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Abstract

Aims: The aims of this systematic review were to (1) identify assessment
approaches of Indigenous food sovereignty using the core domains of
community ownership, inclusion of traditional food knowledge, inclusion/
promotion of cultural foods and environmental/intervention sustainability,
(2) describe Indigenous research methodologies when assessing Indigenous
food sovereignty.

Methods: Guided by Indigenous members of the research team, a systematic
review across four databases (Medline, Embase, CINAHL and PsycINFO) was
performed. Studies in any language from 1996 to 2021, that used one or more
of the core domains (identified from a recent scoping review) of community
ownership, inclusion of traditional food knowledge, inclusion/promotion of
cultural foods and environmental/intervention sustainability were included.
Results: From 20 062 records, after exclusion criteria were applied, 34 studies
were included. Indigenous food sovereignty assessment approaches were
mostly qualitative (n = 17) or mixed methods (n = 16), with interviews the
most utilised (n = 29), followed by focus groups and meetings (n = 23) and
validated frameworks (n = 7) as assessment tools. Indigenous food sovereignty
assessment approaches were mostly around inclusion of traditional food
knowledge (n = 21), or environmental/intervention sustainability (n = 15).
Community-Based Participatory Research approaches were utilised across
many studies (n = 26), with one-third utilising Indigenous methods of inquiry.
Acknowledgement of data sovereignty (n = 6) or collaboration with Indige-
nous researchers (n = 4) was limited.

Conclusion: This review highlights Indigenous food sovereignty assessment
approaches in the literature worldwide. It emphasises the importance of using
Indigenous research methodologies in research conducted by or with

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivs License, which permits use and distribution in any

medium, provided the original work is properly cited, the use is non-commercial and no modifications or adaptations are made.
© 2023 The Authors. Nutrition & Dietetics published by John Wiley & Sons Australia, Ltd on behalf of Dietitians Australia.

Nutrition & Dietetics. 2023;1-16.

wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal/ndi

1


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9221-3764
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4938-5362
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9876-9122
mailto:lvanherw@bond.edu.au
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
http://wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal/ndi

2_|_W] LEY-Nutrition & Dietetics

ABDUL ET AL.

KEYWORDS

1 | INTRODUCTION

There are an estimated 370 million Indigenous Peoples
living around the world.! The term Indigenous, includes
the First Nations or First Peoples, Tribes, Aboriginal Peo-
ples and ethnic groups from different countries.” The
Oxford dictionary describes Indigenous people inhabiting
or existing in a land from the earliest times or from
before the arrival of colonists. ‘Indigenous’ is an
umbrella term for First Nations (status and non-status),
Métis and Inuit. ‘Indigenous’ refers to all these groups,
either collectively or separately and is the term used in
international contexts, for example, the ‘United Nations
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples’. Coloni-
sation is invasion: a group of people taking over the land
and imposing their own culture on Indigenous people.
Colonisation is cultural and psychological in determining
whose knowledge is privileged. Therefore, colonisation
not only impacts the first generation colonised but cre-
ates enduring issues.’” Decolonisation seeks to reverse
and remedy this through direct action and listening to
the voices of First Nations people.

Over the years, communities and organisations have
been working towards decolonisation, to reclaim the
rights of First Nations Peoples on the access to their land,
natural resources and food sovereignty.> Food sover-
eignty can be defined as ‘the right to healthy and cultur-
ally appropriate food produced through ecologically
sound and sustainable methods, and their right to define
their own food and agriculture systems’.* The definition
of food sovereignty has evolved over time,” and while
food sovereignty has a historical basis, its current use and
terminology was introduced at the World Food Summit
by the La Via Campesina Group in 1996.* Indigenous
food sovereignty is a term that has developed from tradi-
tional Indigenous knowledges, belonging to First Nations
Peoples around the world.® Indigenous food sovereignty
can be defined as ‘a rights-based approach to land, food
and the ability to control a production system that
emphasises accountability to holding culturally, ecologi-
cally and spiritually respectful relations—with plants,
animals, environment and surrounding communities
within those systems’.” Indigenous food sovereignty in
practice can be seen as a resurgence of Indigenous forms
of authority and autonomy around food.®

Indigenous Peoples and acknowledges Indigenous communities should lead
future research in this area.

assessment, culture, data sovereignty, food, food sovereignty, Indigenous peoples

Assessment of Indigenous food sovereignty is an
essential component of reclaiming food sovereignty as it
examines the current community food environment,
informs change to strengthen food systems, and in turn,
community health and wellbeing.” In research, it is
important to support descriptions of Indigenous food sov-
ereignty in the literature to aid in the assessment of
Indigenous food sovereignty. However, the assessment
presents challenges, including the ambiguity of the term,
the lack of availability in peer-reviewed literature, cultur-
ally appropriate quality assessment tools to appraise
research, the lack of description in assessment methods,
including tools and frameworks, and limited research
conducted by or with Indigenous authors.” A recent scop-
ing review identified four common domains that are used
to describe Indigenous food sovereignty including:
(1) community ownership, (2) inclusion of traditional
food knowledge, (3) inclusion and promotion of cultural
foods and (4) environmental/intervention sustainability.”
The first domain relates to the degree to which the com-
munity is involved in the intervention. The second
domain relates to the extent which traditional food
knowledge is emphasised as part of the intervention. This
includes generational knowledge passed down from
Elders and other knowledge keepers, storytelling, and
honouring Indigenous ways of planting, cultivating, har-
vesting, processing and preparing Indigenous foods. The
third domain relates to how traditional cultural foods are
included in the intervention. The fourth domain relates
to Indigenous peoples’ ecological responsibility to grow
and process foods in an environmentally responsible
way, as well as the responsibility of the researchers to
conduct research in a sustainable way.” These domains
may be a useful guide to reduce ambiguity of the term
Indigenous food sovereignty and assist researchers to
assess Indigenous food sovereignty in the literature.

One method that assesses Indigenous food sover-
eignty is the Food Sovereignty Assessment Tool, devel-
oped by First Nations Development Institute, in the
USA." The tool is a collaborative and participatory pro-
cess that takes a solution-oriented approach to achieve
food sovereignty.'”'! It does this by exploring the types
of foods consumed, where it is sourced from, individual
and tribal economies, and how food resources are man-
aged. Although the Food Sovereignty Assessment Tool is
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used in intervention projects, it has not been used in
research literature. This may be problematic as it is devel-
oped and implemented by First Nations people and
hence would be an appropriate assessment tool to gather
data on Indigenous food sovereignty. Community-based
participatory research, as a research approach, empha-
sises the importance of creating partnerships between
researchers and the people for whom the research is ulti-
mately meant to be of use.'” The approach aims to help
researchers bring focus to the peoples’ perspectives,
values and priorities.'>'* This is a key approach to under-
standing and assessing Indigenous food sovereignty.

This review investigates existing literature on Indige-
nous food sovereignty assessment and adds to prelimi-
nary Indigenous food sovereignty research literature.
Thus, the primary aim of this review is to identify and
summarise existing Indigenous food sovereignty assess-
ment approaches. The secondary aim is to explore Indige-
nous research methodologies used within the extracted
studies. This review may guide future researchers to
assess Indigenous food sovereignty and explore whether
the approaches are effective in examining food environ-
ments to inform change and strengthen Indigenous food
systems.

2 | METHODS

With the team consisting of two Australian Indigenous
researchers and five members of non-Australian Indige-
nous backgrounds, this review has attempted to work
towards negating the usual western research practices and
use a respective tone throughout to instil practice of cul-
tural safety. This was guided by the two Australian Indige-
nous researchers. We acknowledge that this research team
also consists of non-Australian Indigenous researchers of
differing cultural backgrounds who may have a lens of
pre-existing cultural bias. These researchers recognise their
roles as outsiders looking into the diverse cultures and cus-
toms of Indigenous populations.'*

The research team recognise this review did not origi-
nate from Indigenous communities and acknowledge
that future Indigenous food sovereignty research should
come from, and be guided by, Indigenous communities.
This is essential in practising cultural safety and honour-
ing First Nations peoples’ sovereignty over their intellec-
tual property in research and literature."”

The research protocol was not eligible for registration
with International prospective register of systematic reviews
(PROSPERO) as it was considered a systematic scoping
review and was instead uploaded to Open Science
Framework (OSF) Home on 6 January 2022. The OSF is a
tool that promotes open, centralised workflows by enabling

TABLE 1 Inclusion criteria.

Inclusion criteria

Indigenous populations worldwide

Indigenous food sovereignty intervention studies in any
language

Used one or more of the domains of Indigenous food
sovereignty (community ownership, inclusion/promotion of
cultural foods, inclusion of traditional food knowledge and
environmental/intervention sustainability) or includes food
and culture

Describes how Indigenous food sovereignty is assessed outside
of the above domains

Studies published from 1996 to 2021

capturing of different aspects of the research cycle, includ-
ing developing a research idea, designing a study, storing,
and analysing collected data, and writing and publishing
papers. The Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) checklist was
applied."* The search strategy was developed in PubMed
and translated by the Systematic Review Accelerator Poly-
glot."” A systematic search of four databases (Medline,
Embase, CINAHL and Psycinfo) was undertaken in
November 2021 by three authors, assisted by a librarian in
developing the search strategy. The search terms utilised
are outlined in Table S1. Forward and backward citation
was conducted by three authors on all studies included for
analysis.

The inclusion criteria are outlined in Table 1. Studies
published from 1996 were included as the current defini-
tion of food sovereignty appeared in literature in that
year. Intervention is defined as, ‘an act performed for,
with or on behalf of a person or population whose pur-
pose is to assess, improve, maintain, promote or modify
health, functioning or health conditions’."®

Systematic Review Accelerator Deduplicator was
used to exclude duplicates of extracted studies.'” Stud-
ies were then uploaded to Covidence (Veritas Health
Innovation, Melbourne, Australia) for further dedupli-
cation and screening.'® Titles and abstracts of the iden-
tified studies were screened independently in duplicates
by three authors before progressing to full-text screen-
ing in the same format. A third author was nominated
to resolve any conflicts in the screening process. One
study was translated from Spanish to English via Goo-
gle Translate and reviewed for accuracy by a native
Spanish speaker. The process of consensus decision
making by agreement rather than majority vote with all
researchers led to the final selection of articles for the
review.

The Mixed Method Appraisal Tool was utilised to
assess the quality of studies by assessing the robustness of
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qualitative, quantitative and mixed methods studies.”
This was completed independently in duplicates by three
authors (MA, Al, CL) with disagreements resolved by the
third author. Studies assessed using the Mixed Method
Appraisal Tool were then categorised as low, unclear, or
high quality. Twelve percent of the extracted studies were
selectively appraised by two experienced researchers.

A data extraction Excel (Microsoft) spreadsheet was
developed based on the research question and reviewed
by three authors. Data extraction was performed inde-
pendently and cross-checked in thirds by three authors.
Synthesis was categorised as follows, guided by a study
by Maudrie et al (2021): (1) first author/year, (2) popula-
tion/country, (3) study design, (4) community-based par-
ticipatory research approach, (5) Indigenous food
sovereignty assessment methods, (6) Indigenous food sov-
ereignty frameworks and tools, (7) Indigenous food sover-
eignty domains (community ownership, inclusion of
traditional food knowledge, inclusion/promotion of cul-
tural foods and environmental/intervention sustainabil-
ity) (8) data analysis, for the description of assessment in
Indigenous food sovereignty. Two categories (9) acknowl-
edgement of data sovereignty and (10) acknowledgement
of Indigenous authors was included to assess use of
Indigenous research methodologies and were cross-
checked by one Indigenous researcher (KM). The four
Indigenous food sovereignty domains were identified
from a recent scoping review and captured the elements
of Indigenous food sovereignty.” As the included studies
assessed Indigenous food sovereignty differently, their
methods of assessment were collated and described nar-
ratively to allow for a deeper analysis of the methods.

3 | RESULTS

Database searching produced 20 062 records. After dedu-
plication, 12 916 studies were screened against the inclu-
sion and exclusion criteria. Seven additional studies were
identified through forward and backward searching.’**°
Following full text screening, a total of 34 studies were
included in the study (Figure 1).

Characteristics of included studies are summarised in
Table 2. Indigenous food sovereignty was assessed mostly
in Canada (n = 13),'*?%*>?773¢ followed by United States
of America (n=8),2?*"* India (n=3)>>*""
Ecuador (n = 3),****® Australia (n =2),*”*® and one
study from Uganda,*** South Africa,”® China,>* and
Namibia respectively.”> Seven studies used validated
frameworks, with the most frequent being the socio-
ecological model (n = 3).***>*® The most frequent assess-
ment method was interviews (n = 29),'%2124729,32734.36
39434752 followed by focus groups and meetings

(n:23).12,24,27—31,33—40,46—48,50—52 The most frequently

used tool was the Traditional Food Frequency Question-
naire (n = 7),°%*7"3*3>% and Household Food Security
Survey Model (n = 4),°**®%*! which assessed inclusion
of traditional and local food.

Half of the studies (n=17) used a qualitative
approach, followed by a mixed-method study design
(n =16), and only one study used a quantitative study
design.’® Of all the studies included, 26 used a commu-
nity-based participatory research approach. Studies that
adopted a community-based participatory research
approach assessed more Indigenous food sovereignty
principals compared to studies that did not use the
approach. Based on the Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool,
qualitative and quantitative studies were deemed high
quality (Figure S1). The quality of mixed method studies
was unclear as they did not report on whether there were
divergences and inconsistencies within the results and
whether they were adequately addressed.

All included studies assessed one or more of the four
Indigenous food sovereignty domain principals, most
studies assessed the inclusion of traditional food knowl-
edge (n = 21), followed by environmental/intervention
sustainability (n = 15), the inclusion and promotion of
cultural foods (n =10), and community ownership
(n = 5). No studies assessed all four domains, however,
one study assessed three of the four domains,” and nine
studies assessed two domains.>*?>2%:3032,3741,44:49

Assessment methods varied with the most frequent
method being interviews (n = 29), followed by focus
groups and meetings (n = 23). Other common assess-
ment methods included the use of surveys (n = 13),
photovoice (n = 10), dietary assessments (n = 7), obser-
vations (n = 5), talking and knowledge circles (n = 5),
storytelling (n = 3), and questionnaires (n =2). Ten
other assessment methods were used once throughout
the included studies. Most studies (n = 26) used multiple
assessment methods (Table 2).

In terms of the assessment of the four domains, the
inclusion of traditional food knowledge was mostly
assessed using interviews, focus groups and meetings.
Environmental sustainability was mostly assessed using
surveys, focus groups and meetings. Inclusion/promotion
of cultural food knowledge and community ownership
was mostly assessed using interviews, focus groups and
meetings (Figure S2).

Twenty assessment tools were identified across half of
the studies (n = 17). Nine studies used adapted tools,
seven of these adapted the food frequency questionnaire
to a traditional food frequency questionnaire,>**°"
31343545 one study adapted the US Department of Agri-
culture Household Food Security Survey Model for the
Indigenous populations of Canada,” and one study
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3
S Studies included in review
S (n=34)
=
FIGURE 1 PRISMA flow diagram of search results and included studies.

adapted a survey from the Mexican National Health and
Nutrition Survey. Four studies developed their own tools,
two studies had their questions developed by the Indige-
nous community to use for their interviews and
surveys,*® one study used questions developed by
Indigenous community members, and questions from the
Canadian Community Health Survey and the Regional
Health Survey.’® One study used a tool developed from a
previous study.*> Four studies used established tools,
three of the four used the US Department of Agriculture
Household Food Security Survey Model.”***' Batel
et al., also used the National Nutritious Food Basket
Tool,*® Byker used the US Department of Agriculture—
Six-item Short Form Food Security Survey Module.*
Two studies did not mention whether their tools were
established, developed, or adapted.**** The most fre-
quently used tool was the Traditional Food Frequency
Questionnaire (n = 7) and US Department of Agriculture
Household Food Security Survey (n = 4) which assessed
the inclusion of traditional and local food.

Nine studies (n = 9) used frameworks to guide their
Indigenous food sovereignty assessment,?*2#2%:30-33,3738:49
One study developed their own framework (Fish-to-school
conceptual model) through focus group discussions with
the participants.”®> One study adapted an established
framework by combining the socio-ecological model with
community resilience framework.”® Seven studies used

validated frameworks with the most used being the socio-
ecological model.*>**>*’

This review also investigated the acknowledgement of
data sovereignty and Indigenous authors in the included
studies. Only a small number of studies acknowledged
data sovereignty and/or collaborated with Indigenous
researchers or authors. Six studies acknowledged data
sovereignty,'>?*73%3>%2 with two studies utilising the First
Nations principles of ownership, control, access and pos-
session.'*?***3> Four studies acknowledged the Indige-
nous background of authors or investigators in the
publication.'>***%3% Only two of the included studies
acknowledged both aspects.'>*°

4 | DISCUSSION

This study is the first to systematically identify Indige-
nous food sovereignty assessment approaches, utilising
either one or a combination of core domains of commu-
nity ownership, inclusion of traditional food knowledge,
inclusion and promotion of cultural foods, and environ-
mental/intervention sustainability. This review also
describes Indigenous research methodologies when asses-
sing Indigenous food sovereignty.

A key finding of the review was that community-
based participatory research was identified as an

8SUB017 SUOLILIOD SAERID) @ [qeajdde U Ag peueA0b a1 BRI YO ‘38N JOS3INJ 10} AR 1T BUIIUO AB]IM UO (SUORIPUOD-PUR-SWLRYLIOD" A3 1M ARRIq 1pU1IU0//SANY) SUORIPUOD Pue SWi L 3Ly 885 *[£202/.0/20] uo Ariqiauliuo Aoim ‘AriqIT AISIBAIUN PUOE SS2IN0SSY UOIRULIOJU| JeBeue N AQ ET8ZT 0800-L12T/TTTT OT/I0p/w00"A8| 1M AXelq1pu!uo//Sdny Woi) pepeojumod ‘0 ‘0800LrLT



17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

2
&
5
2 sa)e)s pajrun
< JNES  Arqeureisng Arunuwuiod
U0 paseq SUIPO)  UONUIAIIUL UOT}BAISSAI
SIsA[eue  /[EJUSIUOIIAUL uerpuy
JUIU0D diyszoumo sSuneaN UBOLISUIY SUTe[d
X X aAONpU] Arunwuro) - INAS SMITATIU] S9X  LAneNEnd UISYIION YL 0202 “umoig
BI[eIISNY
(119s9p [BNURD
puE 15802 IION
wo1j puerur
9010A0)0YJ “)Se0D YIION)
sisA[eue Aniqeureisng 1001, sgumeIq SN IUNWITIOD
JUIJU0D uonuaAI)Ul  Juruue[d poog sSuneaN reurduoqy STOT
X X [EUOTIUSAUOYD) /[EIUSWUOIIAUY poos) padofeasd - SMITATINU] SOX  2AnEEND dowRI f  QqUIOII[qUILIG
Aqeurejsng
UOIIUSAI)UT
/TeIUSWIUOIIAUY
S8pommouyy ;0441 Tomaurery (synpe s9z = u)
"UONEN X[IAS sisATeue pooq SHY ‘;SHOD uonowoxd epRUR)D
9} JO SIaquua PaMOT[0] 1M Uo1sSa13a1 [euonIpel], ¢ INSSHH yIesy SUOTIBN ST
SIe SIOYINE OM], 3dVDO Jo sojdourig JjerreAlg jJouorsnpul  vasn paydepy  Surziuojoosq AaaIng SOX 2AERIUEND ueeueyQ X[IAS  T¢0T Ioyoue[g
sisA[eue epRUR)
uorssa13a1 ‘lerrexed
JlqerreAn[njA  93pamou] 309 Jo yinos
sisA[eue pood 9AI3S31-U0 SUIAI]
‘POMOT[0F a1oMm JUIJU0D [euonIpe], SIomaurery a1reuuonsand) spojour —Son)IUNWWO))
nSv X 5dVOO jo sejdpung [eUOnUdAUOD) Jo uorsnpoujg wOmm,H wia)sAs00y AQ1AIRIU] SOK PXIN SUONEN ISIA 26  (T) T20T ‘Tered
= (9L1S = u)
..ﬂ_lU sisA[eue epeuR)
.wu Uo1ssaI3a1 ‘[orreed
O: ansido] a3pamoury 109 Jo yinos
&‘ Aunwurod SJeLIBA N poog JZTIDVNI S193Seq Pooq QAIISI-UO FUIAT]
n” Sunedionred yoes sisA[eue [euonIpe1], pLEINN SMITATIU] spoyeux —SaNIUNWWO))
.O; X  Aq paumo are ejeq oneWAY T, Jouorsnppul  JNSSAH VASN - aIreuuonsand) SOK POXTIN suoneN 1S 26 (T) T20T ‘Tered
..m MOIATOIUT
=} parnonns
Z -Tweg
_ sisAfeue Aqeureisng MITAJI epeue)
V.. JUIIU0D UONIUIAINUT aseqejep BIqUIN[OD) YSHLIG
w X X [EUOTIUSAUOD) /[BIUSIUOIIAUL - - 3ejey SOX  dAneIENnd STex, [ /00SeIry] 0202 ‘ueg
-
- stoyine AJuSroxoAos ejep Jo  SIsA[eue eyeq gS/urewrop [00], SYI0MIUIBI] POUIdIN  Yyoeoadde uSisap Anunod  reak/ioyine
W SnouaSipu] Jo SIUIWSIPIMOUINIY KuSraraaos LAddgD Apms /uonendog ISIg
JUWITPIIMOUOY pooy
snoudSipuy
© "SPOYJoW JUSWISSISSE AJUSIOISA0S POOJ SNOUSFIPUT JO MIIAI © UL SIIPNIS PIPNIOUL JO SonsHIaoeIey) 7 A 1dV.L



17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

7

tetics_ WILEY.

s Australia

Journal

Nutrition & Die

ABDUL ET AL.

(senunuo))

90IAISS
snoud3Ipuy ue
woly 103e31saAul-0D)

SIaquIouI [eqLI
apnyour SIOyINe oM,

Ioyine
snouadpuy dauQ

sioyjne
snouaSipuj yo
JuaWdISPIMOUOY

X

‘PaMO[[0J d1am
5dVDO Jo sardroutid

X

X

KuSa13A0s eIEp JO
sjudWSpamous Py

aAIoNpap
—sIsATeue
onEWAY ],

sIsATeue
aAndoss(q

sisATeue

JUIU0D
[EUOTIUSAUOD)

Funyoayd
IqUIS]A

uonem3ueL)
S)nsay

sisATeue
onBWAY ],

sasATeue
aandirosag

sisATeue
JneWAY,

sasATeue
dyerreAlg

uonem3uew
NSy

Sonsnels

aandrrosaq
sisATeue

oneway,

yoeoxdde

QATIONPUI

pUE 2ATIONPIP

—A1091}
papunoin

SIsATeue vleq

[euonipel],
Jo uorsnpouy -

KoaIng
UonIINN
pue [iesH
[euoneN
UBJIXIIN
Anqeureisng woij paydepe
UOT)UAI)UT AaaIns
/[IUSWIUOIIAUY 199[01d uniny
Amqeureisng
UOTIUAIIUT
/TeIUSWIUOIIAUY -
98pamouyy
poog
[euonIpe], 00 SJUSWI[D
Jo uorsnpouy BJBP PaIRYS
93parmouyy
pood
[euonIpel],
Jo uorsnpoug ,044L
S[poN
Koaing
Ayqeureisng Aumoag pooq
UOIIUSAI)UT W0, 110YS
/TBIUSUIUOIIAUF  WS[-XIS S,VASN
Spoog
[ermmy

Jo uonjowoid
pue uorsnouy
drigszsumQ
Arunuwruio) -

oS/urewop 0oL

KyuSrazanos
pooy
snoudSipuy

SYI0MIUIBI}
Q0UDI[ISaI
Arunuod
pue
ea1301009
[e100S

SyI0MIUTRL]

sdnoig snoog
skoAIng

sdoysyIom
SUSIA 3YS
sKaAIng

Suref101g
SMIIATIU]

SUONBAIISqO

sdnoid snooq
MIIAI) U]
AaaIng

SMIIATIUL
AaaIng

Surf101g
SO7II0
a8pojmouyy
/Buryrer,
SUONBAISqQ
SMITATIU]

POYIIA

spoyowt
SaX POXIN
spoyow
SOX PaXIN
SO eAn®IEN)
spoyow
SoX PaXIN
pauonuaw spoylowt
10N PXIN
spoylowt
$9X POXIN
SO eAn®IEN)
yoeoxdde uSisap
<dddd Apms

‘Qrunwwo)
[BQULL EpUNA

Jopendy ‘ejerfe)

WOIJ SII[IWR]

Jop[oy[rews

LS woxj
S[enpIAIPUT T
epRURD

oLrejuQ

WI_YINOS

ur suoneN
Soljeal], SWel[IM

S9JBIS palun
SONIUNUILIOD
ATIBN
eyse[V/SueIpul

UeOLBWY LI1-TT

(d16 = u)
Iopendg
spue[ysiy
ueLIOpeNdH
S9JBIS pajIun
BUBJUOJA] [N
‘UONBAIISY
uelpuf
peauie[d 2yl Jo
SaqII, IeU)00]
pue ysifes
ParRIdpAUO)
S9JeIS paIIuN
SurwoAm
‘UOTIBATISY
TOATY PUIM
) UI SIIIUIe]
oyedery
UISY}ION pue

T20T

‘Yrera[-ysoyn

120Z ‘olyory

-s039[[en

120z ‘03urwoq

020T ‘uAnigsq

120z ‘nuosea

0207 ‘1934g

Juoysoys uIdiseq  6T0C ‘mopng

A1yunod
Juonyendog

(panunuo))

JTedk/1oyine
ISIg

cHTdV.L



17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

2
= SUONeAIISqO ueyaqr, Sutbig
m A1nqeureisns SMIIATIIU] SoFe[[IA IXIOM
o UOT)USAIIUL aIreuuonNsanY) spoyjowt ‘e-udueys
< X X PaJeIS JON  /[eIUSWIUOIIAUY - - skaaIng SO PoxXIN  ‘utba( ‘sade[Ia 67 €107 “Te 10 nf
(CRLEIUETNI (o8]
pue
Ayiqerisap
‘Kiqepioge
‘KIISIQATD
‘Kiqe[reae)
JUSWIUOIIAUD
Ppooy
JO JUSUISSISSE
sJoyiny
©JEp
AI03UAUT POOJ
Arunuwod Jo
Juel a3eroae
parernore)
elep
18291 A1e391p
Jo Sur100s o3parmouy BOLJV YINOS
KISIATP pood UOIBAISSqQ Arunuurod
Arejarp [euonIpe], SMIIAISIUT  POUOUSW spoyjow ues UBIqIUEN
X X [ENPIAIPUL  JO UOISNIoU] = - pamgpnnsun 10N POXIN snous3ipuy 6107 ‘WISH
(ds = u) epeue)
oLeIuQ
o3parmouy UISYINOS
12 pood ur Arunwwod
...nllu sisA[eue [euonipe], 3010A030UJ Jaunesouapnery 0202
..A_lu X X oneWaY L Jo uoIsnpouy - - SMITATIU] SO QApEIENd  JO YINOX Jewdd  ‘IokeewoueH
Q¢ aSpamouy
(e} pood
&‘ [euonIpel],
c: JO uorsnyouy
.O; SUId)1 pOOJ Spoog 100} Jresm BIpuI
= Jo uonesL03ale) [eImmy AaaIns AoyIeIN joosuen) Jo[treog pue
.W sis[eue  Jo uonoOWoIJ 100} KJISIDATP 3ZeA spoyaur 1reyediopung 0202
Z X X ONeWY], puUe UOISN[OUL (eI MOLSY - sdnoi13 snoog S9X POXIN Jo sodeia 8T “YIeIdf-YsoyD
! erpur
m o3parmouy pueysIeyf jo
= pooq JOWISIJ BuUnyy
- stoyine AJuSroxoAos ejep Jo  SIsA[eue eyeq gS/urewrop [00], SYI0MIUIBI] POUIdIN  Yyoeoadde uSisap Anunod  reak/ioyine
W SnouaSipu] Jo SIUIWSIPIMOUINIY KuSraraaos LAddD Apmis /uoneindog Isa1g
JUIWASPIMOU Y pooy
‘A snoudSipuy
® (ponunuod) z ATAVL



17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

9

tetics_ WILEY.

s Australia

Journal

Nutrition & Die

ABDUL ET AL.

(senunuo))
Aqeurelsng
UOTJUSATIIIUL
/TeIUSUIUOIIAUF
98pomouyy
sIsATeue pooq
[eonsnels [euonIpel],
X X aandirosaq Jo uoIsnpouy
A1qeure)sng
UOT)USAIIUL
/TEIUSUIUOIIAUF
93parmouyy
pooq
[euonIpel],
Jo uorsnpoufy
Spooq
remmy
Jo uonjowo1q
X X SISA[eUR JUSJUOD  PUE UOISN[OUJ
sisA[eue
uoISsa13a1
onsiSo[
delIRANNA
[opowt o3parmouy
[es13o1009 pooq
—sIsA[eue [euonIper],
X X oneWaAY L, Jo uoisnpouy
JIomauery
[opowt
[ed1So0100q
Suisn
—sIsATeue 93parmouyy
oneWwaY) pooq
aAnonpur [euonIper],
X X -oAnONPaq Jo uorsnpoup
stoyine AJuSroxoAos ejep Jo  SIsA[eue eyeq gS/urewrop
SnouaSipu] Jo SIUIWSIPIMOUINIY KyuSrazanos
JUIWASPIMOU Y pooy
snoudSipuy

saIreuuonsanQ)
AaaIng

Od4L
NSSAH vdsn -
MITATIUT
painjonns
RLUEN
3010A0}0YJ
WINIO}
Arunwruio)
A1031119)
JO sInoJ,
S9[OII0
33paymouyy
SUONBAISqO

sdnoid snooq
SaIrRUUONSaNY

0L - sfaAIng

- JNES sdnoi3 snoo,g

sdnoi3 snoog

[00] SjyIOMIWEI] POYIDIN

S

S9xX

Amyuspt
j0U

PIp Inq
yoeoxdde

ot pasn

pauoruaur
10N

yoeoadde
-dddD

spoyjowt
PIXIIN

aAnEEend)

spoyjour
PIXIN

aAneyENd)

uSisap
Apms

(89 = u)
epeue)
errered yip9 oy
JO YINOS SIATISAI
uo Surary ojdoad
uoneN ISIry

(voz = u)
epuedn
(1911RURq
‘yeorengre],
‘exyeunuiry)
SO TUNUIUIOD
nniep\ 991y}
9Uj Ul sarqiurey 94
epeue)
29gand
uIaylIou
ut (pLE = u)
(18pururom
‘ureunsey
“TUISSTISTA)
SOT)TUNTIUIOD
901D TeuIdLoqy €

epRUR) 232N
WISYJION

Ul TUISSHSIA

JOo Arunwwod
991D ‘SJUdPISAI

120C “Te 319
eYyUsnIeN

T20C “Te 30
sorg-zado

10T
“Ie 39 9810qeT

TUISSIISTIAL S10T
PIO S1B9A 06-8T  “Te 10 931aqe]
BUIYD
19q1L], UBUUNL
JsamuIou
‘9In309J21d
snowouoIny
A1yunod JTedk/1oyine
Juonyendog Isag
(ponunuo)) 7 HTIAV.L



17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

ABDUL ET AL.

Nutrition & Dietetics

v | WILEY-

93parmouyy
sIsATeue pooq
JUIUOD [euonipe],
X X [EUOTIUSAUOD) Jo uoIsnpouy
Aiqeureisng
UOT)USATIUL
/TeIUSUWIUOIIAUF
sisATeue digyszsumQ
X X JneWAY ], Arunuuio)
93parmouyy
pood
sisAeue [euonIper],
X X resnsnels Jo uoisnpouy
Suryosyo Spoog
I9qUISIA [emimy
‘PIMO[[0F dI9M SIsA[eue  JO UONOWIOI]
X 5dVOO Jjo sardourig OEWdY],  puE UOISNOU]
Aiqeureisng
UOTJUSATIIUL
/TeIUSWUOIIAUF
dryszoumQ
X X payess 10N Aunuwwo)
‘sisATeue S3pamouyy
[eonsnels pooq
aandiose@  [euonIpell,
‘Xopul JO uoIsnpouy
Aouanbarg Spoodq
TN EN | eImmy
pue Xopu]  JO UOIIOWOIJ
X X dN[eA POS)  pue UOISN[OU]
stoyine AJuSroxoAos ejep Jo  SIsA[eue eyeq gS/urewrop
SnouaSipu] Jo SIUIWSIPIMOUINIY KyuSrazanos
JUIWASPIMOU Y pooy
snoudSipuy

[9POIN

—  Joled YieeH
[opowt
remydoouod
[00Yyds
-0)-Ustq
—SUOISSNISIP
dnoi3 snoojy
ySnoay
SI0MIWey

- umo padojaasg

pauonusur

SMIIAIIU] JON  eAneNEnd

sdnoid snooq

SOX  dAnEIEN)

SMOIAISIU] PAUONIUSUI spojoux
Od4L - salreuuonsand 10N PIXIN
KaaIng 107D SMITATIU]
poo, padoraasq JNES sKaAIng SOX  aAnENENn)
SHSIA IS
sdnoid snooq
SMIIAIIU]
- - skoaIng S9X  aAnelend
SA9AINS paUOIIUSW spoyjaut
- - SMITATIIU] JON POXIA
[00], SYI0MIUIBI] POUIdIN  Yyoeoadde uSisap
<dddd Apms

Jo spue[ysry aty

ur ‘epuedesenn

Jo ystred

[ean1 ay3 jo
91doad snouaSrpur

S9JeIS pajiun
eySery
UID)SOMYINOS
Jo uordar
® UI Pajedo|
Arunuwrwod yr,dnx

(IS9Y ‘W 0£€ = U)
epRURD

29gand

UIdYIoU

Jo (991D) 29Y2IS]

NOAdY a1} WOy
(yonokag) synpy
epeUR)

oLBIuQ

WI9)SaMYINO0S

Ul 9AISAI-JJO

pue -uo SuIAl

(8T = u) uswom
I3p[e UONEN ISII
epeue)

BRIV

Jo uoneN 991D

ToARY Pay oNI'T

oy jo ordoad
uoneN ISIL]

"BV YInog ur

9QII} BPUSARYA

Jo sage[[IA 9

wo1y sjuetLIoyur

Aoy sorewoy
puUe So[ew T¢

910z
“Te 30 JogeURg

LT0T “Te 30 nN

810C
“Ie 39 UddION

020T
“Te 39 PIJnaN

00T
“Te 19 19YJeN

8T0C
“Ie 19 'USBIEN

A1yunod JTedk/1oyine
Juonendog ISIg
(ponunuo)) 7 HTIAV.L



17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

- (senunuo))
-
SUOI)BAIdSqO oLISIp
Jo uonowoid sdnoid snoo,g Suowrey 159 100T

p X X PoJeISJON  pue uoIsnpuy - - SMITATIIU] SOX  2Ape)End)  Jo uswom eduoy “Te 39 ‘y3uIs
88 (Lt =u)

- SO1BIS pAIUN
- uoga10
W AiqeureIsng ‘(MINILD)

[ UOIJUSAI)UT SUOTIBAISY

7] /TBIUSUIUOIIAUF ueIpu] e[Iew)
..m 93parmouy 9y} Jo saquI,

..nhv poog PaIBISPIJUO)

O: sisA[eue [euonIpe], EL] €10T
m 2 X X JneWAY, Jo uorsnpouy - - sdnoid snoog SOX  QANEI[eNd) JO SIOQUISW [BQLL],  “Te 39 2INYdS
oJ: (8s=u

cs snouagipur-uou
.O: pue ‘€7 = u
= snouagdrpur)
+— BIfeISNY
NU ‘SOLIOJLIID ],

UISYIION
98pomouyy pue pue[suaand)
poog Ul SO TUNUIUIOD
[euonipe1], snouagipuy
Jo uorsnpoup djouwax
Spoog INoj woij
remmy Arunuruod sjuedronred
SIsA[eue  Jo uonowWoIld £q padoraasp snoud3Ipur-uou 8102

X X OMEWAY],  PUB UOISN[OUL suonsang - SMITATIU] SOX  QAnENEND) pue snoua3puy “Te 10 s1030y
(aseq
QAIISAI ‘66 = U
‘ueqin OST = u)
;0441 epeue) oLreIuQ
93parmouyy Arunurod UI)SIMYINOS
sIsATeue pooq Yy ur sajdoad

[esnsnels [euonIpe1], £q padojansp SaIrEUUONSAN) spoyeux snoua3rpuy 020T “Te 19

X X aAndLosaq Jo uorsnjouy suonsang - sfaAIng SOX POXTIN Paseq-oAIasay puowyory
SI9P[Q ‘synpe
‘SJUddSI[OpE
‘UaIp[Iyd
(sL=u)
Iopendq
[enuao xedojo)

stoyine AJuSroxoAos ejep Jo  SIsA[eue eyeq gS/urewrop [00], SYI0MIUIBI] POUIdIN  Yyoeoadde uSisap Anunod  reak/ioyine

g SnouaSipu] Jo SIUIWSIPIMOUINIY KuSraraaos LAddgD Apms /uonendog ISIg

m JUWITPIIMOUOY pooy
= snoudSipuy

a

2 (penunuo)d) 7 ATIV.L




17470080, 0, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1747-0080.12813 by Manager Information Resources Bond University Library, Wiley Online Library on [02/07/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

5 ‘[opout 9130]099-0190S— NS
m “KoaIns yIresH Emo_mom|m:mw
m_ *K9AINS YI[ESH ArunuIwio)) ueIpeu)—SHID,
2 ‘uorssassod pue ssa0oe ‘Jonuod ‘drysioumo Jo sajdourid suoneN Is11d SYL—dVIOg
< -a1reutonsang) Aoudnbarg pood [euoNIpeIL—OAA,
"UOIBDIJISSED SUOZ XOPU] SSOU)OUWNY Epeue)) SIEJY UISYIION pue snousSipul—ZIOVNI,
‘100, 39ysed pood snonnN [euoneN—ILgANN,
"3[NPOIN A9AINS LM POO,] PIOYSSNOH VSN WON-8T 9YL—INSSIH vdASN,
“120T ‘SHpNE £q Ma1a31 Surdods Uo paseq surewop Ajusie1anos pooy snousdipul,
‘yoreasa1 A1oyedionred paseq Arunuwwo)d—yddD,
A1qeure)sng
UOT)USAIIUL
/[EIUSWIUOIIAUY epuedn
Spooq SI0MIUIey SJOLIISIP 9AY
eImmy renydaouod sso1oe s1oonpoxd
sisA[eue  JO UONOWOIJ Swa)SAs sdnoig snooq wooIysnux 610T
X X ONBWIdY],  puB UOISNOUT - uoneAOUU] SMITATIIU] SOX  eAnEIENnd) [eUBSDIY [ 39 OIIPUIM
(cr=wu)
sajeIS
pajuq ‘eYserv
o3parmouy 1S9MYINOS
pood ur uordar vIeq
[euonIper], wmoysny
Jo uoisnpouy -uoynx oY)
Spooq Ul SoNIUNWIWOd
a1doad aaneN remm) AANEN
BYSE[V 9y} 0} SIsf[eue  Jo UonOWOIJ pauonuaw BYSE[V 9JOWaI 120¢
X Suofaq pa3oaq[od eyep ONBWIdY],  pue UoISNIUL - - sdnoigd snoog JON QAnEI[end) ‘[eIni gI ul sIop[g “Te 30 Yorem
o Aqeurelsng
%) UOT)USAIIUL
= /TBIUSUIUOIIAUL BIUIOJBD
..ﬂ_lU Spooq WIdY}Iou
..wm [eImy pue uo3a1Q
D JO uonowoIq UISYINOS
&‘ sIs[eue pue uoIsnjouy sdnoig snoog JO uIseq JOATY
c: [edusnels  digssumoQ SMIIATSIU] poyrewt Yjewery ay) 610C “Te 30
nlu X X SIsA[eue juajuo) Aunwwo) NSSIH VASN - skaAIng SOx POXIIN UT SOqLLT, 99IY], SUIMIIMOS
= 98pomouyy
o) poo,
Z [euonIpel], (Woy =u
_ Jo uorsnyouy ‘40TT = u)
>~ Spooq BIpU]J YSopeld
o8 [eImmy [eyorUNIY
m stoyine AJuSroxoAos ejep Jo  SIsA[eue eyeq gS/urewrop [00], SYI0MIUIBI] POUIdIN  Yyoeoadde uSisap Anunod  reak/ioyine
W SnouaSipu] Jo SIUIWSIPIMOUINIY KuSraraaos LAddD Apmis /uoneindog Isa1g
JUIWASPIMOU Y pooy
‘A snoudSipuy
) (ponunuod) 7 ATLV.L



ABDUL ET AL.

Nutrition & Dietetics_W] LEYJ—B

Indigenous food sovereignty assessment approach in over
three-quarters of the studies.”®> When assessing Indige-
nous food sovereignty, community ownership was
assessed either qualitatively or using mixed methods with
community-based participatory research. Similarly, stud-
ies assessing inclusion and promotion of cultural foods
domain mostly utilised qualitative with community-
based participatory research methods. Interventions
included generational knowledge passed down from
Elders and other knowledge keepers, storytelling, and
honouring Indigenous ways of planting, cultivating, har-
vesting, processing and preparing Indigenous foods. The
community ownership and inclusion and promotion of
cultural foods interventions align with community-based
participatory research principles, with ideally the com-
munity involved in the initiation, development, imple-
mentation and  sustainability  efforts of an
intervention.”>* Over 70% of studies included Indige-
nous community members in the data analysis process,
in the format of member checking,*® holding focus
groups to assess quantitative results or discuss results for
further analysis and interpretation of data.”>*> However,
only one study in this review described the community
being involved with the initiation or development of the
interventions, forming a Community Advisory Board for
the entirety of the study, including study design and data
dissemination.*® This allowed the researchers to gain a
deeper understanding of the local ecological knowledge
and dietary priorities of the community.* Listening to
what the community wants should inform research
design. Future Indigenous food sovereignty research
should focus on involving the community from the initia-
tion and development of an intervention.

Inclusion of traditional food knowledge and environ-
mental/intervention sustainability domains were the most
heterogeneously assessed, with nearly half of both these
study interventions again utilising community-based par-
ticipatory research approaches. Data collection on the
inclusion of traditional food knowledge primarily utilised
validated tools, such as food frequency questionnaires or
food basket surveys to access information such as dietary
habits and food security status.”****'-° Aligning with
previous Indigenous food sovereignty research some
studies described Indigenous people's ecological responsi-
bility to grow and process foods in an environmentally
responsible way,'” as well as the responsibility of the
researchers to conduct research in a sustainable
way.?*13%47 Interestingly, none of the extracted studies
used the Food Sovereignty Assessment Tool that authors
identified in this review, first published in Australian
grey literature in 2004.'° Further research is warranted to
understand whether these tools are effective in assessing
Indigenous food sovereignty worldwide, particularly the

relevance of dietary surveys to gather data on Indigenous
communities' food intake and food security. Only Indige-
nous food sovereignty assessment projects in Native
American communities utilised similar approaches and
acknowledged data sovereignty.”>*

In Indigenous research, it is necessary to explain the
term ‘data sovereignty’.’® Indigenous food sovereignty
research methodologies entail that researchers should
be led by the communities in the research process to
honour their sovereignty. Findings from this review
reflected that only six studies acknowledged data sover-
eignty and/or collaborated with Indigenous researchers
or authors, all of which were Canadian studies. Of these
six studies, four utilised a data sovereignty strategy
named the First Nations principles of ownership, con-
trol, access and possession, which shares similar princi-
ples with data sovereignty.”> Worldwide, Indigenous
food sovereignty assessment and the use of Indigenous
methodology, is limited in the research literature, with
this review identifying 34 peer-reviewed articles from
only nine countries. This highlights that the identified
Indigenous food sovereignty assessment approaches
may not be representative of the global First Nations
populations. Indigenous peoples have raised concern
over them being the subject of research by non-
Indigenous people, leading to the neglect in Indigenous
peoples’ ownership of intellectual and cultural property
generated from research, and research not responding
to the needs or priorities determined by the people.
Perhaps a more standardised approach to Indigenous
food sovereignty assessment is possible, if researchers
embrace the central concepts of data sovereignty, com-
munity ownership, community-based participatory
research, elements of storytelling, talking/knowledge
circles, photovoice and decolonisation of the research
process.

This review has described the most frequently utilised
Indigenous food sovereignty data collection methods;
however, they may not be the most culturally appropriate
methods.”® As discussed, some researchers have aligned
with Indigenous methodologies by using a more Indige-
nous approach to inquiry, such as incorporating elements
of storytelling, talking/knowledge circles and photo-
voice.*"¥73%4%31 These methods are reported as ways to
better capture the communities’ reality and decolonise
the research process.>’! Grey literature also demon-
strates that photovoice, symbol-based reflection, circles
and storytelling are more methodologically rigorous and
culturally appropriate for gathering data with Indigenous
peoples.”® So, not only should future Indigenous food
sovereignty research engage with Indigenous communi-
ties prior to study design, researchers also need to con-
sider culturally appropriate methods.
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A strength of this research is the comprehensive
search strategy capturing relevant studies, with no uni-
versal definition of Indigenous food sovereignty. The four
principal domains of Indigenous food sovereignty were
utilised to ensure interventions that did not clearly artic-
ulate assessing Indigenous food sovereignty were
included.” Central to this review study design, was collab-
oration and leadership by First Nations researchers, sup-
porting cultural safety and rigour.”® The researchers
embraced, incorporated and supported Indigenous
research methods, which is a key component of Indige-
nous epistemologies.” Limitations of the review include
that the concept did not originate from Indigenous com-
munities, Indigenous food sovereignty is not well defined
in literature, and the terminology First Nations or Indige-
nous for each study has not been verified. Although this
review extracted a range of studies from the databases,
scoping of alternate databases and sources were not com-
pleted. Including grey literature and Google Scholar may
provide further studies and information not captured.’

In the process of the review, researchers have discov-
ered an Indigenous quality assessment tool which may be
beneficial for future research in this topic, as it supports
cultural safety in research.’® Future research can expand
the scope of investigation to grey literature of other coun-
tries with Indigenous populations. The Food Sovereignty
Assessment Tool may be useful to utilise in future Indige-
nous led research projects.'® Further Indigenous food
sovereignty assessment research is recommended, only if
Indigenous communities voice their desire for this type
of research, to strengthen the available literature and
identify the effectiveness of methods assessing Indige-
nous food sovereignty.

This review used methods of decolonising research
throughout the process and features elements of data sov-
ereignty. It addresses the gap in the literature on asses-
sing Indigenous food sovereignty and highlights the
variety of methods and tools used across different coun-
tries with Indigenous Peoples. Further research could be
warranted in identifying the strengths and weaknesses of
the identified methods and tools in the assessment of
Indigenous food sovereignty. Future research in Indige-
nous food sovereignty should arise from Indigenous com-
munities to uphold data sovereignty and their voices in
research.
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