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COREQ Checklist
Domain 1: Research Team and Reflexivity
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	1
	Interviewer/facilitator
	Which author conducted the interviews or focus groups?
	Interviews were conducted by the all the authors who are experienced qualitative researchers with expertise in Indigenous Knowledge Systems (IKS) and decolonial scholarship.

	2
	Credentials
	What were the researchers’ credentials?
	The lead researcher holds a doctoral qualification. The other authors also hold doctoral degrees on the subject area. 

	3
	Occupation
	What was the researchers’ occupation at the time of the study?
	Researchers working in universities 

	4
	Gender
	Are the researchers male or female?
	Two are female and one is male 

	5
	Experience and training
	What experience or training did the researcher have?
	Extensive experience in qualitative research, Indigenous community engagement, and decolonial methodologies.

	6
	Relationship established
	Was a relationship established prior to study commencement?
	The researchers had long-standing engagement with the communities through prior collaborative research over five years.

	7
	Participant knowledge of the interviewer
	What did participants know about the researcher?
	Participants were aware of the researchers’ commitment to IKS and community development. 

	8
	Interviewer characteristics
	What characteristics were reported?
	Reflexive positioning as an Indigenous knowledge scholars and an awareness of power relations and epistemic justice.





Domain 2: Study Design
Theoretical Framework
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	9
	Methodological orientation
	What methodological orientation underpinned the study?
	Decolonial and Indigenous research paradigms informed by the geopolitics of knowledge production.


Participant Selection
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	10
	Sampling
	How were participants selected?
	Purposive sampling of Indigenous entrepreneurs (Nguni and AbaThwa communities).

	11
	Method of approach
	How were participants approached?
	Through community gatekeepers and existing research partnerships.

	12
	Sample size
	How many participants?
	Reported in the methodology section (section 5 in the paper itself).

	13
	Non-participation
	How many refused or dropped out?
	None 


Setting
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	14
	Setting of data collection
	Where was the data collected?
	In Indigenous communities (Bergville and Ezinqoleni) in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.

	15
	Presence of non-participants
	Was anyone else present?
	Only participants and researchers were present during interviews.

	16
	Description of sample
	What were the important characteristics?
	Indigenous entrepreneurs engaged in agriculture, bio-economy, traditional medicine, crafts, and climate-resilient enterprises.


Data Collection
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	17
	Interview guide
	Were questions provided?
	A semi-structured interview guide was used and aligned with research objectives.

	18
	Repeat interviews
	Were repeat interviews carried out?
	Follow-up engagements occurred where clarification was required.

	19
	Audio/visual recording
	Was data recorded?
	Yes, interviews were audio-recorded with consent.

	20
	Field notes
	Were field notes made?
	Yes, reflexive and observational field notes were maintained.

	21
	Duration
	What was the duration?
	Interviews ranged between 30–90 minutes.

	22
	Data saturation
	Was saturation discussed?
	Data saturation was achieved when no new themes emerged.

	23
	Transcripts returned
	Were transcripts returned to participants?
	Key findings were shared with communities for validation rather than full transcript return.



Domain 3: Analysis and Findings
Data Analysis
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	24
	Number of data coders
	How many coders?
	Primary coding was undertaken by the lead researcher, with peer debriefing.

	25
	Description of coding tree
	Was a coding framework provided?
	Codes were iteratively developed and grouped into themes.

	26
	Derivation of themes
	Were themes pre-identified or derived from data?
	Themes were inductively derived from the data.

	27
	Software
	What software was used?
	Manual thematic analysis was conducted.

	28
	Participant checking
	Did participants provide feedback on findings?
	Yes, through community feedback sessions.


Reporting
	No.
	Item
	Guide Questions
	Reported in Paper

	29
	Quotations presented
	Were participant quotations used?
	Yes, anonymised quotations were used to illustrate themes.

	30
	Data and findings consistency
	Was consistency demonstrated?
	Findings were clearly supported by empirical data.

	31
	Clarity of major themes
	Were major themes clearly presented?
	Yes, with detailed analytical narratives.

	32
	Clarity of minor themes
	Were minor themes described?
	Yes, where relevant to the research questions.



