and potential feedbacks.

While the approach gives some important insight, it 
also has several limitations. We are aware that the present 
framework is stylized and therefore provides a simplified 
model of real world processes. The results are valid at a 
generalized and global scale, but cannot reflect local or 
regional characteristics, which of course play an important 
role for individual and subjective human well-being. In 
order for the approach to provide applicable results to 
inform the potential policy-decision, localised case-study 
applications, taking into account local specificities and 
drawing on expert knowledge would be required. In its 
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present form it provides the first step of a formalization 
and provides a starting point for a subsequent detailed 
and rigorous analysis. Several limitations apply to the 
present identification of associations between elements. 
For the present implementation, these are solely based 
on scientific literature. On the one hand, this means that 
additional association may exist, which have not been 
documented. On the other hand, the underlying analyses 
which document existing association also use different 
methods in order to establish potential causalities. Such 
differences may lead to uncertainties and differences 
in the quality of the underlying assumptions. Such 
aspects would need additional consideration in a further 
elaboration of the approach. Additionally, association 
may vary according to regional specificities or cultural 
influences.

For the purpose of outlining and developing the 
approach, we denoted all relationships with the number 1, 
regardless of the intensity of the relationship. The present 
results therefore do not provide information on the strength 
or direction of the interaction. If more specific information 
on the relative intensity of connections is available, for 
example in regional or local applications of the approach, 
graduations or increments between 0 and 1 can be used 
within the influence matrix, thus further refining the 
specific positions of the elements within the system. 
Similarly, in a regional or local context additional (or fewer) 
elements may be needed to describe AHEAD, which are 
not documented in generally valid scientific assessments. 
A participatory assessment of local interconnections, 
drawing on expert knowledge, would be a useful 
realization of the approach for example. It is important to 
note that the degree of activity/interconnectedness does 
not measure the absolute importance of the respective 
element of AHEAD. It only depicts the degree to which 
the element influences the other parts of the system, 
assuming that the system is bounded, and can thus give 
indications for where interventions may be most effective 
or where the possibility of unintended feedback may be 
high. The defined system boundaries affect the position 
of the elements within the influence matrix: the positions 
within the system may change if outside factors, additional 
elements or a different intensity of relationships are taken 
into account. Although we base our approach on a variety 
of approaches, it is possible that contrarian or alternative 
world views are not covered in the published literature 
and are consequently not covered by our approach.

The outline of elements of AHEAD as well as the 
qualitative assessment of associations and linkages 
give first important insights to interactions between 
determinants of human well-being, sustainable 

development and climate impacts. However, further 
research is needed in order to make the approach 
applicable, focussing on a case study setting. It is planned 
to implement and quantify the approach with available 
data to calculate detailed impact pathways and show 
in more detail how external impacts affect human well-
being and livelihood conditions.

5  Conclusions
We have presented a flexible formalization of human 
well-being and livelihoods, conceptualizing the aspects 
identified in an influence matrix, based on generally 
valid, scientific findings. A fundamental novel aspect of 
the approach is its foundation in a range of established 
theories of human well-being and livelihoods, ensuring a 
comprehensive representation of requirements for human 
well-being with linkages to climatic impacts. The approach 
highlights the fact that integrated methodologies have 
to be developed to improve understanding of processes 
and interlinkages at the human-nature interface. With an 
approach as the one presented here, leverage points to 
maximize human welfare while working towards the much 
needed transition towards sustainability can be identified. 
As we were able to show, the system of AHEAD elements 
is highly interlinked and well-documented direct impacts 
on important sectors, such as food, water and energy will 
directly and indirectly affect important aspects of societal 
stability. With increasing levels of global warming, hot 
spots of climate impacts have to be expected. To prioritize 
adaptation along with efforts towards sustainable 
development, systematic knowledge on the constituents 
of human well-being in essential. The AHEAD framework 
contributes to the optimization of human well-being as 
a core part of sustainable development and to reconcile 
goals of sustainability with climate adaptation and 
mitigation.

Acknowledgements: We wish to thank Eva Kirschenmann 
for her contributions to the literature study and three 
anonymous reviewers for their efforts and the important 
comments, which have significantly improved this article. 

Conflict of interest: The authors declare no conflict 
of interest. The work has been developed within a 
project funded by the German Federal Ministry of the 
Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety 
(International Climate Initiative). The funders had no role 
in study design, data collection and analysis, decision to 
publish, or preparation of the article.

Bereitgestellt von | Bibliothek des Wissenschaftsparks Albert Einstein
Angemeldet

Heruntergeladen am | 21.05.15 11:34



108    T.K. Lissner et al.

References
[1] Rockström J., Steffen W., Noone K., Planetary boundaries: 

exploring the safe operating space for humanity, Ecol. Soc., 
2009, 14 (2), 32

[2] Haberl H., Fischer-Kowalski M., Krausmann F., Martinez-Alier J., 
Winiwarter V., A socio-metabolic transition towards sustai-
nability? challenges for another great transformation, Sustain. 
Dev., 2011, 19, 1–14

[3] Folke C., Resilience: the emergence of a perspective for social–
ecological systems analyses, Glob. Environ. Chang., 2006, 16 
(3), 253–267

[4] Madrid C., Cabello V., Giampietro M., Water-use sustainability 
in: Socioecological systems: a multiscale integrated approach, 
Bioscience, 2013, 63 (1), 14–24

[5] Hummel D., Adamo S., Sherbinin A., Murphy L., Aggarwal R., 
Zulu L., Liu J., Knight K.,Inter- and transdisciplinary approaches 
to population–environment research for sustainability aims: a 
review and appraisal, Popul. Environ., 2013, 34 (4), 481–509

[6] Oldfield F., Barnosky T., The anthropocene review: Its 
significance, implications and the rationale for a new transdis-
ciplinary journal, The Anthropocene Rev., 2013, 1-5

[7] Boström M., A missing pillar? challenges in theorizing and 
practicing social sustainability: introduction to the special 
issue, Sustain. Sci. Pract. Policy, 2012, 8 (1), 3–14

[8] Cuthill M., Strengthening the ‘social’in sustainable 
development: developing a conceptual framework for social 
sustainability in a rapid urban growth region in Australia, 
Sustain. Dev., 2010, 18, 362–373

[9] Holden E., Linnerud K., The sustainable development area: 
satisfying basic needs and safeguarding ecological sustai-
nability, Sustain. Dev., 2007, 187 (15), 174–187

[10] Littig B., Griessler E., Social sustainability: a catchword 
between political pragmatism and social theory, Int. J. Sustain. 
Dev., 2005, 8, 65–79

[11] Holtz G., Brugnach M., Pahl-Wostl C., Specifying ‘regime’ — a 
framework for defining and describing regimes in transition 
research, Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change, 2008, 75 (5), 
623–643

[12] Weingaertner C., Moberg Å., Exploring social sustainability: 
learning from perspectives on urban development and 
companies and products, Sustain. Dev., Early view, 2011.

[13] Steurer R., Hametner M., Objectives and indicators in 
sustainable development strategies: similarities and variances 
across Europe, Sustain. Dev., 2011, 21, 224–241

[14] Murphy K., The social pillar of sustainable development: 
aliterature review and framework for policy analysis, Sustain. 
Sci. Pract. Policy, 2012, 8 (1), 15–29

[15] Rasmussen K., Arler F., Interdisciplinarity at the human-
environment interface, Danish J. Geogr., 2010, 110 (1), 37–45

[16] Reusser D., Costa L., Lissner T., Pradhan, Relating climate 
compatible development and human livelihood, in: Energy 
procedia - European geosciences union general assembly 2013, 
EGU Division Energy, Resources & the Environment, ERE, 2013.

[17] Lorenzoni I., Nicholson-Cole S., Whitmarsh L., Barriers 
perceived to engaging with climate change among the UK 
public and their policy implications, Glob. Environ. Chang., 
2007, 17(3–4), 445–459

[18] Schneider S.H., Semenov S., Patwardhan A., Burton I., 
Magadza C.H.D., Oppenheimer M., et al., Assessing key 
vulnerabilities and the risk from climate change, in: Climate 
change 2007: impacts, adaptation and vulnerability. 
contribution of working group II to the fourth assessment 
report of the intergovernmental panel on Climate Change, 
Parry M.L., Canziani O.F., Palutikof J., van der Linden J., Hanson 
C.E., Eds. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2007, 
779–810.

[19] O’Brien K.L., Leichenko R., Kelkar U., Venema H., Aandahl 
G., Tompkins H., Javed A., Bhadwal S., Barg S., Nygaard L., 
Mapping vulnerability to multiple stressors: climate change 
and globalization in India, Glob. Environ. Chang., 2004, 14 (4), 
303–313

[20] Barnett J., O’Neill S., Maladaptation, Glob. Environ. Chang., 
2010, 20 (2), 211–213

[21] Alkire S., Dimensions of human development, World Dev., 
2002, 30 (2), 181–205

[22] Lam J., Walker R., Hills, Interdisciplinarity in sustainability 
studies: a review, Sustain. Dev., 2012, 21, 158-176

[23] Vester F., The art of interconnected thinking. Munich, Germany: 
MCB Verlag, 2007, 300

[24] Hoff H., Understanding the nexus. background paper for the 
Bonn 2011 conference: the water, energy and food security 
nexus. Stockholm: Stockholm Environment Institute, 2011

[25] Bazilian M., et al., Measuring energy access: supporting a 
global target, 2010

[26] Coplák J., Raksanyi, Planning sustainable settlements, 
Bratislava Slavak Univ. Technol., 2003

[27] A. Wiek and C. Binder, Solution spaces for decision-making - a 
sustainability assessment tool for city-regions, Environ. Impact 
Assess. Rev., 2005, 25 (6), 589–608

[28] OECD, The economic and social implications of sustainable 
transportation, Environment Directorate, Environment Policy 
Committee, ENV/EPOC/PPC/T(99)3/FINAL/REV1, 2000, 
http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydo
cumentpdf/?cote=ENV/EPOC/PPC/T%2899%293/FINAL/
REV1&docLanguage=En

[29] Wisner B., Blaikie, Cannon T., Davis I., At Risk: natural hazards, 
people’s vulnerability and disasters, 2nd ed. New York, USA: 
Routledge, 2004

[30] Petticrew M., Roberts H., Systematic reviews in the social 
sciences: a practical guide. Blackwell Publishing, 2006

[31] de Chavez A.C., Backett-Milburn K., Parry O., Platt S., 
Understanding and researching wellbeing: its usage in 
different disciplines and potential for health research and 
health promotion, Health Educ. J., 2005, 64 (1), 70–87

[32] McMahon A., Williams, Tapsell L.C., Reviewing the meanings of 
wellbeing and wellness and their implications for food choice, 
Perspect. Public Health, 2010, 130 (6), 282–286

[33] Cummins R.A., The domains of life satisfaction: an attempt to 
order chaos, Soc. Indic. Res., 1996, 38 (3), 303–328

[34] Gasper D., Human well-being: concepts and conceptua-
lizations. discussion Paper 2004/06. Helsinki, Finland: 
UNU World Institute for Development Economics Research 
(UNU-WIDER), 2004

[35] Gasper D., Securing humanity: situating ‘human security’ as 
concept and discourse, J. Hum. Dev., 2005, 6 (2), 221–245

Bereitgestellt von | Bibliothek des Wissenschaftsparks Albert Einstein
Angemeldet

Heruntergeladen am | 21.05.15 11:34



 A systematic approach to assess human well-being   109

[36] Berenger V., Verdier-Chouchane A., Multidimensional measures 
of well-being: Standard of living and quality of life across 
countries, World Dev., 2007, 35 (7), 1259–1276

[37] Gough I., Lists and thresholds: comparing our theory of 
human need with Nussbaum’s capabilities approach. WeD 
Working Paper 01. Bath: ESRC Research Group on Wellbeing in 
Developing Countries, 2003.

[38] Maslow A.H., A theory of human motivation., Psychol. Rev., 
1943, 50(4), 370–396

[39] McHale J., McHale M.C., Meeting basic human geeds, Ann. Am. 
Acad. Pol. Soc. Sci., 1979, 442(1), 13–27

[40] Doyal L., Gough I., A theory of human needs, Crit. Soc. Policy, 
1984, 4(10), 6–38

[41] Weigel V., The basic needs approach: overcoming the poverty 
of homo oeconomicus, World Dev., 1986, 14(12), 1423–1434

[42] Max-Neef M., Development and human needs, in: Real-life 
economics: understanding wealth creation, Ekins and M. 
Max-Neef, Eds. Routledge, London, 1992, 197–213

[43] Cruz I., Stahel A., Max-Neef M., Towards a systemic 
development approach: building on the human-scale 
development paradigm, Ecol. Econ., 2009, 68 (7), 2021–2030

[44] Anand, Santos C., Smith R., The measurement of capabilities, 
in: Arguments for a better world: essays in honor of Amartya 
Sen - Volume I: Ethics, welfare and measurement, Basu K., R. 
Kanbur, Eds. Oxford, New York: Oxford University Press, 2008, 
285–310

[45] Gasper D., What is the capability approach? its core, rationale, 
partners and dangers, J. Socio. Econ., 2007, 36 (3), 335–359

[46] Sen A., Commodities and capabilities, Oxford University Press, 
1985

[47] Nussbaum M.C., Women and human development: the 
capabilities approach, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2000

[48] King G., Murray C.J.L., Rethinking human security, Polit. Sci. Q., 
2001, 116 (4), 585–610

[49] UNDP, New dimensions of human security, Hum. Dev. Rep., New 
York, USA, 1994, 22–46

[50] Scoones I., Sustainable rural livelihoods: a framework for 
analysis, Brighton, UK: IDS Working Paper 72. Institute of 
Development Studies, 1998

[51] Chambers R., Conway G.R., Sustainable rural livelihoods: 
practical concepts for the 21st century, Brighton, UK: IDS 
Discussion Paper 296. Institute of Development Studies, 1991

[52] Costanza R., Fisher B., Ali S., Beer C., Bond L., Boumans R., 
Danigelis N., Dickinson J., Elliott C., Farley J., Quality of life: 
an approach integrating opportunities, human needs, and 
subjective well-being, Ecol. Econ., 2007, 61 (2–3), 267–276

[53] Diener E., Suh E., Lucas R., Smith H., Subjective well-being: 
three decades of progress, Psychol. Bull., 1999, 125 (2), 
276–302

[54] MEA, Ecosystems and human well-being: synthesis, 
Washington, DC: Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. Island 
Press, 2005

[55] Narayan D., Chambers R., Shah M.K., Petesch, Voices of the 
poor. crying out for change, New York: Oxford University Press 
for the World Bank, 2000

[56] Stiglitz J.E., A. Sen, and J. Fitoussi, Report by the commission 
on the measurement of economic performance and social 
progress, Paris Comm. Meas. Econ. Perform. Soc. Prog., 2009

[57] O’Riordan T., Sustainability for wellbeing, Environ. Innov. Soc. 
Transitions, 2013, 6, 24–34

[58] Raworth K., A safe and just space for humanity: can we live 
within the doughnut? Oxfam Discussion Papers, 2012

[59] Pachauri S., Energy use and energy access in relation to 
poverty, Econ. Polit. Wkly., 2004, 39 (3), 271–278

[60] Diffenbaugh N.S., Human well-being, the global emissions 
debt, and climate change commitment, Sustain. Sci., 2012, 8 
(1), 135–141

[61] Horner L., Hawtin D., Puddephatt A., Information and 
communication technologies and human rights, Dir. Extern. 
Policies - Policy Dep., EXPO/B/DRO, 2010

[62] Bradbury A., Transport, mobility and social capital in 
developing countries, Proc. ICE-Engineering Sustain., 2006, 
159 (2), 79–86

[63] Diener E., Biswas-Diener R., Will money increase subjective 
well-being?, Soc. Indic. Res., 2002, 57, 119–169

[64] Easterlin R.A., McVey L.A., Switek M., Sawangfa O., Zweig J.S., 
The happiness-income paradox revisited, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U. S. A., 2010, 107 (52), 22463–22468

[65] Klugman J., Rodríguez F., Choi H.-J., The HDI 2010: new contro-
versies, old critiques, J. Econ. Inequal., 2011, 9 (2), 249–288

[66] Sullivan C.A., Calculating a water poverty index, World Dev., 
2002, 30(7), 1195–1210

[67] Kruyt B., van Vuuren D., de Vries H.J.M., Groenenberg H., 
Indicators for energy security, Energy Policy, 2009, 37 (6), 
2166–2181

[68] Cole A., The influence matrix methodology: a technical report, 
35, Palmerston North: Landcare Research Contract Report: 
LC0506/175. Prepared for: Foundation for Research, Science 
and Technology (FRST), 2006

[69] Ninck A., Bürki L., Hungerbühler R., Systemik. Integrales 
denken, konzipieren und realisieren, Orell Fuessli Verlag, 2001, 
219

[70] Bates B., Kundzewicz Z.W., Wu S., Palutikof J., Climate change 
and water. technical paper of the intergovernmental panel on 
climate change. Geneva: IPCC Secretariat, 2008

[71] Vörösmarty C.J., McIntyre B., Gessner M.O., Dudgeon D., 
Prusevich A., Green, Glidden S., Bunn S.E., Sullivan C.A., 
Liermann C.R., Davies M., Global threats to human water 
security and river biodiversity, Nature, 2010, 467, 555–561

[72] Shandas V., Meenakshi R., McSharry McGrath M., The 
implications of climate change on residential water use: a 
micro-scale analysis of Portland (OR), USA, J. Water Clim. 
Chang., 2012, 3 (3), 225–238

[73] Mideksa T.K., Kallbekken S., The impact of climate change on 
the electricity market: a review, Energy Policy, 2010, 38 (7), 
3579–3585

[74] De Wever H., Interactions of the water cycle with energy, 
materila resources, greenhouse gas production, and land use, 
in: Linkages of sustainability, Graedel T.E., van der Voet E., Eds. 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA: MIT Press, 2010

[75] Ranganathan V. , Ramanayya T.V., Long-term impact of rural 
electrification: a study in UP and MP, Econ. Polit. Wkly. Polit. 
Wkly., 1998, 33 (50), 3181–3184

[76] Kanagawa M., Nakata T., Analysis of the energy access 
improvement and its socio-economic impacts in rural areas of 
developing countries, Ecol. Econ., 2007, 62 (2), 319–329

Bereitgestellt von | Bibliothek des Wissenschaftsparks Albert Einstein
Angemeldet

Heruntergeladen am | 21.05.15 11:34



110    T.K. Lissner et al.

[77] Practical Action, Poor people’s energy outlook 2013: energy for 
community services, Rugby, UK: Practical Action Publishing, 
2013

[78] Larson B., Minten B., Razafindralambo R., Unravelling the 
linkages between the millennium development goals for 
poverty, education, access to water and household water use in 
developing countries: evidence from Madagascar, J. Dev. Stud., 
2006, 42 (1), 22–40

[79] Brown L., The consequences of hunger and food insecurity 
for children. evidence from recent scientific studies. center 
on hunger and poverty, Heller School for Social Policy and 
Management, Brandeis University, 2002

[80] Behrman J.R., The impact of health and nutrition on education, 
World Bank Res. Obs., 1996, 11 (1), 23

[81] Lutz W., Samir K., Global human capital: integrating education 
and population, Science, 2011, 333 (6042), 587–92

[82] Milligan K., Moretti E., Oreopoulos, Does education improve 
citizenship? evidence from the United States and the United 
Kingdom, J. Public Econ., 2004, 88(9–10), 1667–1695

[83] Buechtemann C.F., Soloff D.J., Education, training and the 
economy, Ind. Relations J., 1994, 25 (3), 234–246

[84] Levy M.A., Thorkelson C., Vörösmarty C., Douglas E., 
Humphreys M., Freshwater availability anomalies and outbreak 
of internal war: results from a global spatial time series 
analysis, in: Human security and climate change: international 
workshop in Oslo, Norway, 2005

[85] Scheffran J., Battaglini A., Climate and conflicts: the security 
risks of global warming, Reg. Environ. Chang., 2010, 1, 13–13

[86] Meeks R., Water Works : The economic impact of water 
infrastructure, Cambridge, Massachusetts: Discussion Paper 
12-35. Harvard Environmental Economics Program, 2012

[87] WHO, Violence a global public health problem, in: World report 
on violence and health, Krug E.G., Dahlberg L.L., Mercy J.A., Zwi 
A.B., Lozano R., Eds. Geneva: World Health Organization, 2002

[88] WHO, Collective violence, in: World report on violence and 
health, E. G. Krug, L. L. Dahlberg, J. A. Mercy, A. B. Zwi, and R. 
Lozano, Eds. Geneva: World Health Organization, 2002

[89] Kovacevic M., Review of HDI critiques and potential 
improvements, Human Development Research Paper 2010/33. 
UNDP, 2011

[90] Marc A., Willman A., Aslam G., Rebosio M., Balasuriya 
K., Societal dynamics and fragility: engaging societies in 
responding to fragile situations, Washington DC: World Bank, 
2013

[91] Stansfeld S.A., Social support and social cohesion, in: Social 
determinants of health, 2nd ed., M. Marmot and R. Wilkinson, 
Eds. Oxford University Press, 2009

[92] Rotberg R. I., Failed states, collapsed states, weak states: 
Causes and indicators, in: State failure and state weakness in 
a time of terror, Rotberg R.I., Ed. Brookings Institution Press, 
2003, 1–26

[93] Bazilian M., Rogner H., Howells M., Hermann S., Arent D., 
Gielen D., Steduto, Mueller A., Komor P., Tol R.S.J., Yumkella 
K.K., Considering the energy, water and food nexus: towards an 
integrated modelling approach, Energy Policy, 1–11, 2011

Supplemental Material: The online version of this article
(DOI: 10.2478/cass-2014-0010) offers supplementary material.

Bereitgestellt von | Bibliothek des Wissenschaftsparks Albert Einstein
Angemeldet

Heruntergeladen am | 21.05.15 11:34


