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Abstract:

Capability scholars employ the Amartya Sen’s approach to evaluate living standards. While this original type of
approach supports of well-being and individual living standards, its recent expansion into a new approach by using
the capability approach together with other approaches. However, the operationalizing capability approach, whether
original from Amartya Sen or blended with other theories, is still in use nowadays and has emerged to examine the
relevance of the theory of capability approach. To evaluate the relevance of the implemented Sen’s capability
approach, the author conducted a systematic review of 1,456 peer-reviewed articles from the JStor and
ScienceDirect databases related to the capability approach to assessing living standards. The results of this study
including 39 articles, only 1 article showed that Sen’s capability approach does irrelevant and the 38 others proved
that the capability approach still relevant to implemented in economic development and many field studies to
evaluate the living standards of society. This study evaluates the relevance of the implemented Amartya Sen’s
capability approach by conducting a systematic review of scientific articles around the worldwide in JStor and
ScienceDirect databases. The author conducted a systematic review of 1,456 peer-reviewed articles from the JStor
and ScienceDirect databases related to the capability approach. The screening process was analyzed in the Rayyan
program and following PRISMA guidelines. Almost all previous studies proved that the idea from Amartya Sen
about the capability approach still relevant to use until now. Studies that assess human living standards can continue
in using a capability approach from the idea of Amartya Sen. This study conducted a systematic review of all
scientific evidence with different research approaches published for their relevance to assessing living standards.
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1. Introduction

In 1993, Amartya Sen published his thoughts on a
new approach to evaluating human living standards.
The article is entitled "capability and well-being." This
article is one of several articles in a book chapter with
the tittle: The Quality of Life (Nussbaum & Sen, 1993).
The idea of this paper revisits the old standard, which
only ever identifies human well-being with numbers
and statistical calculations. Since then, many parties
have answered Amartya Sen’s thoughts and writings,
both positively and negatively (Saito, 2003). In 1998,
Sen even received the Nobel Prize in Economics for his
idea of a capability approach. Although some
economists still use statistical calculations to measure
the rate of economic growth and welfare (Popescu,
2017), others take a different step by following the
Sen’s capability approach.

Since 1993, the year the idea was officially
published, thousands of publications have appeared by
economic researchers who base their basic ideas on the
Amartya Sen’s approach. These numerous articles use
various research methods to assess human living
standards using a capability approach. Three methods
that generally used are quantitative, qualitative, and
mixed methods.

Therefore, to assess the use of the Amartya Sen’s
capability approach, it is necessary to conduct a
systematic review of all scientific evidence with
different research approaches published for their
relevance to assessing living standards. Systematic
review is a research method to identify, evaluate, and
interpret all relevant research results related to specific
research questions, specific topics, or phenomena that
attract attention (Siswanto, 2010). The strengths of
systematic review are that they can provide accurate
and reliable conclusions, can increase the use of
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research results, can easily convey the required
information to public service providers, researchers, and
policy makers, and the findings can be immediately
implemented. While the disadvantages are the
possibility that the data obtained are heterogeneous, the
location and selection of research articles are not
suitable, the data are not available in research articles,
and the possibility of duplication of research articles
(Gopalakrishnan & Ganeshkumar, 2013). Based on that,
this study conducts a systematic review to evaluate the
relevance of a capability approach to evaluating living
standards in peer-reviewed articles.

2. Systematic Review Methods

This systematic review was prepared based on the
PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses) standards. The PRISMA
Checklist with 27 items checklist was used to improve
transparency in systematic reviews. | also used
PRISMA Diagram Flow that depicts the flow of
information through the different phases of a systematic
review. It maps out the number of records identified,
included, and excluded, and the reasons for exclusions.
PRISMA (2020) encourages transparent reporting by
providing clear guidelines for designing, conducting,
reporting, and evaluating systematic review. Studies
published after 1993 from the JStor and ScienceDirect
database websites were systematically traced. The
keyword "Amartya Sen’s Capability Approach”
combined with a boolean operator "AND" "living
standards" were used to search for suitable articles.

The subjects of this study were peer-reviewed
articles that met the inclusion and exclusion criteria.
The inclusion criteria in this study are articles that
implement the capability approach in evaluating living
standards. Meanwhile, there were two exclusion
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criteria. First, a scientific publication that is not a
journal and does not go through a peer-reviewed
process. This category includes conference abstracts,
reviews/editorials/systematic reviews/correspondences.
The second exclusion category is articles with different
backgrounds that do not discuss Amartya Sen’s
capability approach. This second category also includes
research whose final results do not discuss the relevance
of the capability approach in assessing living standards
so that it does not meet the needs.

This research begins with determining the inclusion
and exclusion criteria, then the preparation of an article
search strategy and the application of the search
strategy is carried out in both databases. The article
search results are then transferred to the online
application of Rayyan QCRI for further removal of
duplication of articles (Mourad, et al., 2016). The next
stage is the process of screening articles that meet the
inclusion criteria. The article selection process was
carried out through two stages, namely phase | in the
form of title and abstract screening (TIAB screening)
using exclusion criteria and phase Il in the form of
screening articles resulting from phase | by reading the
contents of the article as a whole (full-text screening).

Furthermore, data extraction, data processing, and
presentation of results are carried out. Data analysis in
this study was carried out by metasynthesis (descriptive
narrative analysis) from research data.

3. Included Articles

A literature search on both databases using keywords
found 790 articles from JStor and 734 articles from
ScienceDirect (table 1). After the process of eliminating
duplicate articles from the two databases, a total of
1,456 articles entered the first stage of screening. A total
of 1,118 articles had to be excluded because they did
not meet the inclusion criteria.

From the results of the first stage of screening, 338
articles were obtained, which will then go through the
second stage of screening. A total of 299 articles that
did not meet the inclusion criteria had to be excluded.

The final number of articles obtained was 39 articles
(attachment 1). 39 articles used the capability approach
alone, 9 articles used the capability approach with other
approaches, and 1 article stated that the capability
approach is irrelevant to be applied. The results of the
article screening process can be seen in figure 1.

Table 1. Source and keywords

Source  Keywords Search Keyword Avrticles

JStor Capability Approach Amartya Sen  Capability Approach Amartya Sen AND Living Standard 790
Living Standard

Scopus  Capability Approach Amartya Sen  (capability AND approach AND Amartya and Sen) AND 734

(n = 3.466)
Living Standard (n = 734)

(living AND standard)

| A Identification |

| Literature extracted from JStor (n = 790) ]

[ Additional records retrieved from ScienceDirect (n = 734)

R —
| Records found (n = 1.456) | | Duplicates (n=68) |
| 1st Screening (TIAB Screening) (n = 338) |

Records Excluded (n = 1.118):

B. Screenin 2nd Screening (full text screening) (n = 39) Background Article = 779
' 9 Wrong Publication Type = 339
> Records Excluded (n = 299)

Articles Included (n = 39) Background Article = 228

Wrong Publication Type =71

P v ~a
- Use Capability Approach and - .
C. Included Use the Capabl_lltyApproach Other Approach Capability Appr_oach irrelevant
29 articles - 1 article
9 articles
Figure 1. Screening process
4. Discussion approaches used include the WHO International

39 articles meet the inclusion criteria showing the
use of the Sen’s capability approach in evaluating
community living standards. A total of 29 articles agree
that the capability approach can be used to assess the
living standards of society. These articles use the
capability approach in various topics and methods.
However, 9 articles use the capability approach in
blending with other approaches and theories. Other

Classification of Functioning (Braithwaite & Mont,
2009), the Friedman view (Davidoff & Duhs 2009), and
the Nussbaum view (Anand, et al., 2005).

Although almost all articles related to Sen use the
capability approach and see its relevance for measuring
living standards in society, there is one article states that
the capability approach is irrelevant for use under
certain conditions (Marsh, 2013). Life expectancy,
schooling, living in a society with less financial
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inequality and gender disparity, political freedom, and
life satisfaction are the six capabilities and functions
examined by Marsh (2013). Marsh (2013) used
regression analysis and case diagnostics to find
societies that are extreme outliers based on data from
156 societies. The result showed that Singapore, Saudi
Arabia, and South Africa performed much lower than
expected on two or more of the six competencies (given
their relatively high level of economic development).
The capability approach is irrelevant for these three
outlier countries. This outlier finding is consistent with
the critigue of Pogge (2010) relating the capability
approach concept that overstated. Here, Deneulin &
McGregor (2010) argue that the capability approach
cannot be applied to all country contexts and must be
adjusted in the future.

5. Conclusion

Since Amartya Sen’s article discussing the capability
approach was published in the book The Quality of Life
(Nussbaum & Sen, 1993), various studies in the fields
of economic development have used Sen’s idea. Using a
systematic review method, this study reveals that 29
articles are implemented an original view from Sen, and
9 others article used Sen’s capability approach with
other approach. Only 1 article based on two data bases
stated that Sen’s capability approach is irrelevant to put
into certain countries. The result of this study proved
that the idea from Amartya Sen about the capability
approach is still relevant to use until now.

6. Limitations and Further Study

The fact that the literature review method was
chosen as the data source was a limitation of this study.
Meanwhile, academics employing empirical data to
conduct comparative studies in some countries would
benefit the area of capabilities approach. Considering
this, one possibility for conducting the further study is
to use empirical data as the material for analysis.
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