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ABSTRACT
Introduction In qualitative research, there are different 
approaches to defining and engaging with social reality. 
Epistemology, as the study of knowledge and knowledge 
creation, influences the methodologies and theories 
used by researchers. A growing literature questions 
the universality of Western- centric and Global North 
research methodologies and theories and highlights their 
Western epistemological roots. While Western frameworks 
are appropriate for Western contexts, it is a fallacy to 
assume that they represent global realities, thereby 
marginalising Global South knowledge systems. Thus, the 
aim of this scoping review is to analyse the underlying 
epistemologies, methodologies or theories that are evident 
in qualitative research conducted by researchers from the 
Global North in their research on, for or with people from 
the Global South.
Methods and analysis The review will be conducted 
using the Joanna Briggs Institute framework for scoping 
reviews. A search strategy will be developed to identify 
published and unpublished literature in CINAHL, Embase, 
Google Scholar, MEDLINE, ProQuest, PsycINFO and Web 
of Science. All potential papers will be exported to the 
reference manager Zotero, and the results will be uploaded 
to Rayyan. Studies are selected using a three- step process 
and documented using the Preferred Reporting Items for 
Systematic Reviews and Meta- Analyses flowchart. The 
abstracted studies will then be collated using the PAGER 
framework to identify the patterns, advances, gaps, 
evidence and recommendations that help to understand 
the review question.
Ethics and dissemination As this is a secondary 
analysis, our research does not require ethical approval, 
but we will scrutinise all included studies for inclusion 
of an ethical approval statement. We intend to share our 
findings through peer- reviewed international journals and 
presentations at conferences, as well as collaborating with 
colleagues in related fields.
Study registration The protocol for this scoping review 
has been registered with the Open Science Framework 
(https://doi.org/10.17605/OSF.IO/5BUZX).

INTRODUCTION
In qualitative research, there are different 
approaches to defining and engaging with 

social reality. Epistemology is the study of the 
nature of knowledge and knowledge creation 
and determines how social reality is under-
stood.1 In qualitative research, epistemology 
refers to the researcher’s assumptions about 
how knowledge is constructed and under-
stood and how it can be acquired. It shapes 
how a researcher views reality and directly 
influences the approach taken towards 
research. Different epistemologies, such as 
positivism, interpretivism or constructivism, 
lead to different understandings of what 
knowledge is and how it should be gathered. 
In contrast, theory has been defined as a big 
idea that structures numerous other ideas.2 
The choice of theory is influenced by the 
researcher’s epistemology, as the nature of 
knowledge dictates how theories are applied 
or generated. In this way, theory is shaped by 
a combination of epistemology and method-
ology, with clear principles that guide how 
knowledge is sought in research. Method-
ology, however, refers to the general approach 

STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY
 ⇒ The review team is experienced in the conduct of 
each stage of the review and has planned regular 
meetings to address process inconsistencies and 
resolve conflicting assessments.

 ⇒ The analytical PAGER framework for reporting scop-
ing reviews was developed by three of the team 
members and is now widely used across multiple 
disciplines.

 ⇒ The use of shared software (Rayyan and Zotero) 
allows for efficient working across regions and 
countries.

 ⇒ Including grey literature reduces publication bias 
and allows for a wide examination of the literature 
beyond academia.

 ⇒ Reflective positionality statements on how the social 
situatedness of all members of the research team is 
likely to influence the proposed work.
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a researcher takes to investigate a research question and 
determines what research methods to use.3 Method-
ology operationalises the researcher’s epistemology and 
provides the practical tools for conducting research. The 
choice of methodology is informed by both theory and 
epistemological stance. In summary, these three concepts 
are interrelated: epistemology shapes the theories a 
researcher finds useful, and together they can inform 
the choice of methodology. Likewise, epistemology and 
methodology can influence the choice of theory.

While we support the inclusion of theory as a funda-
mental component of qualitative research,4 there is a 
growing body of critical literature that questions not only 
the applicability of Western- centric and Global North 
research methodologies and theories as universally valid 
concepts but also highlights how these are underpinned 
by Western epistemologies. This is what we refer to as 
theoretical or epistemic hegemony, that is, the privileging 
of certain forms of knowledge to the marginalisation and 
disempowerment of alternative perspectives.5 6 The social 
phenomenon that a particular theory interrogates is local, 
that is, situated within a given socio- cultural and socio- 
political space. Therefore, it is appropriate for Western 
lenses to be applied to Western social reality. As a side 
note, we recognise that the term ‘Western social reality’ 
implies a monolithic concept, but we also acknowledge 
the nuances in relation to marginalised groups within 
Western contexts, whose realities may differ from those 
of people of white European heritage. The error is in 
the over- reach or perhaps arrogance of assuming that 
the Western local represents the global. As researchers, 
we need to acknowledge that there are different ways 
of knowing and that Western domination risks margin-
alising and suppressing the knowledge systems of the 
Global South and Indigenous peoples that create a form 
of harm akin to what Thorne7 calls ‘genocide by a million 
paper cuts’. We recognise and acknowledge the existence 
of critical frameworks, such as Decolonising Research8 
or Critical Race Theory9, which have long challenged 
the dominance of Western methods, methodologies 
and theories in research and knowledge production by 
promoting a more critical understanding of the under-
lying assumptions, motivations and values that inform 
research practices. Experts from both Western and non- 
Western backgrounds are increasingly emphasising that 
insufficient critical engagement with essential topics, 
such as reflexivity, power and privilege, has led to a 
notable absence of reflection on the present condition 
of qualitative theoretical thinking. In a previous article, 
we urged qualitative researchers to examine the effects 
of prioritising Western- centric and Global North ways of 
knowing as superior, which sparked the team’s interest in 
this topic. In our reading, the terms ‘Global South’ and 
‘Global North’ are used as relational concepts. Rather 
than being characterised by distinct spatial limits, they 
represent evolving topographies formed by historically 
intertwined networks of exchange, dominance, exclu-
sion and identity ascriptions. We also recognise that there 

are marginalised peoples in the Global North, including 
Indigenous populations. By ‘Western’, ‘Westernised’ or 
‘Global North’, we mean people of white Western Euro-
pean heritage in Westernised contexts, including Western 
Europe, North America and Australasia.

Challenges of applying Global North theories in Global South 
contexts
Simonds and Christopher10 present a compelling case 
study of an intervention research project in public health 
that illustrates major problems faced when Western 
research methods and theories—and ultimately Western 
epistemologies—were used on data gathered from the 
Crow Tribe of Montana, an Indigenous community in the 
United States. The case study demonstrates that using a 
Western methodology in an Indigenous setting may be 
unsuitable, given that the epistemological foundations of 
Western methods and theories do not correspond with 
Indigenous knowledge systems. This emphasises the 
importance of understanding how epistemological and 
methodological assumptions influence research design 
and theoretical orientation. In this context, epistemology 
is the theory of knowledge, and methodology is the justifi-
cation for the methods used in a research project. There-
fore, both influence the choice of theory, as different 
theories are based on different concepts of knowledge 
and how it should be obtained. These abstract consider-
ations become concrete when we examine the practical 
consequences of methodological and theoretical choices.

For instance, the separation of Indigenous peoples’ 
stories via content analysis (method) was viewed as a 
violation of the Crow cultural traditions by a commu-
nity advisory board member, as the narratives possess a 
broader significance that is lost when they are divided 
into distinct themes. Furthermore, anonymising tran-
scripts of interviews with revered elders disconnects their 
important personal influence on the community, thereby 
diminishing a crucial element of the narrative’s impact. 
Finally, applying a Western health model (theory) to 
interpret the data does not align with Crow community 
preferences, reflecting a cultural bias that favours a linear 
and individualistic orientation, which is at odds with the 
Indigenous paradigm.

For several decades, Western- centric and Global North 
narratives have been consistently promoted in various 
regions worldwide and through numerous authoritative 
publications, which has consequently overshadowed the 
experiences of marginalised communities and people 
of colour. The continued dominance of monoculture 
Western- centric research paradigms ensures that main-
stream narratives take precedence, resulting in the exclu-
sion of Indigenous voices from scholarly conversations and 
further entrenching the marginalisation of these commu-
nities.11 Epistemic hegemony has also been reported in 
academic publishing in the field of International Rela-
tions, which, according to Noda,12 is hardly ‘interna-
tional’. The author argues that International Relations is 
a Western- dominated field that has established a Western 
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epistemological order as the scientific standard, which is 
not receptive to non- Western scholars and epistemologies 
and is rooted in past colonial relationships.12 Yet, there 
is a growing movement among Indigenous communi-
ties to advocate for the decolonisation of research and 
the advancement of methods to disrupt the dominance 
of Western forms of knowledge.7 This entails critically 
examining the fundamental assumptions that underpin 
research (epistemology) and challenging the dominance 
of Western methods and theories as the sole form of legit-
imate inquiry.

As there is very little explicit discussion of the episte-
mologies, methodologies or theories used in qualitative 
research, we first need to scrutinise the existing research 
literature. The aim of this scoping review is to system-
atically review the health and social care literature and 
analyse the underlying epistemologies, methodologies 
or theories evident in qualitative research conducted by 
researchers from the Global North in their research on, 
for or with people from the Global South. According to 
the Cambridge Dictionary, social care literature refers to 
care provided by public organisations and private compa-
nies for people in society who require additional support 
to live comfortably. By using the PAGER framework for 
reporting scoping reviews,13 addressing this aim will help 
us to identify and map existing patterns, advances or gaps 
in the literature.

METHODS AND ANALYSIS
A scoping review allows a broad scope and the inclu-
sion of grey literature from a wide range of scholar-
ships and sources and has been chosen in this case as 
less constraining than a systematic review.14 The review 
emerges from previous work among the research team 
on theoretical clarity in qualitative research4 alongside 
an observation that traditional qualitative approaches 
appear to privilege white person- centred methods (inter-
views and focus groups) as de rigueur.

The review will be executed in accordance with the 
comprehensive framework for conducting scoping reviews 
provided by the Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI).14 The JBI 
framework was developed based on the influential frame-
works of Arksey and O’Malley15 and Levac et al,16 with the 
latter enhancing clarity and rigour by providing more 
detailed guidance for each stage of the review process. 
In addition, we will incorporate a social justice perspec-
tive,17 focusing on the critical role of social power rela-
tions, which serve as the root cause for the dominance 
of Western forms of knowledge. As scoping reviews are 
a Western methodology, we have adopted a decolonising 
approach to the research, incorporating ways of knowing 
grounded in Global South perspectives. Drawing on this 
social justice approach, our research team is composed 
of both Global North (ORH, CBJ and JT) and Global 
South (CO) perspectives, facilitating a process of ques-
tioning the taken- for- granted or a priori assumptions of 
Western world views embedded in the findings of primary 

studies through reflexive interpretation. Alvesson and 
Sköldberg18 describe reflexive interpretation as a process 
of iterative comparison, reflection and conceptualisation 
between competing interpretations, which facilitates the 
development of novel insights. We will report according 
to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews 
and Meta- Analyses (PRISMA) Extension for Scoping 
Reviews checklist.19

During October 2024, preliminary searches were under-
taken to ensure that there were no published or ongoing 
systematic or scoping reviews on the subject (Google 
Scholar, Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, JBI 
Evidence Synthesis and PROSPERO). The scoping review 
will commence in autumn 2025, with anticipated comple-
tion in autumn 2026.

Review question
The Population, Concept, Context (PCC) framework 
was used to develop the primary review question14: ‘What 
theories, epistemologies and methodologies are evident 
in contemporary health and social care studies that are 
conducted by researchers from the Global North, on, for 
or with, people from the Global South?’

Inclusion criteria
Eligibility criteria are informed by the PCC framework 
(table 1).

Search strategy
Aligned with the JBI three- step approach,14 the search 
strategy is created to capture both published and unpub-
lished literature. First, search terms will be tried in 
MEDLINE, and additional subject headings and synonyms 
will be derived from relevant papers. A second search 
using the known terms will be undertaken in further 
databases: CINAHL, Embase, Google Scholar, MEDLINE, 
ProQuest Dissertations and Theses, PsycINFO and Web of 
Science (Core Collection). All relevant manuscripts will 
be searched for additional sources and supplemented by 
Google searches.

The following keywords or Medical Subject Head-
ings will be used initially: methodological/theoretical 
imperialism; indigenous methodologies/science/health 

Table 1 Inclusion criteria

Inclusion criteria

Population Indigenous
Global South
Western
Racialised or minoritised populations

Concept Epistemologies and methodologies

Context Culturally appropriate, alternative or adapted 
research methods

Types of 
evidence 
sources

Primary qualitative research studies
Relevant literature reviews will be examined to 
identify primary sources.
Grey literature
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research; decolonis(z)ing research/methodology(ie,s)/
approach(es); epistemicide, Western knowledge systems, 
theoretical hegemony, adapting Western research, 
Western theory(ie,s), Western epistemology(ie,s), euro-
centrism, Eurocentric paradigms, Western academic 
oppression, Western straitjacket, incorporating Indige-
nous ways of knowing, monoculture Western research, 
disempowerment, marginalisation, aboriginal, First 
Nation(s), First People(s), epistemic exclusion, episte-
mologies of ignorance, gendered racism, misogynoir, crit-
ical race theory (CRT), intersectionality, Black feminist 
theories. However, a range of relevant studies use very 
different keywords, and this initial list will be kept under 
frequent review.

All potential papers will be exported to the reference 
manager Zotero, where full- text copies can be imported 
by any member of the team and from where the reference 
list will be generated (see https://www.zotero.org/).

To ensure that the findings are contemporary, it is 
necessary to restrict the search of publications in the 
English language from 1995 to 2025. This timeframe has 
been chosen because the late 1990s marked the point at 
which the seminal work of Greenhalgh et al,20 for example, 
first began to discuss culturally sensitive research. While 
restriction to the English language potentially introduces 
some bias, logistical reasons (funding, time, translation 
and location) preclude this. Any seemingly relevant 
studies that we cannot access will be noted.

Source of evidence selection
Results will be uploaded from Zotero to Rayyan software21 
to allow concurrent and blinded review of the results. 
Duplicates will be abstracted automatically.

Data charting, extraction and analysis of evidence
Studies will be selected using a three- step process and 
documented by the PRISMA flow diagram (extension for 
scoping reviews)19:
1. Following the removal of duplicates, two reviewers 

will screen the titles and abstracts using predefined 
screening criteria based on whether studies adapted 
research methods to account for cultural differences 
and preferences and/or include information about 
the challenges of theoretical hegemony and/or in-
clude information about the outcomes of interest. All 
included articles must contain empirical data.

2. The lists from the two reviewers will be discussed until 
a consensus is reached. Discrepancies will be discussed 
with the entire team.

3. Full- text versions of the potentially relevant articles 
will be obtained, and the inclusion- exclusion criteria 
applied.

All four reviewers will undertake data abstraction into a 
bespoke template adapted from the PRISMA statement,19 
which includes title, methods, number of participants, 
context, relevant findings, cultural adaptations, position-
ality statements and discussion. The form will be piloted 
across all reviewers on three included studies and adapted 

as necessary. Where abstraction is unclear or conten-
tious, the team will discuss the matter until consensus is 
achieved.

The information abstracted from the studies will then 
be collated using the PAGER framework13 to determine 
the patterns, advances, gaps, evidence and recommenda-
tions that help understand the review question. PAGER 
was developed by members of the team and has been 
widely used across multiple disciplines.

Positionality statements of the research team
ORH, the lead author, identifies as a white German man 
who is Catholic and a well- educated university professor, 
with academic experiences across Europe, Africa and 
South America over many years. This social situatedness 
reflects a position of relative privilege within Global North 
academic structures, which may shape how the review is 
conceptualised and conducted.

CBJ identifies as a white British woman. She has under-
taken extensive qualitative research nationally and glob-
ally regarding violence against women and girls. She led 
the team that developed the PAGER framework that will 
be used in this scoping review.

CO is a social care academic of black African heritage 
and a British citizen residing in the UK. Her research 
and pedagogy are grounded in a decolonial frame-
work, through which she actively centres marginalised 
knowledge, diverse epistemologies and Global Majority 
methodologies.

JT is a white woman who grew up in various countries 
in sub- Saharan Africa and has undertaken significant 
amounts of qualitative research in many African countries 
and with underserved communities in the Global North.

Team positionality statement
As a team, we have come together specifically for the purpose 
of undertaking this scoping review, but we have worked 
together in different configurations for 18 years. Three of 
the team members were the authors of the PAGER frame-
work article. Acknowledging the positionality statements is 
essential, as it influences epistemological assumptions and 
interpretive lenses applied throughout the scoping review. 
Ongoing reflexive engagement aims to mitigate bias and 
remain attentive to alternative ways of knowing, particularly 
those grounded in Global South contexts.

Patient and public involvement
There will be no patient or public engagement at any 
stage of the review. The final review will be dissemi-
nated through publication, and health and social care 
researchers may find the results useful.

ETHICS AND DISSEMINATION
This is a scoping review which does not require ethical 
review. However, we will scrutinise all included studies for 
the inclusion of a statement regarding ethical approval 
and exclude any, where evidence of ethical approval is 
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missing. In terms of grey literature, we will look for indi-
rect references to ethics, such as consent forms or data 
protection, even if no formal approval is noted. Any grey 
literature that lacks transparency about how data were 
collected or handled will be excluded.

The final scoping review paper will be submitted for 
publication in a peer- reviewed journal and presented at 
relevant international conferences. It is anticipated that the 
results of our scoping review, as published in that journal, 
will be used for teaching purposes by academics on courses 
concerned with ethics in research and decolonisation of the 
curriculum. This has become a prominent area of interest 
and importance in academia. To that end, the findings from 
this scoping review are likely to have broad application and 
appeal. It is our intention that this scoping review protocol, 
the published scoping review and dissemination at confer-
ences will generate dialogue and communication between 
our team and other academics, students and communities 
who have a shared interest in this subject.

X Julie Taylor @bulawayojulie

Contributors ORH had the idea for the topic of this scoping review. ORH, CBJ, 
CO and JT have all made substantial contributions to the conception and design 
of the work. All authors have been involved in drafting the protocol or revising it 
critically for important intellectual content, have had final approval of the protocol 
version to be published and agree to be accountable for all aspects of the work in 
ensuring that questions related to accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are 
appropriately investigated and resolved. ORH is the guarantor.

Funding The authors have not declared a specific grant for this research from any 
funding agency in the public, commercial or not- for- profit sectors.

Competing interests None declared.

Patient and public involvement Patients and/or the public were not involved in 
the design, conduct, reporting or dissemination plans of this research.

Patient consent for publication Not applicable.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution Non Commercial (CC BY- NC 4.0) license, which 
permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non- commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work is 
properly cited, appropriate credit is given, any changes made indicated, and the use 
is non- commercial. See: http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

ORCID iDs
Oliver Rudolf Herber http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3041-4098
Cynthia Okpokiri http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4857-1606
Julie Taylor http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7259-0906

REFERENCES
 1 Ou CHK, Hall WA, Thorne SE. Can nursing epistemology embrace 

p- values? Nurs Philos 2017;18:e12173. 
 2 Collins CS, Stockton CM. The Central Role of Theory in Qualitative 

Research. Int J Qual Methods 2018;17:1–10. 
 3 Dawson C. Introduction to research methods: a practical guide for 

anyone undertaking a research project. London: Little, Brown Book 
Group, 2009.

 4 Bradbury- Jones C, Taylor J, Herber OR. How theory is used and 
articulated in qualitative research: development of a new typology. 
Soc Sci Med 2014;120:135–41. 

 5 Johnstone M. Centering Social Justice in Mental Health Practice: 
Epistemic Justice and Social Work Practice. Res Soc Work Pract 
2021;31:634–43. 

 6 Reiter B. Fuzzy epistemology: Decolonizing the social sciences.  
J Theory Soc Behav 2020;50:103–18. 

 7 Thorne S. Genocide by a million paper cuts. Nurs Inq 
2019;26:e12314. 

 8 Thambinathan V, Kinsella EA. Decolonizing Methodologies in 
Qualitative Research: Creating Spaces for Transformative Praxis. Int 
J Qual Methods 2021;20:1–9. 

 9 Ledesma MC, Ojeda VJ, Coon SR, et al. Critical race theory and 
qualitative methods: a review and future directions. London: 
Routledge, 2024.

 10 Simonds VW, Christopher S. Adapting Western research 
methods to indigenous ways of knowing. Am J Public Health 
2013;103:2185–92. 

 11 Smith LT. Decolonizing methodologies: research and indigenous 
peoples. London and New York: University of Otago Press, Zed 
Books Ltd, 2012.

 12 Noda O. Epistemic hegemony: the Western straitjacket and 
post- colonial scars in academic publishing. Rev bras polít int 
2020;63:e007. 

 13 Bradbury- Jones C, Aveyard H, Herber OR, et al. Scoping reviews: 
the PAGER framework for improving the quality of reporting. Int J 
Soc Res Methodol 2022;25:457–70. 

 14 Peters MDJ, Godfrey C, McInerney P, et al. Chapter 11: scoping 
reviews. In: Aromataris E, Munn Z, eds. Joanna Briggs Institute 
reviewer’s manual. The Joanna Briggs Institute, 2017.

 15 Arksey H, O’Malley L. Scoping studies: towards a methodological 
framework. Int J Soc Res Methodol 2005;8:19–32. 

 16 Levac D, Colquhoun H, O’Brien KK. Scoping studies: advancing the 
methodology. Implementation Sci 2010;5:69. 

 17 Chambers LA, Jackson R, Worthington C, et al. Decolonizing 
Scoping Review Methodologies for Literature With, for, and by 
Indigenous Peoples and the African Diaspora: Dialoguing With the 
Tensions. Qual Health Res 2018;28:175–88. 

 18 Alvesson M, Skoldberg K. Reflexive methodology: new vistas for 
qualitative research. London, Thousand Oaks, CA and New Delhi: 
Sage, 2000.

 19 Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, et al. PRISMA Extension for Scoping 
Reviews (PRISMA- ScR): Checklist and Explanation. Ann Intern Med 
2018;169:467–73. 

 20 Greenhalgh T, Helman C, Chowdhury AM. Health beliefs and folk 
models of diabetes in British Bangladeshis: a qualitative study. BMJ 
1998;316:978–83. 

 21 Ouzzani M, Hammady H, Fedorowicz Z, et al. Rayyan- a web and 
mobile app for systematic reviews. Syst Rev 2016;5:210. 

P
ro

tected
 b

y co
p

yrig
h

t, in
clu

d
in

g
 fo

r u
ses related

 to
 text an

d
 d

ata m
in

in
g

, A
I train

in
g

, an
d

 sim
ilar tech

n
o

lo
g

ies.
 . 

at U
n

iversity o
f E

ast A
n

g
lia

 
o

n
 Ju

ly 8, 2025
 

h
ttp

://b
m

jo
p

en
.b

m
j.co

m
/

D
o

w
n

lo
ad

ed
 fro

m
 

1 Ju
ly 2025. 

10.1136/b
m

jo
p

en
-2025-100494 o

n
 

B
M

J O
p

en
: first p

u
b

lish
ed

 as 

https://x.com/bulawayojulie
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3041-4098
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4857-1606
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7259-0906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nup.12173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1609406918797475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.09.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/10497315211010957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jtsb.12229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jtsb.12229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nin.12314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/16094069211014766
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/16094069211014766
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2012.301157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/0034-7329202000107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2021.1899596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2021.1899596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1049732317743237
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M18-0850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.316.7136.978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13643-016-0384-4
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/

	Epistemologies, methodologies and theories used in qualitative Global North health and social care research: a scoping review protocol
	ABSTRACT
	Introduction﻿﻿
	Challenges of applying Global North theories in Global South contexts

	Methods and analysis
	Review question
	Inclusion criteria
	Search strategy
	Source of evidence selection
	Data charting, extraction and analysis of evidence
	Positionality statements of the research team
	Team positionality statement
	Patient and public involvement

	Ethics and dissemination
	References


