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Abstract
This article examines the role of indigenous communities in promoting social
change and accomplishing Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Using an
integrative review, we offer an unbiased assessment of indigenous communi-
ties and SDGs. We contend that indigenous communities’ contribution to SDGs
enhances technological innovations (via top-down or bottom-up approaches)
and fosters social change. Our study identifies six themes: economy, ecology,
livelihood, socio-demographic factors, sustainable development, and politics,
policies, and partnerships. For each theme and SDG, we pinpoint research gaps
and propose potential directions. Given the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Devel-
opment, joint initiatives to empower indigenous people, preserve their rights,
and include them in decision-making processes are critical. This study empha-
sizes the significance of using and strategizing indigenous knowledge in the
face of environmental and other changes, thus advancing indigenous manage-
ment theory. The article concludes by offering theoretical, practical, and policy
implications for researchers, entrepreneurs, and the government.
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1 INTRODUCTION

While comprising only 5% of the global population,
indigenous communities represent nearly 15 percent of
the world’s impoverished individuals (International Fund
for Agricultural Development, 2019). These communi-
ties are characterized by unique indigenous cultures,
values, and beliefs, maintaining their kin-based struc-
tures rather than adopting market-oriented approaches
(Altman, 2001). Central to their way of life is a strong
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emphasis on community orientation, resource sharing,
and cooperation (Schaper, 1999).
Indigenous communities hold a pivotal role in ensuring

the sustainable development of the Earth’s land, ecosys-
tems, and biodiversity. In the contemporary era marked
by globalization, urbanization, and the preservation of
cultural identities in the face of dominance, indigenous
peoples play a critical role in cultural survival and revi-
talization (Lawhon & Murphy, 2012; Rock et al., 2009).
The active involvement of indigenous communities is
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instrumental in the achievement of all 17 Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs). Nonetheless, their exclusion
and marginalization pose a direct threat to the fundamen-
tal objective of the 2030 Agenda, which aims to leave no
one behind. Therefore, it is incumbent upon researchers
to remain abreast of the latest developments in this field
of study. This paper’s primary focus is on exploring how
the expertise and perspectives of indigenous communities
can contribute to the realization of the SDGs. This explo-
ration is accomplished through an integrative review of 194
research papers sourced from theWeb of Science database.
The implementation of the 2030Agenda has led to coun-

tries around the world pledging to uphold sustainable
development (Talan&Sharma, 2019). Sustainable develop-
ment is the kind of economic development that promotes
equality, social justice, and environmental preservation
(Duhaylungsod, 2013; G. D. Sharma, et al., 2021). The
key to tackling the fundamental problems of the 2030
Agenda is a fair representation of multiple knowledge
systems, including scientific and conventional knowledge
(Magni, 2017). Community development is the central ele-
ment in the realization of sustainable development (Yu,
2018). For example, farming communities acquire knowl-
edge through generational transformation, observation,
experimentation, and trial and error methods, which have
proven successful over the centuries in responding to
development challenges (Mehta et al., 2010). For several
centuries, indigenous communities have established the
experience of living in harmony with the environment
through living sustainably (Bansal et al., 2022). Due to their
association with nature and natural resources, indigenous
communities act as a catalyst for meeting SDGs. Indige-
nous knowledge and techniques are valuable and provide
potential solutions to challenges such as climate change
and natural resource management, while promoting food
systems that provide healthy nutrition for all (Thiede &
Gray, 2020; Yap &Watene, 2019).
The importance of indigenous communities’ work and

their role in attaining SDGs cannot be overlooked. We
have gained valuable insights into how these communities
can assist organizations and what those organizations can
learn from these communities. Indigenous communities
havemuch to teach about the ethics and application of sus-
tainable development. Collaboratingwith these communi-
ties contributes to the achievement of SDGs by involving
all stakeholders holistically and promoting the prosper-
ity of all, causing organizations to see the advantages of
a holistic approach over a narrowly focused one (Bansal,
Jain, et al., 2020; Talan & Sharma, 2020). Most busi-
nesses believe their method of thinking is the only correct
way, and highly value numbers, individual accomplish-
ments, and short-term results. Trust building, collective
procedures, and long-term,multi-generational benefits are

seen as less significant. Indigenous communities, on the
other hand, stress the importance of self-governance, self-
sufficiency, short-term and long-term needs, collective
welfare, and equitable and trust-based interactions and
collaborations.
We add to the current body of knowledge in the fol-

lowing ways. First, the study identifies the prominent
and emerging research themes (presented in section 3) in
the domain of indigenous communities’ role in achieving
SDGs. In doing this, the study maps the existing knowl-
edge in the field to boost its further advancement. Second,
it presents the thematic, contextual, and methodologi-
cal propositions (traditional content analysis, presented in
section 4) from the reviewed research papers representing
the impact of indigenous communities on SDGs. Third,
it promotes the belief that indigenous communities’ con-
tributions to SDGs may help complement technological
advances and social transformation.
This work provides substantial additions to the current

knowledge base in various ways. It includes a thorough
examination of publications, not solely in terms of their
content but also of their social, intellectual, and con-
ceptual elements (as explained in section 4). The results
of the study have identified six themes in the domain
of indigenous communities and SDGs—namely, econ-
omy; ecology; livelihood; socio-demographic factors; sus-
tainable development/conservation; and politics, policies,
and partnerships—and suggested various future research
propositions. These entities can leverage the study’s out-
comes as a practical and evidence-based guide for policy
development and implementation (as outlined in sec-
tion 5). The study delivers genuine and pertinent infor-
mation that can inform the formulation of sound policies,
the establishment of frameworks, and the initiation of
programs aimed at supporting indigenous populations.
The research is organized as follows: Section 1 intro-

duces the paper, Section 2 elucidates the study’s theoretical
framework, Section 3 delineates the research methodol-
ogy, Section 4 presents the results and findings, Section 5
furnishes the discourse and outlines avenues for future
research, while Section 6 concludes the paper.

2 THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

The present study focuses on “indigenous management
theory” (Bacharach, 1989; Redding & Witt, 2015). Indige-
nous management theory serves as a superior facilitating
mechanism that directs managerial conduct and nurtures
the development of organizational structures, strategies,
and formal integration procedures. In essence, it repre-
sents the shared cognitive framework among top-level
executives for overseeing their enterprises. (Redding &
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Witt, 2015). Akpor-Robaro (2018) opines that it is a man-
agement theory, which is developed for resolving manage-
ment issues that are based on a particular environment,
context, or society. This study contributes to the theory by
highlighting the importance of incorporating the knowl-
edge of indigenous communities into any adaptation and
resource management strategies in response to environ-
mental and other changes. Furthermore, the study enables
organizations to strategize adaptation plans that are in
line with indigenous communities’ interests, abilities, and
needs.
Economic development is a challenge in developing

countries, especially with the focus on inclusive devel-
opment. Indigenous communities can play a vital role
in guiding economic growth and improving collective
well-being. Indigenous communities help break the cycle
of poverty, offering young people a brighter future with
meaningful work, housing, water, education, and preser-
vation of their culture. Involving indigenous communities
is crucial to achieving mass economic transformation, as
technology facilitates new relationships, value chains, and
societal changes (Fung &Wong, 2017).
Indigenous knowledge systems are rooted in specific

cultures and regions, and are passed down orally or
through practical application. Indigenous knowledge is
the result of a society’s interaction with daily existence
and forms the basis for local decision-making in areas
like water management, agriculture, healthcare, and edu-
cation. The technologies that are essential for address-
ing these community needs must be guided by princi-
ples like minimal capital, local resources, labor-intensive
approaches, adaptability, and environmental sustainabil-
ity.
To bridge the technology gap and enable small and

medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) based in developing
countries to compete globally, high-level technologies
must be delivered and integrated effectively (Yadav &
Bansal, 2020). Indigenous management principles like
blat (Russia), guanxi (China), jugaad (India), and ubuntu
(South Africa) play a crucial role. Blat utilizes informal
connections to navigate formal regulations in Russia. It
is often seen as a legal way to get around inefficient and
inflexible formal regulations and processes. Thus, what
may seem ineffective, unsuitable, or even unlawful from
a Western viewpoint may be seen as effective, proper,
and acceptable from a local one (Rodgers et al., 2019).
Guanxi relies on personal connections for successful busi-
ness relationships in China. It aids in reducing transaction
costs caused by information asymmetry, mistrust, animos-
ity, and confrontational acts, as well as overcoming limits
imposed by a lack of formal institutions (Reynoso et al.,
2015). Jugaad represents frugal innovation and adaptation
in resource-constrained environments in India. The works

on jugaad and sustainable development mostly relate to
green supply chain management (A. Sharma & Iyer, 2012),
firms’ growth (Shepherd et al., 2020), and cultural heritage
(Rego & Corradi, 2018). Ubuntu emphasizes community
cooperation and decision-making in African philosophy.
Collaboration and standard protocols are necessary at
local, national, and international levels to integrate tech-
nology with indigenous knowledge. The extant literature
on ubuntu mainly emphasizes education (Kayira, 2015)
and public health or well-being (van Norren, 2020).
To transition technologically toward sustainability,

innovation, design, and engineering must be integrated
with decision-making and behavioral change at individ-
ual, social network, workplace, and community levels.
“Smart” technology can support this approach, inform-
ing policies that accommodate both social change and
technological development (Battiste, 2002; Magni, 2017).
Indigenous peoples’ strong connections to their lands

and resources influence their way of life and knowledge
systems. To harness indigenous knowledge, appropriate
technologies should be developed by integrating indige-
nous principles. These technologies can contribute to
sustainable development by addressing social needs and
benefiting the entire community.

3 DATA ANDMETHODOLOGY

In this study, we adhere to recognized procedures for con-
ducting a systematic literature review, as delineated by
prior research (Donthu et al., 2021; Kraus et al., 2020; Paul
et al., 2021; Tranfield et al., 2003; Yadav & Bansal, 2020) A
comprehensive account of the methodology and the spe-
cific procedures employed for data search and retrieval is
provided in the subsequent sections..

3.1 Data search, retrieval, and sample

The research data was sourced from the widely used
Thomson Reuters Web of Science (WoS) index, known for
its comprehensive social science coverage and influential
publications (Li et al., 2010). The search was executed on
April 11, 2023, employing a Boolean operator and a set
of specified keywords, such as “(SDG, sustainable devel-
opment, triple bottom line) AND (aboriginal, indigenous)
AND (group, organization).” This search encompassed all
available research published up to and including 2023,
and it was restricted to peer-reviewed journal articles in
the English language exclusively. This stringent refine-
ment process resulted in the identification of 194 research
articles (as indicated in Figure 1), which were subse-
quently exported in a “.txt” file format. This file contained
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4 BANSAL et al.

F IGURE 1 Data search and retrieval.

comprehensive details, including the article titles, author
information, affiliations, countries, abstracts, keywords,
publication sources, citation data, references, and other
pertinent information.

3.2 Bibliometric methodology and data
analysis

This study endeavors to address the research inquiry
through an integrative review approach, which combines
elements of bibliometric review, systematic review, and
narrative review, thereby making a substantial contribu-
tion to the existing body of literature (Donthu et al., 2021;
Kraus et al., 2020). To this end, our integrative review
is unique as it employs both conventional content analy-
sis and scientific bibliometric methodologies to provide a
more comprehensive and unbiased assessment of indige-
nous communities and SDGs. This research encompasses
an examination of factors such as authorship, geographic
origin, citation frequency, and other variables to scruti-
nize overarching research trends. To gather and assess
document data, we employed the Bibliometrix R package
software (Aria & Cuccurullo, 2017). R, known for its versa-
tility and statistical capabilities, is an open-source software
environment.
As a result, the bibliometric analysis (quantitative

approach) aids in visualizing the whole area of indigenous
communities and SDG research in terms of its histori-
cal evolution, theoretical underpinnings, and emerging

topics (Garfield et al., 1965). Our primary objective was
to investigate the sources of information, citations, and
publications. This distinctive review approach enabled us
to meticulously chart how diverse disciplinary literature
strands have investigated the connection between indige-
nous communities and SDGs. The methodological aim is
to analyze the sources of information, citations, and pub-
lications. Our comprehensive review method allows us
to thoroughly explore the various disciplinary literature
strands’ exploration of the connection between Indigenous
Communities and SDGs.
Bibliometric analysis, a widely employed research

methodology in the realm of library and information
science, leverages statistical tools for the scrutiny of aca-
demic studies (Kraus et al., 2020). Using this methodology,
we constructed the intellectual, social, and conceptual
frameworks for our substantial research endeavor. Our
quantitative analysis encompassed an overview of annual
publications and citations through the analysis of Web
of Science (WoS) records, while we explored the source
impact using the bibliometrix R package. The qualitative
study concentrated on identifying conceptual themes and
trends, intellectual structures pertaining to the impact of
specific works on the academic community, and social
structures pertaining to individual author partnerships
and international collaborations across nations. For a
visual representation of our methodological approach,
please refer to Figure 2.
Threshold Criteria: Louvain clustering algorithm

is used to generate figures, which display normalized
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BANSAL et al. 5

F IGURE 2 Methodological flowchart for the review.

associations (De Meo et al., 2011). The cluster diagrams
show variability in the minimum threshold for edges,
co-occurrence, co-citation, collaboration, and nodes,
influenced by keywords, authors, and countries.

3.3 Descriptive analysis

Figure 3 illustrates the annual count of publications and
their corresponding citations. The graph portrays a consis-
tent upward trajectory in the total number of publications
each year. However, when examining the total count of
citations per year, there is a noticeable fluctuation.Notably,
the year 1993 saw the highest number of citations, reach-
ing 662, whereas the year 1997 recorded no citations.
The study by Gadgil (1993), garnered the highest num-
ber of citations (662) across all databases. These findings
indicate that research in the realm of Indigenous Commu-
nities with a specific focus on Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs) is gradually transitioning towards a “growth”
phase. This is evident in the emergence of studies exploring
this area in novel contexts and with a particular empha-
sis on distinct SDGs, thus indicating diversification and
expansion in research directions. Nevertheless, it is essen-
tial to note that the rate of research production is not
exceptionally high, and it appears to be scattered, indi-
cating the potential for future researchers to delve into
various aspects of the subject. In this context, the results
underscore the significance of systematic reviews, such

as the one proposed in this study, to provide a compre-
hensive and organized assessment of the existing body of
literature.
Figure 4 illustrates the progressive increase in the pub-

lication of articles within this research domain across the
top 10 journals over the past three decades. Additionally,
it provides insight into the journals’ impact, as gauged by
their h, g, and m indices. The h-index, a metric at the
author level, quantifies an author’s scholarly influence by
counting the number of their publications cited at least
that many times by other authors (Hirsch, 2005); The g-
index, on the other hand, identifies the largest number
such that the top g papers collectively amass g2 or more
citations (Egghe, 2006). The m-index, also known as the
m-quotient, measures the median number of citations and
is expressed as h/n, where n signifies the number of years
elapsed since the author’s first paper was published (Born-
mann et al., 2008). Among these journals, Sustainability
stands out at the top, with nine publications, underscoring
its prominence in this field. Furthermore, Resources Policy
emerges as the journal with the highest count of citations
in this particular research domain.

4 RESULTS AND FINDINGS

In this section, we delve into the findings and insights
derived from the integrative review of research papers and
articles sourced from the database.
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6 BANSAL et al.

F IGURE 3 Annual citations and publications. Note: Total publications are the total number of articles published in that year. Total
citations are the total count of citations of all the articles in that year.

F IGURE 4 Source Growth. Note: Here, h_g_m index are measured on the left axis whereas TC (is the total citations of the reviewed
research papers in every journal) is measured on right axis.

4.1 Conceptual structure of the
publications

To gain a more intricate understanding of the specific
research domain, we have adopted a network approach,
as advocated by previous studies (Aria & Cuccurullo,

2017; Bamel et al., 2020). Within this section, we present
strategic visual representations, including the keyword co-
occurrence map, the thematic map, and the application of
multi-dimensional scaling (MDS) in factorial analysis to
explore the underlying structure and relationships within
the pertinent scholarly literature.
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F IGURE 5 Keyword co-occurrence.

4.1.1 Keyword co-occurrence and thematic
map

In this phase of the analysis, we examine the significant
keywords used by the authors by employing co-occurrence
and co-word analysis to generate strategic visual rep-
resentations, namely, Figures 5 and 6, which serve to
highlight the key themes explored within the corpus of 194
publications.
Figure 5 specifically portrays the co-occurrence net-

work analysis of 50 keywords that appear at least twice
across the 194 articles. The size of the nodes in this dia-
gram corresponds to the frequency of keyword usage. The
lines connecting these nodes indicate instances of co-
occurrence. Notably, the co-occurrence analysis reveals
six distinct clusters, each representing closely related
terms among the top 50 keywords with a minimum
of two co-occurrences. For instance, publications within
the purple cluster delve into the examination of indige-
nous communities in the context of achieving Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs), encompassing diverse con-
texts and subthemes, such as climate change (Stephen,
2018; Tilahun et al., 2017), corporate social responsibil-
ity (Fordham et al., 2018; Fordham & Robinson, 2018),
and governance and policy (Basiago, 1995; Stetson &
Mumme, 2016). Similarly, the red cluster studies relate to
management, biodiversity, conservation, and indigenous
knowledge (Arambiza & Painter, 2006; Gadgil et al., 1993;
Segger & Phillips, 2015).

In a corresponding aspect of the analysis, the exami-
nation encompasses the co-word analysis of 50 keywords,
with the purpose of constructing a strategic diagram that
portrays the keywords employed by authors across the
194 publications (as illustrated in Figure 6). The strategic
diagram categorizes themes based on centrality and den-
sity (Cobo et al., 2015). Centrality measures the extent of
interactions among these themes, while density quanti-
fies the robustness of internal connections within a given
theme (Aparicio et al., 2019). Within the strategic diagram,
Figure 6, four distinct quadrants come into view, each
housing a different category of theme: Motor Themes are
situated in the upper right quadrant, marked by high cen-
trality and density. This placement signifies their pivotal
positionwithin the research discourse. Peripheral or Niche
Themes are positioned in the upper left quadrant, these
themes display high density but lower centrality, denot-
ing their specialization or niche status within the research
domain. Emerging or Disappearing Themes are found in
the lower left quadrant, these themes are characterized
by low density and low centrality, suggesting their poten-
tial emergence or diminishing importance. Transversal,
General, or Basic Themes are housed at the lower right
quadrant, noted for their low density and high centrality,
indicating their overarching and fundamental significance
within the research context.
The strategic diagram (Figure 6) displays 12 themes

distributed across four quadrants. The core themes quad-
rant includes topics such as sustainable development,

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



8 BANSAL et al.

F IGURE 6 Strategic diagram of the conceptual structure (thematic map).

conservation, problems, knowledge, people, and liveli-
hoods, all of which are very essential in the field of
research. Themes in this quadrant have a reduced strength
of internal linkages, indicating the need for future research
to thoroughly investigate these sub-themes, while the
strength of their ties with the other themes has grown over
time. Furthermore, the size of the circles demonstrates
that, while these topics have been thoroughly investigated,
more scholarly research is still required.
“Sustainable development,” “challenges,” and “conser-

vation” are seen to be the largest in size and the top
three sub-themes in terms of the degree of centrality, their
values being 15.62, 12.84, and 11.89, respectively. “Sustain-
able development” constitutes keywords such as climate
change (6), governance (6), indigenous organization (4),
land (4), perspectives (4), adaptation (3), conflict (3), etc.
This appears to be the most important theme in studies
analyzing the role of indigenous communities in achieving
SDGs. Furthermore, the keyword “sustainable develop-
ment” exhibits the highest link strength in Figure 5,
indicating that future studies should look to accumulat-
ing knowledge that draws the focus to the sustainable
approaches of indigenous communities (Carter et al., 2006;
Yu, 2018). However, the literature focusing on sustain-

able development from the context of analyzing the role
of indigenous communities has evolved from the initial
theme of business, which remained in focus from 1991 to
2015, to eventually shifting to the achievement of SDGs by
2016 (Magni, 2017; Yap &Watene, 2019; Yu, 2018).
“Challenges” was the second-largest theme, constitut-

ing keywords such as business (4), operate (4), poverty (4),
responsibility (4), strategies (4), corporate social responsi-
bility (3), etc., in the order of highest occurrences. Indige-
nous communities’ efforts to integrate their knowledge
and practices into the achievement of SDGs are threatened
and hampered by weak human and institutional capac-
ities, a lack of targeted focus, and exclusionary public
policies. These challenges include barriers for indigenous
women to access maternal healthcare facilities (Akter
et al., 2019), challenges to free the people from feelings of
inferiority and confusion (Battiste, 2002), and challenges
of indigenous knowledge and the medium to understand,
research, and integrate this knowledge into classroom
teachings (Magni, 2017).
“Conservation,” which is the third-largest theme,

addresses keywords such as management (14), biodiver-
sity (11), health (5), community (4), indigenous knowledge
(4), organizations (4), women (4), etc., in order of highest
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BANSAL et al. 9

occurrences. Additionally, the keyword conservation
along with two other keywords, namely management and
biodiversity, have exhibited the strongest link strength in
Figure 5, highlighting that these disciplines are among
those that are impacted the most by the use of the indige-
nous knowledge system (Martinez-Reyes, 2014; Nnamani
et al., 2017). Researchers in this theme have analyzed
the ways in which indigenous communities depend on
indigenous knowledge and techniques of biodiversity
conservation to promote development initiatives that
contribute to their improved quality of life (Arambiza
& Painter, 2006; Gadgil et al., 1993). Some of the case
studies further conclude that indigenous natural resource
systems, their rich knowledge, and cultural diversity
play a vital role in conservation and achievement of
SDGs (Basiago, 1995; P. K. Mishra & Rai, 2013; Nnamani
et al., 2017). The theme of conservation evolved during
the period from 1991 to 2015, and bifurcated post-2015
into other themes, such as knowledge, women, and
management.
“Knowledge” constitutes keywords, namely, impacts (7),

politics (6), communities (4), sustainability (4), etc. It is
the fourth most commonly occurring theme, exhibiting
the strongest link strength between indigenous knowl-
edge and SDGs (Eernstman & Wals, 2009; Segger &
Phillips, 2015; Singh, 2010). Extant literature has studied
indigenous cultures and indigenous knowledge systems to
understand how successfully they respond to ecological
and developmental challenges and assist in achieving the
SDGs (Magni, 2017; Priyadarshini & Abhilash, 2019; Rawat
et al., 2010). The literature demonstrates how traditional
knowledge-based products aid resource conservation and
indigenous peoples’ subsistence survival (McCallum &
Carr, 2012; Singh et al., 2010).
The theme “people” includes keywords, namely, agri-

culture (4), diversity (4), ecotourism (4), children (3), etc.
Some research articles have sought to provide alternate
approaches to development that aim to increase self-
reliance and local production (Eernstman & Wals, 2009;
Islam, 2021; Spann, 2018). These papers challenge conven-
tional development models that often prioritize external
interventions and globalized economic systems. Instead,
they advocate empowering local communities, fostering
self-sufficiency, and utilizing local resources and knowl-
edge to achieve sustainable development. They highlight
the importance of community participation, context-
specific strategies, and the utilization of local resources
and knowledge for sustainable development. By doing
so, these papers offer valuable insights and recommenda-
tions for rethinking and reshaping development practices
towardmore sustainable and locally grounded approaches.
Eernstman and Wals (2009) concludes that, rather than
imposing organic agriculture as an alternative form, alter-

native paths that take into account differing perceptions
of what “sustainable land use” means in a specific con-
text are required. Furthermore, the COVID-19 pandemic
exacerbated the plight of daily wage earners as well as
indigenous and marginalized people (Souza, 2020; Times,
2020). Adhikari (2021) propose policies to improve subsis-
tence farming systems by establishing a dependable supply
network that connects farming to markets and ensures
input supply.
“Livelihoods” is the sixth theme that majorly falls into

the basic themes quadrant, while a small portion of the cir-
cle spills over to the motor themes quadrant, suggesting a
high degree of both centrality and density. It includes key-
words such as reducing emissions from deforestation and
forest degradation program (REDD+) (3), Chittagong hill
tracts (2), income (2), etc. Bayrak and Marafa (2020) and
Dawson et al. (2018) explore the national policy processes
through REDD+ policy framework and suggest features to
upgrade the policy tomake itmore effective.Onemethod is
to influence the localization of international rules in order
to promote more equal routes and prevent deforestation
and damage.
The themes of “deforestation,” “experiences,” and “par-

ticipation” are positioned in the quadrant ofmotor themes,
indicating that these themes are extensively researched in
the prior literature. The studies on deforestation started
from the year 1991 and then diverted to the theme of
management post 2015. Deforestation presents the key-
words of land-use (4) and conservation priorities (2), the
theme of experiences discusses perspectives (2), and par-
ticipation includes technology as one keyword. Since the
technologically creative abilities of indigenous commu-
nities are limited, Waller (2008) concludes that they are
heavily reliant on non-indigenous technologies, which has
serious implications for the entrepreneurs involved in this
initiative’s future prospects.
The themes “nitrogen” and “firm performance” are

placed in the niche themes quadrant, indicating high
degrees of density, where nitrogen also includes the key-
words of risk and systems. This suggests that these two
themes are not studied in accordance with each other,
while few studies analyze them individually with respect
to indigenous communities.
Lastly, the theme “ecology” is located in the emerging

themes quadrant, indicating that the theme has not been
well-explored by scholars and there is a scope of exten-
sive research to be performed from the perspectives of
social, economic, and ecological considerations. Indige-
nous communities have been existing in the sustainable
industry for decades, developing knowledge about how to
live in harmony with the environment (Mohamed Shaffril
et al., 2020). However, the sustainability of their lifestyles
and intact ecosystems (International Fund for Agricultural
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10 BANSAL et al.

Development, 2019; International Labour Organisation,
2016) are threatened by changes such as their integra-
tion with modern society, conflicts with non-indigenous
communities, and globalization of national economies
across the globe (Yap & Watene, 2019). Extant literature
has attempted to study environmental, economic, social,
cultural, and political aspects of the areas inhabited or pro-
tected by native and indigenous populations. For instance,
De Freitas (2015) and Freitas (2004) analyze the areas
inhabited by indigenous people in the central Amazon
lakes and conclude that international cooperation and eco-
certification can help indigenous communities enhance
their quality of life while also preserving their ecosystems.
Poverty, climate change, education, and access to jus-

tice are other issues affecting the lives of indigenous
peoples and their communities. However, the traditional
knowledge developed over the years has helped them
overcome different kinds of ecological and developmental
challenges (IISD, 2020). Concurrently, the implementa-
tion of well-targeted policy measures aimed at enhancing
income levels, women’s and children’s health, and educa-
tion within these communities, alongside broader tribal
well-being initiatives, holds the potential to significantly
mitigate the enduring impacts of climate change. Few
studies examine indigenous communities and their knowl-
edge as a viable solution for sustainable development
in India (Bisht, 2021; Priyadarshini and Abhilash, 2019).
They underscore the significance of an integrated knowl-
edge system wherein indigenous communities actively
engage in knowledge dissemination and decision-making
processes.

4.1.2 Factorial analysis using
multi-dimensional scaling (MDS)

The MDS method provides a visualization of literature
using prominent keywords to highlight relationships
among frequently cited works. Figure 7 shows research
themes in the domain of indigenous communities and
their role in advancing Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs). Core keywords include conservation, livelihoods,
indigenous knowledge, communities, people, policy,
perspectives, land, sustainable development, and ecosys-
tem services. Another cluster, knowledge, participation,
climate change, indigenous peoples, adaptation, and
governance, captures the dimensions explored within
this research. These keywords are in conformity to the
high frequency keywords shown in Figure 7 that have
been studied in the past literature. For instance, previous
studies have concentrated on themes such as sustainable
development (Magni, 2017; Yap &Watene, 2019; Yu, 2018),

conservation (McAlpin, 2008; Reed, 2016; Zimmerman
et al., 2001), indigenous knowledge (Akter et al., 2019;
Battiste, 2002; Sjöberg et al., 2019), governance, communi-
ties, and ecotourism. The outliers located at the extremes
are land-use, women, dynamics, resilience, community
development, and sustainability.
The blue themes cluster of keywords, including corpo-

rate social responsibility, responsibility, poverty, business,
challenges, oil, and framework, exemplifies themes in
outliers, suggesting future research should explore their
role in achieving SDGs, particularly the core theme of
indigenous communities.

4.2 Social structure

4.2.1 Keywords-journals-countries (KJC)
framework

Figure 8 presents a three-field plot illustrating the interac-
tions between keywords, sources, and countries within the
interface of indigenous communities and SDGs. The most
researched subject is the management and conservation
of resources (biodiversity) through indigenous knowledge,
which are published in various tourism-related journals.
(Carr et al., 2016; Hoque et al., 2020; Warnholtz et al.,
2020), food (Bisht, 2021; Guzmán Luna et al., 2019; Wolff
& Gomes, 2015), mountains (Bencherifa & Johnson, 1991;
Nischalke et al., 2017), marine life, (Kourantidou et al.,
2020; Mahon & Fanning, 2019; Robinson & Mercer, 2000;
van Bets et al., 2016) and pollution (Boiral et al., 2019; Chiu
& Yong, 2004; Gusmão Caiado et al., 2018; Mohamed Shaf-
fril et al., 2020; Patnaik & Bhowmick, 2020). Sources like
the International Journal of Sustainable Development and
World Ecology, Ecology and Society, Futures and Sustain-
ability all have inter-disciplinary research contributions
from all over the world.

4.3 Intellectual structure of the
publications

The research focuses on corporate social responsibility
models for supporting minorities and indigenous peo-
ples, as well as their health and social status, highlighting
socio-economic inequalities (Fordham & Robinson, 2018;
Gilberthorpe & Banks, 2012). National governments must
develop targeted policy responses, improve access to health
services, and incorporate indigenous data into surveillance
systems, following the United Nations SDGs (Anderson
et al., 2016). This research reveals how ideas evolve over
time and builds on each other (Bamel et al., 2020).
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BANSAL et al. 11

F IGURE 7 Factorial analysis using multi-dimensional scaling (conceptual structure map).

4.3.1 Co-citation analysis of highly cited
authors

This section introduces co-citation analysis, a method
that establishes similarity measures between authors,
documents, and journals by identifying documents that
are cited together, signifying their thematic relatedness
(Bamel et al., 2020). A network of the top 50 highly cited
authors, each with a minimum of two co-citations, has
been constructed, as shown in Figure 9. The co-citation
analysis has revealed three distinct clusters, illustrated
in the figure. In this network, node size corresponds to
the number of citations, and closely linked nodes are
positioned in proximity to one another (Zupic & Čater,
2015).
Cluster one (red nodes) focuses on the evaluation of the

effectiveness and shortcomings of policies related to the
management of mountain environments. It also digs into
the establishment of criteria for evaluating sustainability in
alpine environments,with a focus on cross-cultural aspects
of sustainable development in these areas (Berkes et al.,
2000). Cluster two (blue nodes) investigates the engage-
ment of local communities in environmental management
practices undertaken by various organizations. This cluster
explores how the relationship between indigenous peoples
and organizations has contributed to the development of

environmental values within these organizations (Boiral
et al., 2020; Buergin, 2015; Wilson, 2003). Cluster three
(green nodes) underscores the significance of recognizing
indigenous peoples’ knowledge in the sustainablemanage-
ment of biodiversity and ecosystems, highlighting its role
in promoting sustainability (Gadgil et al., 1993; Singh et al.,
2010, 2020).

5 DISCUSSION AND FUTURE
RESEARCH AGENDA

This paper explores the role of indigenous communities in
achieving the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). It
analyzes publications on indigenous community involve-
ment and identifies theoretical foundations for future
research (refer Figure 10). The study suggests that inter-
actions with indigenous communities, their land, and
resources should be guided by mechanisms that involve
organizations in decision-making processes and ensure
prior consent (UN Report, 2021). The paper highlights the
profound indigenous knowledge and expertise, rooted in
their harmonious relationship with nature and commu-
nity, and their efficacy in advancing specific sustainable
goals. It calls for exploring successful bottom-up instances
of SDG achievement to benefit marginalized communities
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12 BANSAL et al.

F IGURE 8 Keywords-journals-countries (KJC) framework.

F IGURE 9 Co-citation analysis of highly cited authors.
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BANSAL et al. 13

F IGURE 10 Future research agenda.

and bridging the gap between UN-level policies and micro
and local community policies (Magni, 2017). It also calls for
collaborations and participation in innovative sustainable
practices between developed and developing countries.

5.1 Thematic propositions

Indigenous communities’ knowledge holds the potential
to enrich the development of indicators and empirical or
applied research. This can be achieved through the execu-
tion of real-world case studies, ethnographic studies, cross-
sectional in-depth qualitative interviews, and surveys in
developing or emerging countries. These researchmethod-
ologies provide ameans to gain a deeper comprehension of
diverse cultures and geographical regions.
Furthermore, the use of indigenous knowledge can

help to integrate Industry 4.0 technology into long-term
supply chain management, notably in the logistics and
distribution of important resources such as medicines,
food, and water between high- and low-income nations.
By investigating the significance of indigenous knowl-
edge in achieving the SDGs, this paper delivers valuable
insights, enhances our understanding, and fosters further
research in the realm of sustainable development, particu-
larly concerning its nexus with indigenous communities.
Additionally, the paper delves into future research pro-
posals for each thematic area identified from the research
results, aligning them with various SDGs.

5.1.1 Economy

Within the economic dimension, it is imperative to fos-
ter the economic development of indigenous communities
as a means to alleviate poverty and mitigate income dis-
parities (UNDP, 2020), for instance, by promoting invest-
ment in green economic strategies (Jain, 2019) through
research publications and by empirically motivating non-
governmental organizations (NGOs), government agen-
cies, and communities towork together toward indigenous
poverty alleviation (SDG 1). For future research, there
exists an opportunity to enrich the existing literature by
constructing a framework that evaluates key elements.
Such a framework can potentially furnish policymakers
with a conceptual model aimed at fostering champions of
environmental sustainability at the grassroots level, align-
ing with the objectives of Sustainable Development Goals
8 and 9. This becomes especially pertinent in the post-
crisis era, emphasizing the importance of forward-looking
planning (SDG 8 & 9).

5.1.2 Ecology

From the context of ecology, developing countries may
adopt industrial ecology as a strategic vision for indigenous
communities, and as an approach for planning their eco-
nomic, social, and ecological development (SDG 6, 7, 13,
14 & 15). Another emerging theme is concentrated toward
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14 BANSAL et al.

water resource development projects with significant eco-
logical and economic implications (G. D. Sharma, Tiwari,
Erkut, et al., 2021), but it is crucial to ensure these projects
do not lead to real economic costs that outweigh poten-
tial benefits, as seen in indigenous communities’ approach
(SDG 6 & 14). Future researchers must attempt to evalu-
ate the response of indigenous communities to the issue
of climate change, drawing upon their traditional knowl-
edge, land, and resources (IISD, 2019) to regulate carbon
levels and the climate cycle (Nathaniel et al., 2020; G. D.
Sharma, Rahman, et al., 2020) through the abundance of
trees, plants, and other sources of biodiversity (SDG 13).

5.1.3 Socio-demographic factors

Indigenous communities’ socio-economic factors, includ-
ing traditional ecological expertise, cultural values,
women’s rights, and active participation in decision-
making mechanisms, are emerging as a key focus for
sustainable development. International research is needed
to strengthen cultural impact assessment (CIA) practices,
establish agreed definitions of culture, and provide val-
idated tools (The Daily Star, 2021) (SDG 4). Empirical
studies utilizing advanced information and communi-
cation systems could help understand the importance
of indigenous knowledge (Thomas, 1994). Integrating
traditional ecological expertise with western science is
crucial for sustainable development. A social learning
approach and synergy between mainstream development
and indigenous values is needed. Legislative reforms,
capacity building, and support for indigenous women’s
organizations are needed to overcome discrimination
and ensure land rights for women (Food Tank, 2021)
(SDG 5). Affirmative policies must be developed to ensure
indigenous women’s participation in decision-making
processes (SDG 10).

5.1.4 Livelihood

To guarantee indigenous peoples’ access to excellent health
services, including criticalmedications and vaccinations, it
is required to design targeted programmeswith full indige-
nous peoples’ participation, as well as to devote adequate
funding and manpower (SDG 3). To ensure food security,
indigenous peoples’ traditional occupations and livelihood
practices must be protected and supported (Food Tank,
2021) (SDG 2). Specific interventions to address mental
health issues, particularly for adolescents at risk of self-
harm, must be created and implemented in conjunction
with indigenous communities (SDG 3).

5.1.5 Sustainable development/conservation

Future researchers may conduct a comparative analysis
of cases in developed versus developing nations to better
understand the relationships between resource moni-
toring systems, local empowerment, and conservation
(SDG 12). Indigenous groups’ traditional knowledge,
which has been nurtured for centuries, provides a channel
for sustainable development that needs to be effectively
integrated into decision-making procedures through
increased protections and local empowerment of indige-
nous communities for governance and equitable benefit
sharing (SDG 11). There is an urgent need to strengthen
conservation practices by integrating contemporary sci-
entific domains and indigenous techniques in order to
harness and incorporate rich indigenous knowledge in
local communities for improved scientific knowledge, bio-
diversity conservation, and sustainable natural resource
utilization (Wongnithisathaporn & Worsdell, 2021)
(SDG 12).

5.1.6 Politics, policies, and partnerships
(3P’s)

Better policies would help address the barriers that indige-
nous communities identify as impeding their development
initiatives (IWGIA, 2020), as well as support the critical
work of establishing effective and legitimate commu-
nity governance structures to drive development (SDG
16). More contextualized governance, decentralization of
power, and genuine participation are required to support
marginal forest-dependent communities’ management of
their natural resources (SDG 17). It is necessary to look at
how indigenous communities build their own indicators
to guide their development requirements while also mini-
mizing the negative governance consequences of national
objectives and target setting (SDG 16).

5.2 Contextual propositions

In terms of contributing countries (keywords-journals-
countries framework), this study reveals that the top 10
most contributing nations are mostly developed coun-
tries (Australia, Canada, USA, UK, etc.) In terms of
contextual propositions, the research gaps and future
research avenues identified during the analysis suggest
that prospective authors and institutions from the devel-
oping regions, for instance, African nations, must pioneer
further research and initiate collaborations with western
countries (country collaboration map).
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BANSAL et al. 15

The intellectual structure of publications presents the
extensively researched themes—that is, the role played
by indigenous communities in maintaining sustainable
development in and around their regions. Bencherifa and
Johnson (1991) is among the oldest study in this domain
and presents cultural determinants as the reason behind
the radical changes in indigenous resource-use practices.
The literature fails to analyze the social inclusion of
indigenous/aboriginal communities in catering to their
SDGs according to their circumstances. Encouragingmore
bottom-up research on sustainable development will help
to gather expertise and experiences, building a trend of
progress that could assist other disadvantaged communi-
ties and help in bridging the policy gaps between the UN
and local communities (Wang &Wang, 2019; Yu, 2018).
It is also evident that most of the papers in this

domain are single-authored. Hence, potential researchers
and authors should concentrate on inter-collaborations to
extend the knowledge covered in the domain of indigenous
communities and SDGs.

5.3 Methodological propositions

In terms of the methods used to explore the role of indige-
nous communities in attaining the SDGs, existing research
reveals that, notwithstanding the many approaches and
techniques used in the literature,methodological concerns
must be addressed.
The link between indigenous communities and SDGs

has been extensively studied, both conceptually (Dockry
et al., 2016; Magni, 2017; Segger & Phillips, 2015) and
empirically (P. K. Mishra & Rai, 2013; Rakib et al., 2017;
Verma & Attri, 2008). Despite that, the majority of the
research papers have used case studies (Akimichi, 1995; Ba
et al., 2018; Berkes et al., 2000; Gagnon, 2011) to achieve
their objectives, and very few have used an experimen-
tal research design (Liu, 2017; McCallum & Carr, 2012)
to conduct their study. Thus, future studies can benefit
by focusing on survey or interview methods while defin-
ingmore clear constructs. To facilitate comparative studies
(for instance, between/among countries or cultures or
ethnicities), sharing datasets from the context of various
qualitativemethodologies, such as case studies, interviews,
and so on, will aid in understanding the cross-national and
dynamic attainment of SDGs by indigenous communities.
The achievement of SDGs is measured through indige-

nous communities’ performance, which cannot be mea-
sured through traditional performance parameters (age
and size, profits, or income) (Vázquez Maguirre et al.,
2018). Instead, studies have attempted to analyze differ-
ent types of organizations that have directly or indirectly
facilitated the use of indigenous knowledge on achieving

SDGs. As a result, further analysis should opt for objec-
tive measurements to overcome standardization errors
in performance metrics. There is no agreement on the
relationship between indigenous knowledge and perfor-
mance in terms of sustainable development. Panel data
as well as cross-sectional and time-series data yield no
conclusions (Ceddia et al., 2019; Islam, 2021). As a result,
future researchers must examine this difficulty in order to
increase the evidence basis.

6 CONCLUSION

The paper focuses on how the skills and experiences of an
Indigenous community help achieve SDGs. As a result, an
analysis of the role of Indigenous Communities in achiev-
ing the SDGs is carried out, offering a complete assessment
of related literature and identifying possible research
avenues. Indigenous knowledge and experiences play a
vital role for Indigenous Communities in maintaining
sustainable development, considering their long-standing
use and understanding of ecosystems. The present study
aims at to conducting an integrative review of the inter-
disciplinary research based on the role of Indigenous
Communities in attaining Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs), with document information retrieved from the
Web of Science database and analyzed using the Bib-
liometrix R package (Aria & Cuccurullo, 2017).
This research paper provides a clear trajectory for

advancing the existing body of knowledge in the direc-
tion of comprehending the institutional logic that governs
the actions and facilitates strategies, organizational struc-
tures, and formal integration mechanisms within Indige-
nous Communities. To progress in our comprehension
of Indigenous management theories, it is imperative to
embark on a journey that encompasses the incorpora-
tion of alternative frameworks for sense-making. These
frameworks operate at both the societal and organizational
levels. It is noteworthy that many Indigenous communi-
ties encounter challenges related to the use of indicators,
particularly in the context of Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs). These indicators are designed to represent
and monitor their circumstances. However, they are sit-
uated within broader power dynamics that often impede
their development aspirations and ongoing struggles for
self-determination. Governments regard the generation of
indicators as a political process, one that plays a significant
role in decision-making concerning the equitable alloca-
tion of resources and in ensuring accountability for the
utilization of public funds under public scrutiny. From
an indigenous perspective, it is crucial for indicators to
represent indigenous ideologies, indigenous communities’
lived experiences, and their struggles for self-governance.
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16 BANSAL et al.

This is significant because it extends beyond using ethnic
characteristics to deconstruct already known indicators.
It mandates that we incorporate indicators that reflect
indigenous perspectives and worldviews. As a result, in
order to employ indigenous knowledge systems, relevant
technologies must be created using diverse indigenous
concepts as deemed acceptable. These technologies should
help achieve sustainable development by addressing the
indigenous communities’ social demands and so con-
tributing to the communities’ overall growth. Within this
context, the current research offers the following contribu-
tions. In this backdrop, the present studymakes the follow-
ing contributions: (i) theoretical/thematical propositions
(emphasizing the conceptual foundations of the body of lit-
erature relating to indigenous communities and SDGs) (ii)
contextual propositions (shedding light on research defi-
ciencies with regard to various dimensions, encompassing
geographical perspectives, social inclusion, and collab-
orative aspects), and (iii) methodological propositions
(pointing out the methodological problems resulting from
various empirical/quantitative approaches implemented
in previous literature).

6.1 Theoretical implications (for
researchers)

The thematic propositions presented here have catego-
rized all 17 SDGs in major themes: economy, ecology,
socio-demographics, livelihood, conservation, and 3P’s
(Figure 10). Most of the studies under this review exam-
ined only a single SDG or a combination of SDGs (from
themajor themes in Figure 10), thus directing futureworks
toward a comprehensive or inclusive study integrating all
17 SDGs in particular research. By examining the skills
and experiences of indigenous communities in relation to
achieving SDGs, the paper offers valuable insights into
the role of indigenous knowledge in sustainable devel-
opment. This analysis adds a unique perspective to the
existing literature (Lim, 2022; A. Mishra & Pandey, 2023),
highlighting the potential contributions of indigenous
communities to global business and organizational excel-
lence. By suggesting possible avenues for investigation, the
paper encourages researchers to delve deeper into the rela-
tionship between indigenous knowledge and SDGs. This
can contribute to the advancement of knowledge in both
academia and practice, facilitating the integration of sus-
tainable practices derived from indigenous communities
into business and organizational contexts.

6.2 Practical and policy implications
(for entrepreneurs)

The results of the study have important practical impli-
cations for indigenous entrepreneurs from indigenous
communities. Most indigenous communities have their
own goals through which they help attain sustainable
development. Sustainable development is approached by
researchers from a variety of perspectives. The principles
of social entrepreneurship and sustainable development
cross paths, thereby involving social entrepreneurs as the
change agents that use entrepreneurial means to provide
structural solutions to social and environmental prob-
lems (Bansal et al., 2019; Bansal, Garg, et al., 2020).
Liao et al. (2022) report that the entrepreneurial mind-
set, shaped through entrepreneurial education, plays a
pivotal role in driving entrepreneurial intentions. Further-
more, social innovation is viewed as a consequence of
the capacity for collective adaptation in the face of envi-
ronmental, political, economic, and social (Ciasullo et al.,
2023).
This perspective invites policymakers to jointly examine

and assess the intricate relationship between social repre-
sentation and economic representation, with firms occu-
pying a central role in driving social innovation. Given the
unprecedented global changes propelled by groundbreak-
ing technological advancements, intensified competitive
pressures, shifting demographics, evolving societal expec-
tations, and ongoing global crises or mega-disruptions, the
nature of work is swiftly evolving. In light of these trans-
formations, businesses and organizations are compelled
to adapt to new realities. Consequently, innovative leader-
ship and human resource management strategies become
imperative in ensuring long-term success and sustainabil-
ity (Lim, 2023). In view of these insights, it is paramount
for governments to actively promote social small and
medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) by eliminating obsta-
cles and implementing policies and initiatives that bolster
their operations (Bansal, Garg, et al., 2020). Subsequent
research endeavors should thus direct their focus toward
comprehending the role of social entrepreneurs or SMEs
in advancing and facilitating sustainable development.
The study’s outcomes function as a policy and practice-
oriented guide, delivering dependable information for
the benefit of policymakers, government officials, and
non-governmental organizations. This information aids
in the formulation of precise policies and frameworks
and the development of support programs for Indigenous
Communities.
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BANSAL et al. 17

6.3 Policy implications (at the national
level)

Furthermore, the results obtained can be useful from a
public policymaking angle (G. D. Sharma, Talan, et al.,
2020). To foster and sustain a state or nation’s devel-
opment, it is imperative to accord utmost priority to a
comprehensive range of issues (outlined in points 4.1-
4.6) at the national level, particularly in countries that
are home to indigenous communities. This prioritization
enables the promotion of sustainable development, requir-
ing the dedicated allocation of resources, endeavors, and
time towards the effective implementation of the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development. Within the con-
text of the newly introduced 2030 Agenda, there is a
pressing call for collaborative endeavors aimed at formu-
lating and embracing suitable strategies. These strategies
are designed to encourage indigenous communities to
assert and acknowledge their rights and actively partake
in decision-making processes. This proactive involvement
positions them as influential agents of change, facilitating
the pursuit of sustainable development objectives (Magni,
2017). In terms of policy implications, indigenous peoples
need support at the state, federal, and international lev-
els to maintain their sustainability. In particular, the threat
of external exploitation can be reduced through inter-
national programs designed to improve monitoring and
enforcement capabilities. Demand policies and properly
designed research can also boost the return on sustain-
able indigenous economic activities (C. E. C. Freitas et al.,
2004).
The current research is not without limitations. We uti-

lized an integrative review to better understand the context
of indigenous communities contributing to SDGs, and fur-
ther analysis might help us better understand the direction
and severity of the link between indigenous knowledge
systems and SDGattainment. As such, future researchmay
design and evaluate scales linked to indigenous commu-
nities and SDGs, taking into account a variety of other
variables or employing indigenous communities as a mod-
erating/mediating variable to determine their influence on
SDGs.

AUTH OR CONTRIBUT ION
Sanchita Bansal: Conceptualization; Investigation;
Resources; Software; Supervision; Validation; Visu-
alization; Writing—review & editing. Tapan Sarker:
Conceptualization; Investigation; Resources; Software;
Supervision; Validation; Writing—review & editing.
Anshita Yadav: Data curation; Formal analysis; Methodol-
ogy; Resources; Software; Visualization; Writing—review
& editing. Isha Garg: Data curation; Formal analysis;

Methodology; Visualization; Roles/Writing—original
draft; Writing—review & editing. Mansi Gupta:
Conceptualization; Data curation; Formal analysis;
Methodology; Visualization; Roles/Writing—original
draft; Writing—review & editing. Harsha Sarvaiya:
Methodology; Resources; Software; Visualization;
Roles/Writing—original draft; Writing—review & editing.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We would like to extend our gratitude towards Guru
Gobind Singh Indraprastha University for providing us
the facilities and the infrastructure, our faculty and fel-
low research scholars for helping us along the way. This
research did not receive any specific grant from fund-
ing agencies in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit
sectors.

CONFL ICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

DATA AVAILAB IL ITY STATEMENT
The author has provided the required Data Availabil-
ity Statement, and if applicable, included functional and
accurate links to said data therein.

ORCID
SanchitaBansal https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3585-5511
TapanSarker https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0682-2940
AnshitaYadav https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8065-2222
IshaGarg https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5784-7809
MansiGupta https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4066-1386

REFERENCES
Adhikari, J., Timsina, J., Khadka, S. R., Ghale, Y., & Ojha, H. (2021).
COVID-19 impacts on agriculture and food systems in Nepal:
Implications for SDGs. Agricultural Systems, 186, 102990. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2020.102990

Akimichi, T. (1995). Indigenous resource management and sustain-
able development: Case studies from Papua New Guinea and
Indonesia. Anthropological Science, 103(4), 321–327. https://doi.
org/10.1537/ase.103.321

Akpor-Robaro, M. O. (2018). Challenges in developing indigenous
management theories in Africa and the implications for manage-
ment practice. International Journal of Business and Management
Review, 6(4), 37–44.

Akter, S., Davies, K., Rich, J. L., & Inder, K. J. (2019). Indigenous
women’s access to maternal healthcare services in lower- and
middle-income countries: A systematic integrative review. Inter-
national Journal of Public Health, 64(3), 343–353. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s00038-018-1177-4

Altman, J. C. (2001). Indigenous communities and business : Three per-
spectives, 1998 –2000 (No. 9). https://openresearch-repository.anu.
edu.au/bitstream/1885/40154/2/CAEPRWP9.pdf

Anderson, I., Robson, B., Connolly, M., Al-Yaman, F., Bjertness, E.,
King, A., Tynan, M., Madden, R., Bang, A., Coimbra, C. E. A.,

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3585-5511
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3585-5511
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0682-2940
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0682-2940
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8065-2222
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8065-2222
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5784-7809
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5784-7809
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4066-1386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4066-1386
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2020.102990
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2020.102990
https://doi.org/10.1537/ase.103.321
https://doi.org/10.1537/ase.103.321
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00038-018-1177-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00038-018-1177-4
https://openresearch-repository.anu.edu.au/bitstream/1885/40154/2/CAEPRWP9.pdf
https://openresearch-repository.anu.edu.au/bitstream/1885/40154/2/CAEPRWP9.pdf


18 BANSAL et al.

Pesantes, M. A., Amigo, H., Andronov, S., Armien, B., Obando,
D. A., Axelsson, P., Bhatti, Z. S., Bhutta, Z. A., Bjerregaard, P.,
. . . Yap, L. (2016). Indigenous and tribal peoples’ health (The
Lancet–Lowitja Institute Global Collaboration): A population
study. The Lancet, 388(10040), 131–157. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0140-6736(16)00345-7

Aparicio, G., Iturralde, T., & Maseda, A. (2019). Conceptual struc-
ture and perspectives on entrepreneurship education research: A
bibliometric review. European Research onManagement and Busi-
ness Economics, 25(3), 105–113. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iedeen.
2019.04.003

Arambiza, E., & Painter,M. (2006). Biodiversity conservation and the
quality of life of indigenous people in the Bolivian Chaco.Human
Organization, 65(1), 20–34. https://doi.org/10.17730/humo.65.1.
86y8rem7ugf8497u

Aria,M., &Cuccurullo, C. (2017). bibliometrix: AnR-tool for compre-
hensive science mapping analysis. Journal of Informetrics, 11(4),
959–975. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joi.2017.08.007

Ba, Q.-X. X., Lu, D.-J. J., Kuo, W. H.-J. J., & Lai, P.-H. H. (2018). Tra-
ditional farming and sustainable development of an indigenous
community in the mountain area-A case study of Wutai Village in
Taiwan. Sustainability (Switzerland), 10(10), 3370. https://doi.org/
10.3390/su10103370

Bacharach, S. B. (1989). Organizational theories: some criteria
for evaluation. Academy of Management Review, 14(4), 496–515.
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.1989.4308374

Bamel, U., Pereira, V., Del Giudice, M., & Temouri, Y. (2020). The
extent and impact of intellectual capital research: A two decade
analysis. Journal of Intellectual Capital, 23(2), 375–400. https://doi.
org/10.1108/JIC-05-2020-0142

Bansal, S., Garg, I., & Sharma, G. D. (2019). Social entrepreneurship
as a path for social change and driver of sustainable develop-
ment: A systematic review and research agenda. Sustainability
(Switzerland), 11(4), 1091. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11041091

Bansal, S., Garg, I., & Yadav, A. (2022). Do firms with environmental
concerns give better performance: A systematic literature review.
Journal of Public Affairs, 22(1), e2322. https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.
2322

Bansal, S., Garg, I., & Yadav, A. (2020). Can social entrepreneur-
ship help attain sustainable development goals: A study of India.
World Review of Entrepreneurship, Management and Sustainable
Development, 16(2), 172–186. https://doi.org/10.1504/WREMSD.
2020.105987

Bansal, S., Jain, M., Garg, I., & Srivastava, M. (2020). Attaining
circular economy through business sustainability approach: An
integrative review and research agenda. Journal of Public Affairs,
22, e2319. https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2319

Basiago, A. D. (1995). Sustainable development in Indonesia: A case
study of an indigenous regime of environmental law and pol-
icy. International Journal of Sustainable Development and World
Ecology, 2(3), 199–211. https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509509469900

Battiste, M. (2002). Indigenous knowledge and pedagogy in
First Nations education. In Indian and Northern Affairs
Canada. http://www.afn.ca/uploads/files/education/24.
_2002_oct_marie_battiste_indigenousknowledgeandpedagogy_
lit_review_for_min_working_group.pdf

Bayrak, M. M., & Marafa, L. M. (2020). REDD+ as a vehicle for
community-based forestmanagement? Critical insights fromViet-

nam. Small-Scale Forestry, 19(1), 57–81. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11842-020-09432-x

Bencherifa, A., & Johnson, D. L. (1991). Changing resource manage-
ment strategies and their environmental impacts in the Middle
Atlas Mountains of Morocco. Mountain Research & Development,
11(3), 183–194. https://doi.org/10.2307/3673612

Berkes, F., Gardner, J. S., & Sinclair, A. J. (2000). Comparative aspects
of mountain land resources management and sustainability: Case
studies from India and Canada. International Journal of Sustain-
able Development and World Ecology, 7(4), 375–390. https://doi.
org/10.1080/13504500009470056

Bisht, I. S. (2021). Agri-food system dynamics of small-holder hill
farming communities of Uttarakhand in north-western India:
Socio-economic and policy considerations for sustainable devel-
opment.Agroecology andSustainable FoodSystems, 45(3), 417–449.
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2020.1825585

Boiral, O., Heras-Saizarbitoria, I., & Brotherton, M. C. (2019). Cor-
porate sustainability and indigenous community engagement in
the extractive industry. Journal of Cleaner Production, 235, 701–711.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.311

Boiral, O., Heras-Saizarbitoria, I., & Brotherton, M. C. (2020).
Improving environmental management through indigenous peo-
ples’ involvement. Environmental Science and Policy, 103, 10–20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2019.10.006

Bornmann, L., Mutz, R., & Daniel, H. D. (2008). Are there better
indices for evaluation purposes than the h index? A compari-
son of nine different variants of the h index using data from
biomedicine. Journal of the American Society for Information Sci-
ence and Technology, 59(5), 830–837. https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.
20806

Buergin, R. (2015). Contested rights of local communities and indige-
nous peoples in conflicts over biocultural diversity: The case of
Karen communities in Thung Yai, a World Heritage Site in Thai-
land. Modern Asian Studies, 49(6), 2022–2062. https://doi.org/10.
1017/S0026749x14000390

Carr, A., Ruhanen, L., & Whitford, M. (2016). Indigenous peo-
ples and tourism: The challenges and opportunities for sustain-
able tourism. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 24(8–9), 1067–1079.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1206112

Carter, J. L., Claudie, D., & Smith, N. (2006). An indigenous role in
partnership for sustainable homelands occupation in Australia.
Sustainable Development, 14(3), 162–176. https://doi.org/10.1002/
sd.261

Ceddia, M. G., Gunter, U., & Pazienza, P. (2019). Indigenous peo-
ples’ land rights and agricultural expansion in Latin America: A
dynamic panel data approach. Forest Policy and Economics, 109,
102001. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2019.102001

Chiu, A. S. F., & Yong, G. (2004). On the industrial ecology poten-
tial in Asian developing countries. Journal of Cleaner Production,
12(8–10), 1037–1045. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2004.02.013

Ciasullo, M. V., Calabrese, M., & La Sala, A. (2023). Surfing across
industrial revolutions: A resilient sensemaking perspective on
innovation. Global Business and Organizational Excellence, 00,
1–16. https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22219

Cobo, M. J., Martínez, M. A., Gutiérrez-Salcedo, M., Fujita, H.,
& Herrera-Viedma, E. (2015). 25 years at Knowledge-Based Sys-
tems: A bibliometric analysis. Knowledge-Based Systems, 80, 3–13.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2014.12.035

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)00345-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)00345-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iedeen.2019.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iedeen.2019.04.003
https://doi.org/10.17730/humo.65.1.86y8rem7ugf8497u
https://doi.org/10.17730/humo.65.1.86y8rem7ugf8497u
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joi.2017.08.007
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10103370
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10103370
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.1989.4308374
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-05-2020-0142
https://doi.org/10.1108/JIC-05-2020-0142
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11041091
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2322
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2322
https://doi.org/10.1504/WREMSD.2020.105987
https://doi.org/10.1504/WREMSD.2020.105987
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2319
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509509469900
http://www.afn.ca/uploads/files/education/24._2002_oct_marie_battiste_indigenousknowledgeandpedagogy_lit_review_for_min_working_group.pdf
http://www.afn.ca/uploads/files/education/24._2002_oct_marie_battiste_indigenousknowledgeandpedagogy_lit_review_for_min_working_group.pdf
http://www.afn.ca/uploads/files/education/24._2002_oct_marie_battiste_indigenousknowledgeandpedagogy_lit_review_for_min_working_group.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11842-020-09432-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11842-020-09432-x
https://doi.org/10.2307/3673612
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504500009470056
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504500009470056
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2020.1825585
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.311
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2019.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.20806
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.20806
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0026749x14000390
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0026749x14000390
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1206112
https://doi.org/10.1002/sd.261
https://doi.org/10.1002/sd.261
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2019.102001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2004.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22219
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2014.12.035


BANSAL et al. 19

Dawson, N.M.,Mason,M.,Mwayafu, D.M., Dhungana,H., Satyal, P.,
Fisher, J. A., Zeitoun,M., & Schroeder, H. (2018). Barriers to equity
in REDD+: Deficiencies in national interpretation processes con-
strain adaptation to context. Environmental Science and Policy, 88,
(SI), 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2018.06.009

De Freitas, C. T., Shepard, G. H., & Piedade, M. T. F. (2015). The
floating forest: Traditional knowledge and use of matupá vegeta-
tion islands by riverine peoples of the central Amazon. PLoS ONE,
10(4), e0122542. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0122542

De Meo, P., Ferrara, E., Fiumara, G., & Provetti, A. (2011). General-
ized louvain method for community detection in large networks.
11th International Conference on Intelligent Systems Design AndAp-
plications, 88–93.

Dockry, M. J., Hall, K., Van Lopik, W., & Caldwell, C. M. (2016).
Sustainable development education, practice, and research: An
indigenous model of sustainable development at the College of
Menominee Nation, Keshena, WI, USA. Sustainability Science,
11(1), 127–138. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-015-0304-x

Donthu, N., Kumar, S., Mukherjee, D., Pandey, N., & Lim, W. M.
(2021). How to conduct a bibliometric analysis: An overview and
guidelines. Journal of Business Research, 133, 285–296. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.04.070

Duhaylungsod, L. (2013). Rethinking sustainable development.
Indigenous peoples and resource use relations in the Philippines.
Bijdragen Tot de Taal-, Land- En Volkenkunde /Journal of the
Humanities and Social Sciences of Southeast Asia, 157(3), 609–628.
https://doi.org/10.1163/22134379-90003803

Eernstman, N., & Wals, A. E. J. (2009). Interfacing knowledge
systems: Introducing certified organic agriculture in a tribal soci-
ety. NJAS—Wageningen Journal of Life Sciences, 56(4), 375–390.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1573-5214(09)80005-5

Egghe, L. (2006). Theory and practise of the g-index. Scientometrics,
69(1), 131–152. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-006-0144-7

Food Tank. (2021). 27 Inspiring Women Reshaping the Food System.
https://foodtank.com/news/2021/03/women-led-organizations/

Fordham, A. E., & Robinson, G. M. (2018). Mechanisms of change:
Stakeholder engagement in theAustralian resource sector through
CSR. Corporate Social Responsibility and Environmental Manage-
ment, 25(4), 674–689. https://doi.org/10.1002/csr.1485

Fordham, A. E., Robinson, G. M., & Van Leeuwen, J. (2018). Develop-
ing community based models of Corporate Social Responsibility.
Extractive Industries and Society, 5(1), 131–143. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.exis.2017.12.009

Freitas, C. E. C., Kahn, J. R., & Rivas, A. A. F. (2004). Indigenous
people and sustainable development in Amazonas. International
Journal of Sustainable Development and World Ecology, 11(3), 312–
325. https://doi.org/10.1080/13504500409469834

Fung, H.-N., & Wong, C.-Y. (2017). Scientific collaboration in indige-
nous knowledge in context: Insights from publication and co-
publication network analysis.Technological Forecasting and Social
Change, 117, 57–69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2017.01.009

Gadgil, M., Berkes, F., & Folke, C. (1993). Indigenous knowledge
for biodiversity conservation. Ambio, 22(2–3), 151–156. https://doi.
org/10.2307/4314060

Gagnon, J. P. (2011). Establishing indigeneity in African pluralities
using pro169 parameters and a case study for measuring their
inclusivity. African and Asian Studies, 10(4), 323–346. https://doi.
org/10.1163/156921011x605580

Garfield, E., Sher, I. H., & Torpie, R. J. (1965). The use of citation data
in writing the history of science. G. Eugene, I. H. Sher, & R. J.
Torpie. In Isis (Vol. 56, Issue 4). https://doi.org/10.1086/350073

Gilberthorpe, E., & Banks, G. (2012). Development on whose terms?:
CSR discourse and social realities in Papua New Guinea’s extrac-
tive industries sector. Resources Policy, 37(2), 185–193. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2011.09.005

Gusmão Caiado, R. G., Leal Filho, W., Quelhas, O. L. G., Luiz de
Mattos Nascimento, D., & Ávila, L. V. (2018). A literature-based
review on potentials and constraints in the implementation of the
sustainable development goals. Journal of Cleaner Production, 198,
1276–1288. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.07.102

Guzmán Luna, A., Ferguson, B. G., Giraldo, O., Schmook, B., &
Aldasoro Maya, E. M. (2019). Agroecology and restoration ecol-
ogy: Fertile ground for Mexican peasant territoriality?Agroecology
and Sustainable Food Systems, 43(10), 1174–1200. https://doi.org/
10.1080/21683565.2019.1624284

Hirsch, J. E. (2005). An index to quantify an individual’s scientific
research output. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
of the United States of America, 102(46), 16569–16572. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.0507655102

Hoque,M. A., Lovelock, B., & Carr, A. (2020). Alleviating Indigenous
poverty through tourism: the role of NGOs. Journal of Sus-
tainable Tourism, 30, 2333–2351. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.
2020.1860070

IISD. (2019).NoSustainableDevelopmentWithout Indigenous Peoples.
https://sdg.iisd.org/commentary/guest-articles/no-sustainable-
development-without-indigenous-peoples/

IISD. (2020). To Build Back Better, We Must Include Indigenous
Peoples. https://sdg.iisd.org/commentary/guest-articles/to-build-
back-better-we-must-include-indigenous-peoples/

International Fund for Agricultural Development. (2019). Partnering
with indigenous peoples for the SDGs. https://www.ifad.org/
documents/38714170/41390728/policybrief_indigenous_sdg.pdf/
e294b690-b26c-994c-550c-076d15190100

International Labour Organisation. (2016). Sustainable Development
Goals Indigenous Peoples in Focus. https://www.ilo.org/global/
topics/indigenous-tribal/publications/WCMS_503715/lang–en/
index.htm

Islam,A.H.M. S. (2021). Dynamics and determinants of participation
in integrated aquaculture–agriculture value chain: Evidence from
a panel data analysis of indigenous smallholders in Bangladesh.
Journal of Development Studies, 57, 1871–1892. https://doi.org/10.
1080/00220388.2021.1873284

IWGIA. (2020). IndigenousWorld 2020: The Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs) and Indigenous Peoples. International Work Group
for Indignous Affairs. https://www.iwgia.org/en/ip-i-iw/3658-iw-
2020-sdgs.html

Jain, M., Sharma, G. D., & Srivastava, M. (2019). Can sustainable
investment yield better financial returns: A comparative study of
ESG indices and MSCI indices. Risks, 7(1), 18–20. https://doi.org/
10.3390/risks7010015

Kayira, J. (2015). (Re)creating spaces for uMunthu: Postcolonial
theory and environmental education in southern Africa. Environ-
mental EducationResearch, 21(1), 106–128. https://doi.org/10.1080/
13504622.2013.860428

Kourantidou, M., Hoover, C., & Bailey, M. (2020). Conceptualizing
indicators as boundary objects in integrating inuit knowledge and

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2018.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0122542
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-015-0304-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.04.070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2021.04.070
https://doi.org/10.1163/22134379-90003803
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1573-5214(09)80005-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-006-0144-7
https://foodtank.com/news/2021/03/women-led-organizations/
https://doi.org/10.1002/csr.1485
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504500409469834
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2017.01.009
https://doi.org/10.2307/4314060
https://doi.org/10.2307/4314060
https://doi.org/10.1163/156921011x605580
https://doi.org/10.1163/156921011x605580
https://doi.org/10.1086/350073
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2011.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2011.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.07.102
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2019.1624284
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2019.1624284
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0507655102
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0507655102
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1860070
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1860070
https://sdg.iisd.org/commentary/guest-articles/no-sustainable-development-without-indigenous-peoples/
https://sdg.iisd.org/commentary/guest-articles/no-sustainable-development-without-indigenous-peoples/
https://sdg.iisd.org/commentary/guest-articles/to-build-back-better-we-must-include-indigenous-peoples/
https://sdg.iisd.org/commentary/guest-articles/to-build-back-better-we-must-include-indigenous-peoples/
https://www.ifad.org/documents/38714170/41390728/policybrief_indigenous_sdg.pdf/e294b690-b26c-994c-550c-076d15190100
https://www.ifad.org/documents/38714170/41390728/policybrief_indigenous_sdg.pdf/e294b690-b26c-994c-550c-076d15190100
https://www.ifad.org/documents/38714170/41390728/policybrief_indigenous_sdg.pdf/e294b690-b26c-994c-550c-076d15190100
https://www.ilo.org/global/topics/indigenous-tribal/publications/WCMS_503715/lang-en/index.htm
https://www.ilo.org/global/topics/indigenous-tribal/publications/WCMS_503715/lang-en/index.htm
https://www.ilo.org/global/topics/indigenous-tribal/publications/WCMS_503715/lang-en/index.htm
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2021.1873284
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2021.1873284
https://www.iwgia.org/en/ip-i-iw/3658-iw-2020-sdgs.html
https://www.iwgia.org/en/ip-i-iw/3658-iw-2020-sdgs.html
https://doi.org/10.3390/risks7010015
https://doi.org/10.3390/risks7010015
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504622.2013.860428
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504622.2013.860428


20 BANSAL et al.

western science for marine resource management. Arctic Science,
6(3), 279–306. https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2019-0013

Kraus, S., Breier, M., & Dasí-Rodríguez, S. (2020). The art of craft-
ing a systematic literature review in entrepreneurship research.
International Entrepreneurship and Management Journal, 16,
1023–1042. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-020-00635-4

Lawhon, M., & Murphy, J. T. (2012). Socio-technical regimes and
sustainability transitions. Progress in Human Geography, 36(3),
354–378. https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132511427960

Li, J., Burnham, J. F., Lemley, T., & Britton, R. M. (2010). Cita-
tion Analysis: Comparison of Web of Science R©, ScopusTM,
SciFinder R©, andGoogle Scholar. Journal of Electronic Resources in
Medical Libraries, 7(3), 196–217. https://doi.org/10.1080/15424065.
2010.505518

Liao, Y.-K., Nguyen, V. H. A., Chi, H.-K., & Nguyen, H. H. (2022).
Unraveling the direct and indirect effects of entrepreneurial edu-
cation and mindset on entrepreneurial intention: The moderating
role of entrepreneurial passion. Global Business and Organiza-
tional Excellence, 41(3), 23–40. https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22151

Lim, W. M. (2022). Ushering a new era of Global Business and Orga-
nizational Excellence: Taking a leaf out of recent trends in the new
normal.Global Business andOrganizational Excellence, 41(5), 5–13.
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22163

Lim, W. M. (2023). The workforce revolution: Reimagining work,
workers, and workplaces for the future. Global Business and
Organizational Excellence, 42(4), 5–10. https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.
22218

Liu, H.-L. (2017). Sustainable development criterion system for des-
ignating indigenous cultural and ecological protected areas in
Taiwan. Journal of Environmental Protection and Ecology, 18(4),
1505–1513.

Magni, G. (2017). Indigenous knowledge and implications for the
sustainable development agenda. European Journal of Education,
52(4), 437–447. https://doi.org/10.1111/ejed.12238

Mahon, R., & Fanning, L. (2019). Regional ocean governance: Poly-
centric arrangements and their role in global ocean governance.
Marine Policy, 107, 103590. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2019.
103590

Martinez-Reyes, J. E. (2014). Beyond nature appropriation: Towards
post-development conservation in the maya forest. Conserva-
tion and Society, 12(2), 162–174. https://doi.org/10.4103/0972-4923.
138417

McAlpin, M. (2008). Conservation and community-based develop-
ment through ecotourism in the temperate rainforest of southern
Chile. Policy Sciences, 41(1), 51–69. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-
007-9053-8

McCallum, R. E., & Carr, D. J. (2012). Integrating indigenous knowl-
edge and western science for developing culturally sustainable
resources. Journal of Natural Fibers, 9(3), 168–179. https://doi.org/
10.1080/15440478.2012.705993

Mehta, P. S., Sharma, A. K., & Negi, K. S. (2010). Indigenous
knowledge system and sustainable development with particular
reference to folklores of Kumaon Himalaya, Uttarakhand. Indian
Journal of Traditional Knowledge, 9(3), 547–550.

Mishra, A., & Pandey, N. (2023). Global entrepreneurship in health-
care: A systematic literature review and bibliometric analysis.
Global Business andOrganizational Excellence, 42(5), 9–21. https://
doi.org/10.1002/joe.22193

Mishra, P. K., & Rai, S. C. (2013). Use of indigenous soil and water
conservation practices among farmers in SikkimHimalaya. Indian
Journal of Traditional Knowledge, 12(3), 454–464.

Mohamed Shaffril, H. A., Ahmad, N., Samsuddin, S. F., Samah, A. A.,
& Hamdan, M. E. (2020). Systematic literature review on adapta-
tion towards climate change impacts among indigenous people in
theAsia Pacific regions. Journal of Cleaner Production, 258, 120595.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.120595

Nathaniel, S., Nwodo, O., Sharma, G., & Shah, M. (2020). Renewable
energy, urbanization, and ecological footprint linkage in CIVETS.
Environmental Science andPollutionResearch, 27(16), 19616–19629.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08466-0

Nischalke, S. M., Abebe, M., Wondimagegnhu, B. A., Kriesemer,
S. K., & Beuchelt, T. (2017). Forgotten forests? Food potential of
ancient coffee forests and agroforestry systems in the southwest-
ern ethiopian mountains, seen through a gender lens. Mountain
Research andDevelopment, 37(3), 254–262. https://doi.org/10.1659/
MRD-JOURNAL-D-16-00096.1

Nnamani, C. V., Ajayi, S. A., Oselebe, H. O., Atkinson, C. J.,
Igboabuchi, A. N., & Ezigbo, E. C. (2017). Sphenostylis stenocarpa
(Ex. A. Rich.) harms., a fading genetic resource in a changing cli-
mate: Prerequisite for conservation and sustainability. Plants, 6(3),
30. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants6030030

Patnaik, J., & Bhowmick, B. (2020). Promise of inclusive innova-
tion: A Re-look into the opportunities at the grassroots. Journal of
Cleaner Production, 259, 121124. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.
2020.121124

Paul, J., Lim,W.M., O’Cass, A., Hao, A.W., & Bresciani, S. (2021). Sci-
entific procedures and rationales for systematic literature reviews
(SPAR-4-SLR). International Journal of Consumer Studies, 45(4),
1–16. https://doi.org/10.1111/ijcs.12695

Priyadarshini, P., & Abhilash, P. C. (2019). Promoting tribal commu-
nities and indigenous knowledge as potential solutions for the
sustainable development of India. Environmental Development,
32(4), 100459. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envdev.2019.100459

Rakib, M. A., Islam, S., Nikolaos, I., Bodrud-Doza, M., & Bhuiyan,
M. A. H. (2017). Flood vulnerability, local perception and gender
role judgment using multivariate analysis: A problem-based “par-
ticipatory action to Future Skill Management” to cope with flood
impacts.Weather and Climate Extremes, 18, 29–43. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.wace.2017.10.002

Rawat, V. S., Rawat, Y. S., & Shah, S. (2010). Indigenous knowl-
edge and sustainable development in the Tones Valley of Garhwal
Himalaya. Journal of Medicinal Plants Research, 4(19), 2043–2047.
https://doi.org/10.5897/jmpr10.191

Redding, G., & Witt, M. A. (2015). Advancing indigenous man-
agement theory: Executive rationale as an institutional logic.
Management and Organization Review, 11(2), 179–203. https://doi.
org/10.1017/mor.2015.23

Reed, M. G. (2016). Conservation (In)Action: Renewing the Rele-
vance of UNESCO Biosphere Reserves. Conservation Letters, 9(6),
448–456. https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12275

Rego, J. S., & Corradi, A. A. (2018). ICH and “Frugal Innovation”: A
contribution to development through the framework of the 2003
cogyention. International Journal of Intangible Heritage, 13, 174–
188.

Reynoso, J., Kandampully, J., Fan, X., & Paulose, H. (2015). Learning
from socially driven service innovation in emerging economies.

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2019-0013
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11365-020-00635-4
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132511427960
https://doi.org/10.1080/15424065.2010.505518
https://doi.org/10.1080/15424065.2010.505518
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22151
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22163
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22218
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22218
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejed.12238
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2019.103590
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2019.103590
https://doi.org/10.4103/0972-4923.138417
https://doi.org/10.4103/0972-4923.138417
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-007-9053-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-007-9053-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/15440478.2012.705993
https://doi.org/10.1080/15440478.2012.705993
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22193
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22193
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.120595
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08466-0
https://doi.org/10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-16-00096.1
https://doi.org/10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-16-00096.1
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants6030030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121124
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijcs.12695
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envdev.2019.100459
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wace.2017.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wace.2017.10.002
https://doi.org/10.5897/jmpr10.191
https://doi.org/10.1017/mor.2015.23
https://doi.org/10.1017/mor.2015.23
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12275


BANSAL et al. 21

Journal of Service Management, 26(1), 97–116. https://doi.org/10.
1108/JOSM-03-2014-0079

Robinson, C., & Mercer, D. (2000). Reconciliation in troubled
waters? Australian oceans policy and offshore native title
rights. Marine Policy, 24(4), 349–360. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0308-597X(00)00011-7

Rock,M.,Murphy, J. T., Rasiah, R., van Seters, P., &Managi, S. (2009).
A hard slog, not a leap frog: Globalization and sustainability tran-
sitions in developing Asia. Technological Forecasting and Social
Change, 76(2), 241–254. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2007.11.
014

Rodgers, P., Vershinina, N., Williams, C. C., & Theodorakopoulos,
N. (2019). Leveraging symbolic capital: The use of blat net-
works across transnational spaces.Global Networks, 19(1), 119–136.
https://doi.org/10.1111/glob.12188

Schaper, M. (1999). Australia’s Aboriginal small business owners:
Challenges for the future. Journal of Small Business Management,
37(3), 88–93.

Segger, M. C. C., & Phillips, F. K. (2015). Indigenous traditional
knowledge for sustainable development: The biodiversity conven-
tion and plant treaty regimes. Journal of Forest Research, 20(5),
430–437. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10310-015-0498-x

Sharma, A., & Iyer, G. R. (2012). Resource-constrained product
development: Implications for green marketing and green supply
chains. Industrial Marketing Management, 41(4), 599–608. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2012.04.007

Sharma, G. D., Rahman, M. M., Jain, M., & Chopra, R. (2020). Nexus
between energy consumption, information and communications
technology, and economic growth: An enquiry into emerging
Asian countries. Journal of Public Affairs, 21(2), e2172 https://doi.
org/10.1002/pa.2172

Sharma, G. D., Talan, G., & Jain,M. (2020). Policy response to the eco-
nomic challenge from COVID-19 in India: A qualitative enquiry.
Journal of Public Affairs, 20(4), e2206. https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.
2206

Sharma, G. D., Tiwari, A. K., Erkut, B., & Mundi, H. S. (2021).
Exploring the nexus between non-renewable and renewable
energy consumptions and economic development: Evidence from
panel estimations.Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 146,
111152.

Sharma, G. D., Tiwari, A. K., Jain, M., Yadav, A., & Srivastava, M.
(2021). COVID-19 and environmental concerns: A rapid review.
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 148(5), 111239. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111239

Shepherd, D. A., Parida, V., &Wincent, J. (2020). The Surprising dual-
ity of jugaad: Low firm growth and high inclusive growth. Journal
of Management Studies, 57(1), 87–128. https://doi.org/10.1111/joms.
12309

Singh, R. K. (2010). Learning the indigenous knowledge and bio-
diversity through contest: A participatory methodological tool of
ecoliteracy. Indian Journal of TraditionalKnowledge, 9(2), 355–360.

Singh, R. K., Kumar, A., Singh, A., & Singhal, P. (2020). Evidence
that cultural food practices of Adi women in Arunachal Pradesh,
India, improve social-ecological resilience: insights for Sustain-
able Development Goals. Ecological Processes, 9(1), 00–00. https://
doi.org/10.1186/s13717-020-00232-x

Singh, R. K., Pretty, J., & Pilgrim, S. (2010). Traditional knowledge
and biocultural diversity: Learning from tribal communities for
sustainable development in northeast India. Journal of Environ-

mental Planning andManagement, 53(4), 511–533. https://doi.org/
10.1080/09640561003722343

Sjöberg, Y., Gomach, S., Kwiatkowski, E., & Mansoz, M. (2019).
Involvement of local indigenous peoples in arctic research —
expectations, needs and challenges perceived by early career
researchers. Arctic Science, 5(1), 27–53. https://doi.org/10.1139/as-
2017-0045

Souza, G. I. (2020). Brazil’s indigenous peoples face a triple threat
from COVID-19, the dismantling of socio-environmental policies,
and international inaction. LSE Latin America and Caribbean.
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/latamcaribbean/2020/07/08/brazils-
indigenous-peoples-face-a-triple-threat-from-covid-19-the-
dismantling-of-socio-environmental-policies-and-international-
inaction/

Spann, M. (2018). “Living other-wise”: The bushmen farming net-
work as an example of “alter-native” counter practices to agricul-
ture and development. Contemporary Pacific, 30(1), 33–68. https://
doi.org/10.1353/cp.2018.0003

Stephen, K. (2018). Societal impacts of a rapidly changing arctic.
Current Climate Change Reports, 4(3), 223–237. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s40641-018-0106-1

Stetson, G., & Mumme, S. (2016). Sustainable development in the
bering strait: Indigenous values and the challenge of collabora-
tive governance. Society and Natural Resources, 29(7), 791–806.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08941920.2015.1080340

Talan, G., & Sharma, G. D. (2019). Doing well by doing good: A sys-
tematic review and research agenda for sustainable investment.
Sustainability, 11(2), 353.

Talan, G., & Sharma, G. D. (2020). From business goals to soci-
etal goals via sustainable investment: An integrative review and
research agenda. World Review of Entrepreneurship, Management
and Sustainable Development, 16(1), 108–124.

The Daily Star. (2021). Inclusion, cultural integrity and land rights
of the Indigenous Peoples in Asia. https://www.thedailystar.net/
round-tables/news/inclusion-cultural-integrity-and-land-rights-
the-indigenous-peoples-asia-2026829

Thiede, B. C., & Gray, C. (2020). Characterizing the indigenous for-
est peoples of Latin America: Results from census data. World
Development, 125, 104685. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2019.
104685

Thomas, G. (1994). Traditional ecological knowledge and the promise
of emerging information technology. Nature & Resources, 30(2),
17–21.

Tilahun, M., Angassa, A., & Abebe, A. (2017). Community-based
knowledge towards rangeland condition, climate change, and
adaptation strategies: The case of Afar pastoralists. Ecological
Processes, 6(1), 00–00. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13717-017-0094-4

Times, E. (2020). The coronavirus pandemic has put Asia’s Indigenous
communities under serious pressure. https://www.equaltimes.org/
the-coronavirus-pandemic-has-put?lang=en#.YGNmka8zY2w

Tranfield, D., Denyer, D., & Smart, P. (2003). Towards a methodol-
ogy for developing evidence-informedmanagement knowledge by
means of systematic review. British Journal of Management, 14(3),
207–222. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8551.00375

UN Report. (2021 March 17). Recognise, empower indigenous land
tenure and title to achieve SDGs holistically. Down To Earth.
https://www.downtoearth.org.in/news/governance/recognise-
empower-indigenous-land-tenure-and-title-to-achieve-sdgs-
holistically-un-report-75997

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1108/JOSM-03-2014-0079
https://doi.org/10.1108/JOSM-03-2014-0079
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-597X(00)00011-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-597X(00)00011-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2007.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2007.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1111/glob.12188
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10310-015-0498-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2012.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2012.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2172
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2172
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2206
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2206
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111239
https://doi.org/10.1111/joms.12309
https://doi.org/10.1111/joms.12309
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13717-020-00232-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13717-020-00232-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/09640561003722343
https://doi.org/10.1080/09640561003722343
https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2017-0045
https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2017-0045
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/latamcaribbean/2020/07/08/brazils-indigenous-peoples-face-a-triple-threat-from-covid-19-the-dismantling-of-socio-environmental-policies-and-international-inaction/
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/latamcaribbean/2020/07/08/brazils-indigenous-peoples-face-a-triple-threat-from-covid-19-the-dismantling-of-socio-environmental-policies-and-international-inaction/
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/latamcaribbean/2020/07/08/brazils-indigenous-peoples-face-a-triple-threat-from-covid-19-the-dismantling-of-socio-environmental-policies-and-international-inaction/
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/latamcaribbean/2020/07/08/brazils-indigenous-peoples-face-a-triple-threat-from-covid-19-the-dismantling-of-socio-environmental-policies-and-international-inaction/
https://doi.org/10.1353/cp.2018.0003
https://doi.org/10.1353/cp.2018.0003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40641-018-0106-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40641-018-0106-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/08941920.2015.1080340
https://www.thedailystar.net/round-tables/news/inclusion-cultural-integrity-and-land-rights-the-indigenous-peoples-asia-2026829
https://www.thedailystar.net/round-tables/news/inclusion-cultural-integrity-and-land-rights-the-indigenous-peoples-asia-2026829
https://www.thedailystar.net/round-tables/news/inclusion-cultural-integrity-and-land-rights-the-indigenous-peoples-asia-2026829
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2019.104685
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2019.104685
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13717-017-0094-4
https://www.equaltimes.org/the-coronavirus-pandemic-has-put?lang=en#.YGNmka8zY2w
https://www.equaltimes.org/the-coronavirus-pandemic-has-put?lang=en#.YGNmka8zY2w
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8551.00375
https://www.downtoearth.org.in/news/governance/recognise-empower-indigenous-land-tenure-and-title-to-achieve-sdgs-holistically-un-report-75997
https://www.downtoearth.org.in/news/governance/recognise-empower-indigenous-land-tenure-and-title-to-achieve-sdgs-holistically-un-report-75997
https://www.downtoearth.org.in/news/governance/recognise-empower-indigenous-land-tenure-and-title-to-achieve-sdgs-holistically-un-report-75997


22 BANSAL et al.

UNDP. (2020).Reduce inequality within and among countries. https://
www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/inequality/

van Bets, L. K. J., van Tatenhove, J. P. M., & Mol, A. P. J. (2016).
Liquefied natural gas production at Hammerfest: A transforming
marine community. Marine Policy, 69, 52–61. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.marpol.2016.03.020

van Norren, D. E. (2020). The sustainable development goals viewed
through gross national happiness, Ubuntu, and Buen Vivir. Inter-
national Environmental Agreements-Politics Law and Economics,
20(3), 431–458. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10784-020-09487-3

Vázquez Maguirre, M., Portales, L., & Velásquez Bellido, I. (2018).
Indigenous social enterprises as drivers of sustainable develop-
ment: Insights from Mexico and Peru. Critical Sociology, 44(2),
323–340. https://doi.org/10.1177/0896920516688757

Verma, S., & Attri, P. K. (2008). Indigenous beekeeping for sus-
tainable development in Himachal Himalaya. Indian Journal of
Traditional Knowledge, 7(2), 221–225.

Waller, L. (2008). Spinning webs of meanings: Limiting or expanding
futures through representations of information and communi-
cation technologies for development in Jamaica. Futures, 40(7),
674–687. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2007.12.006

Wang, J.-H., &Wang, S.-Y. (2019). Indigenous social policy and social
inclusion in Taiwan. Sustainability, 11(12), 3458. https://doi.org/10.
3390/su11123458

Warnholtz, G., Ormerod, N., & Cooper, C. (2020). The use of tourism
as a social intervention in indigenous communities to support
the conservation of natural protected areas in Mexico. Journal
of Sustainable Tourism, 30(11), 2649–2664. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09669582.2020.1860069

Wilson, P. C. (2003). Ethnographic museums and cultural com-
modification: Indigenous organizations, NGOs, and culture as
a resource in Amazonian Ecuador. Latin American Perspectives,
30(1), 162–180. https://doi.org/10.1177/0094582x02239203

Wolff, L. F., & Gomes, J. C. C. (2015). Beekeeping and agroecologi-
cal systems for endogenous sustainable development. Agroecology
and Sustainable Food Systems, 39(4), 416–435. https://doi.org/10.
1080/21683565.2014.991056

Wongnithisathaporn, P., & Worsdell, T. (2021 March). Thailand’s
Indigenous Peoples fight for ‘land of our heart.’ Mongabay.
https://news.mongabay.com/2021/03/thailands-indigenous-
peoples-fight-for-land-of-our-heart-commentary/

Yadav, A., & Bansal, S. (2020). Viewing marketing through
entrepreneurial mindset: A systematic review. International Jour-
nal of Emerging Markets, 16(2), 133–153. https://doi.org/10.1108/
IJOEM-03-2019-0163

Yap, M. L. M., & Watene, K. (2019). The sustainable develop-
ment goals (SDGs) and indigenous peoples: Another missed
opportunity? Journal of Human Development and Capabil-
ities, 20(4), 451–467. https://doi.org/10.1080/19452829.2019.1574
725

Yu, C. Y. (2018). An application of sustainable development in indige-
nous people’s revival: The history of an indigenous tribe’s struggle
in Taiwan. Sustainability (Switzerland), 10(9), 3259. https://doi.
org/10.3390/su10093259

Zimmerman, B., Peres, C. A., Malcolm, J. R., & Turner, T. (2001).
Conservation and development alliances with the Kayapó of
south-eastern Amazonia, a tropical forest indigenous people.
Environmental Conservation, 28(1), 10–22. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0376892901000029

Zupic, I., & Čater, T. (2015). Bibliometric methods in manage-
ment and organization. Organizational Research Methods, 18(3),
429–472. https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428114562629

How to cite this article: Bansal, S., Sarker, T.,
Yadav, A., Garg, I., Gupta, M., & Sarvaiya, H.
(2023). Indigenous communities and sustainable
development: A review and research agenda.
Global Business and Organizational Excellence,
1–23. https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22237

AUTH OR BIOGRAPH IES

Sanchita Bansal teaches entrepreneurship at the
University School of Management Studies, Guru
Gobind Singh Indraprastha University, New Delhi.
Her areas of interest include SDGs, Crowdfunding,
entrepreneurial marketing, women entrepreneur-
ship, social entrepreneurship, etc. She obtained her
Doctorate from Kurukshetra University, India in the
Field of Women Entrepreneurship. She is a member
of the Academy of Management (AoM) and has been
reviewing for AoM. She has published research articles
in Resources Policy, Journal of Intellectual Capital,
International Journal of Business and Information,
Environmental Science and Pollution Research, PLOS
One, The International Review of Retail, Distribu-
tion and Consumer Research, Journal of Consumer
Behaviour, and Global Business and Organizational
Excellence.

Tapan Sarker is Professor at the University of South-
ern Queensland, Australia. He has provided training
and management consultation to a number of organi-
sations, including theWorld Bank, Asian Development
Bank, Ministry of Natural Resources and Environ-
ment of Laos, and the Mongolian Revenue Authority.
He is a former World Bank scholar and was a Vis-
iting Professor at Soka University (2019) and Keio
University (2014-2015) in Japan. He was also a Scholar-
in-Residence at IIM Calcutta (2017), the only triple
crowned management education institute in India.

Anshita Yadav is an Assistant Professor at Depart-
ment of Commerce at Gurugram University, Guru-
gram, Haryana, India. She teaches subjects related
to entrepreneurship, economics and business organ-
isation. She recently completed her PhD studied the
entrepreneurial and marketing strategies of new start-

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/inequality/
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/inequality/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2016.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2016.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10784-020-09487-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/0896920516688757
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2007.12.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11123458
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11123458
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1860069
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1860069
https://doi.org/10.1177/0094582x02239203
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2014.991056
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2014.991056
https://news.mongabay.com/2021/03/thailands-indigenous-peoples-fight-for-land-of-our-heart-commentary/
https://news.mongabay.com/2021/03/thailands-indigenous-peoples-fight-for-land-of-our-heart-commentary/
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOEM-03-2019-0163
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOEM-03-2019-0163
https://doi.org/10.1080/19452829.2019.1574725
https://doi.org/10.1080/19452829.2019.1574725
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10093259
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10093259
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892901000029
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892901000029
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428114562629
https://doi.org/10.1002/joe.22237


BANSAL et al. 23

ups. She has extensively published papers in highly
impactful, ABDC listed, and Web of Science and Sco-
pus indexed journals including Entrepreneurship and
Regional Development, Environmental Science and
Pollution Research, and Renewable and Sustainable
Energy Reviews, etc. and has also edited a book.

Isha Garg recently completed her PhD at the Univer-
sity School of Management Studies at Guru Gobind
Singh Indraprastha University. Her research area is
social entrepreneurship and her work mainly focuses
on sustainable development. She aims to study social
entrepreneurs who creates value for sustainable devel-
opment. She is the assistant editor for the book ‘Con-
temporary Issues in South Asia’ by NOVA publishers.
She has published in various high quality and indexed
journals so far.

Mansi Gupta is a Research Associate at Centre for
Financial Innovation, S P Jain Institute ofManagement
and Research, Mumbai, India, heading the research
wing at the centre. She is also serving as a PhD scholar
at Guru Gobind Singh Indraprastha University, India.
She has visited Germany and United Kingdom for
academic purposes. Her interest in interdisciplinary

research includes projects related to behavioral eco-
nomics, and sustainable and responsible business. She
is a fellow member of the ‘Academy of Manage-
ment’ and is a PhD representative with the Sustain-
able and Responsible Business track at the ‘British
Academy of Management’. She has extensively pub-
lished papers in highly impactful, ABDC-listed, and
Web of Science-indexed journals including Journal of
Business Research, Energy Policy, and Renewable and
Sustainable Energy Reviews, to name a few.

Harsha Sarvaiya is a passionate lecturer at Grif-
fith University, Nathan campus. She brings her more
than 10 years of teaching experience in Australia,
New Zealand and India to continuously innovate her
learning and teaching expertise. She currently teaches
undergraduate as well as postgraduate courses, namely
Business Ethics and Corporate Governance, Globali-
sation and Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) and
Strategic Supply Chain Management. She has been
recognised for her teaching skills byDeputy Vice Chan-
cellor Teaching Commendations in 2018 and 2019.
She is also equally passionate about her research in
the areas of CSR, sustainable business practices, and
sustainable solid waste management.

 19322062, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/joe.22237 by U

niversity O
f Southern Q

ueensland, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense


	Indigenous communities and sustainable development: A review and research agenda
	Abstract
	1 | INTRODUCTION
	2 | THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
	3 | DATA AND METHODOLOGY
	3.1 | Data search, retrieval, and sample
	3.2 | Bibliometric methodology and data analysis
	3.3 | Descriptive analysis

	4 | RESULTS AND FINDINGS
	4.1 | Conceptual structure of the publications
	4.1.1 | Keyword co-occurrence and thematic map
	4.1.2 | Factorial analysis using multi-dimensional scaling (MDS)

	4.2 | Social structure
	4.2.1 | Keywords-journals-countries (KJC) framework

	4.3 | Intellectual structure of the publications
	4.3.1 | Co-citation analysis of highly cited authors


	5 | DISCUSSION AND FUTURE RESEARCH AGENDA
	5.1 | Thematic propositions
	5.1.1 | Economy
	5.1.2 | Ecology
	5.1.3 | Socio-demographic factors
	5.1.4 | Livelihood
	5.1.5 | Sustainable development/conservation
	5.1.6 | Politics, policies, and partnerships (3P’s)

	5.2 | Contextual propositions
	5.3 | Methodological propositions

	6 | CONCLUSION
	6.1 | Theoretical implications (for researchers)
	6.2 | Practical and policy implications (for entrepreneurs)
	6.3 | Policy implications (at the national level)

	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	ORCID
	REFERENCES
	AUTHOR BIOGRAPHIES


