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Synthesis of existing well-being frameworks

─ Core dimensions and indicators for current well-being

─ Calculation methods, measurement challenges and 
data sources

─ Examples of good practices in dissemination and 
communication of current well-being measures

─ Adapt to country needs

Objectives
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Why a synthesis? CF-SPSS
Central 

Framework for a 
System of 

Population and 
Social statistics

FISW
Framework for 
Inclusive and 
Sustainable 
Wellbeing

SEEA
System of 

Environmental-
Economic 

Accounting

SNA
System of 
National 
Accounts
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─ Commission on the Measurement of Economic Performance 
and Social Progress (2009) – the Stiglitz-Sen-Fitoussi report

─ OECD Framework for Measuring Well-being and Progress 
(2011)

─ Conference of European Statisticians Recommendations on 
Measuring Sustainable Development (2014)

─ Eurostat’s Quality of Life indicators (2016)

─ Sustainable Development Goals (2015)

─ National well-being measurement frameworks

Existing frameworks
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1. Distinguish between current well-being (and its 
distribution) and resources for future well-being

2. Well-being is multidimensional

3. Indicators in well-being frameworks are outcome-
focused and include both objective and subjective 
assessments of people’s circumstances

Based predominantly on the recommendations of Stiglitz, 
Sen and Fitoussi

Common principles
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Common dimensions
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Common 
dimensions in 
international well-
being frameworks
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─ Subjective well-being

─ Material living conditions

─ Work and leisure

─ Housing

─ Health

─ Knowledge and skills

─ Physical safety

─ Social connections

─ Civic engagement

─ Environmental conditions

Recommended common dimensions
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Recommended indicators
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Selection
criteria for
indicators

Timeliness and frequency as current as possible and be updated periodically, preferably 
at least annually

Credibility and 
comparability

reliable and reproducible, so they remain consistent and 
comparable; based on international standards

Accuracy correctly reflect the underlying concepts that they are 
intended to capture

Relevance reflect existing scientific understanding of well-being (intrinsic 
relevance) and related to well-being outcomes (instrumental 
relevance)

Directional meaning possible to interpret a change in the value of an indicator 
unambiguously

Universality reasonably applicable across countries, cultures, scales, and 
population groups

Measurability regular and timely data collection can be done with reasonable 
cost and effort; within the capacity of most statistical offices

Disaggregation possible to disaggregate by population group or region

Understandability easy to understand, communicate and interpret
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─ comprehensive, covering all dimensions of well-being

─ balanced across dimensions

─ contain both subjective and objective indicators

─ indicators that are considered highly relevant but do 
not exist may be included in the set of indicators to 
signal a data gap

Properties of the indicator set
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─ Subjective indicators measure how people perceive, 
emotionally experience or otherwise feel about an 
aspect of their life

─ Objective indicators measure conditions, 
achievements and behaviours concerning an aspect of 
well-being for groups of people, independent of how 
people perceive their lives concerning that aspect.

Both subjective and objective indicators
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Examples of indicators
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Dimensions and indicators
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Relevance
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Subdimensions
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Use in existing 
frameworks
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Possible data gaps
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Objective and 
subjective indicators
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International 
guidelines
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Metadata
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─ horizontal inequalities: gaps between population 
groups

─ vertical inequalities: gaps between top and bottom of 
the scale

─ deprivation: share of the population falling below a 
given threshold of achievement

─ children and elderly people

Distribution of well-being
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─ Dashboard with all indicators or composite index?

─ Each has its pros and cons

─ Follow the best technical guidelines:
- OECD (2008). Handbook on constructing composite indicators: 

methodology and user guide. OECD publishing: Paris.

- UNECE (2019). Guidelines on producing leading, composite and 
sentiment indicators. United Nations: Geneva.

─ Be transparant about methods, assumptions and 
limitations

Composite indexes
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