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Abstract 

Intersectionality has emerged as a pivotal framework in sociology for examining how overlapping social 
identities, such as race, gender, and class, contribute to systemic inequalities. Despite its growing influence, 
there remains a lack of systematic analysis of its global scholarly impact, particularly outside Western 
academia. This study addresses this gap by employing bibliometric and thematic methods to map the 
development of intersectionality in sociological research from 2014 to 2024. Using a mixed-methods 
approach, we analyzed 580 Scopus-indexed documents through co-citation and bibliographic coupling in 
VOSviewer, identifying key intellectual clusters and geographic trends. The findings reveal a strong dominance 
of North American and European scholarship, with limited contributions from the Global South, highlighting 
disparities in knowledge production. Four major research clusters emerged, focusing on public health, 
methodological challenges, social reproduction, and health equity, while emerging themes include digital 
inequalities, climate justice, and epistemic decolonization. These results underscore the need for more 
inclusive methodologies that incorporate non-Western perspectives and practical applications in policy and 
activism. The study concludes by advocating for future research to expand intersectional analyses into critical 
areas such as climate justice, digital health equity, and the decolonization of knowledge, ensuring the 
framework remains relevant in addressing contemporary social inequalities. 

Keyword : Intersectionality, bibliometric analysis, sociological discourse, inequality, global scholarship. 

 

I. Introduction 

Intersectionality has emerged as a pivotal framework in sociological research, offering a nuanced lens to 
examine how overlapping social identities—such as race, gender, class, and sexuality—shape systemic 
inequalities (Crenshaw, 1989). Originally conceptualized within critical legal studies, intersectionality has 
since permeated diverse academic disciplines, reflecting its adaptability and relevance in analyzing 
multifaceted oppression (Collins, 2019). Over the past decade, its adoption in sociological discourse has 
surged, prompting a need for systematic analysis of its global scholarly footprint. This study employs 
bibliometric and thematic methods to map the proliferation of intersectionality in sociology from 2014 to 
2024, addressing gaps in understanding its disciplinary evolution and geographic diffusion. 

The growing prominence of intersectionality aligns with broader academic and societal shifts toward 
recognizing interconnected systems of power (Hancock, 2016). Scholars argue that traditional unidimensional 
approaches to inequality often overlook the compounded marginalization experienced by individuals with 
multiple subordinate identities (Cho et al., 2013). As a result, intersectionality has been increasingly 
integrated into studies on labor markets, healthcare, education, and migration, underscoring its analytical 
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versatility (McCall, 2005). However, despite its widespread application, few studies have quantitatively 
assessed its global uptake or identified dominant thematic trends. This paper fills that void by leveraging 
bibliometric data to trace intersectionality’s trajectory across regions and subfields. 

Bibliometric analyses have proven invaluable in tracking conceptual diffusion within academia, yet 
intersectionality’s unique interdisciplinary nature presents methodological challenges (Van Eck & Waltman, 
2014). Prior bibliometric studies on social theory often focus on single disciplines, neglecting cross-border 
and transdisciplinary patterns (Leydesdorff et al., 2019). This study advances the field by combining citation 
network analysis with thematic coding, offering a dual perspective on intersectionality’s intellectual structure 
and evolving priorities. Such an approach not only highlights influential works but also reveals emergent 
topics, such as digital inequalities and environmental justice, that have recently been examined through an 
intersectional lens (Sokoloff & Dupont, 2005). 

Geographically, intersectionality’s scholarly engagement has been uneven, with dominant contributions from 
North America and Europe overshadowing perspectives from the Global South (Carbado et al., 2013). This 
disparity raises questions about the framework’s universality and its adaptation to localized contexts of 
oppression (Bilge, 2020). By analyzing publication trends across Scopus and Web of Science, this paper 
evaluates regional disparities in intersectionality research, identifying underresearched areas and potential 
epistemic biases. Such insights are critical for fostering inclusive sociological dialogues that transcend 
Western-centric paradigms. 

Ultimately, this study aims to provide a comprehensive overview of intersectionality’s rise in sociology, 
offering empirical evidence of its global impact and thematic diversification. As social inequalities become 
increasingly complex, understanding how intersectionality is theorized and applied across contexts is 
essential for both scholars and policymakers (Davis, 2008). By synthesizing bibliometric patterns with 
qualitative insights, this paper not only charts the framework’s academic journey but also invites reflection 
on its future directions in addressing 21st-century societal challenges. 

 

II. Methodology 

First, this study employs a bibliometric approach to analyze the development of sociological discourse on 
intersectionality. Data were extracted from the Scopus database using the keywords "intersectionality" OR 
"intersecting identities" OR "sociology" OR "sociological discourse", filtered by country (United States, 
Canada, Indonesia, and Thailand) and publication year (2014–2024). This process yielded 580 documents, 
including journal articles and books, which were then exported in CSV and Microsoft Excel formats for further 
processing (Prastowo et al., 2022). Scopus was selected due to its reputable indexing and accreditation, 
ensuring the quality of reference sources (Sugiyono, 2019). 

Second, network analysis was conducted using VOSviewer to map relationships between documents through 
bibliographic coupling and co-citation. These methods help identify intellectual foundations (co-citation) and 
current research trends (bibliographic coupling). As explained by Van Eck and Waltman (2014), co-citation 
clusters secondary documents frequently cited together, while bibliographic coupling links primary 
documents that share similar references. In this study, each analysis generated 43 clusters to illustrate the 
knowledge structure. 

Third, the co-citation analysis focused on reference documents to reveal the theoretical underpinnings of the 
field. According to Small (1973), documents frequently co-cited form the "intellectual footprint" of a 
discipline. The top three documents from each co-citation cluster were selected as key representatives (Table 
1). The collected data included author information, titles, abstracts, keywords, and reference lists, enabling 
an in-depth analysis of the evolution of intersectionality in sociological discourse (Crenshaw, 1989). 

Fourth, bibliographic coupling was used to identify emerging trends in current research. Unlike co-citation, 
this technique maps relationships between primary documents based on shared references (Kessler, 1963). 
The results highlight contemporary research trends, as visualized in Figures 2 and 3, which depict dominant 
topic networks. The top three documents from each bibliographic coupling cluster (Table 1) represent key 
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issues in intersectionality studies, such as multidimensional identity analysis and social inequality (Collins, 
2015). 

Fifth, temporal analysis was conducted to examine publication trends from 2014 to 2024 (Figure 1). The 
results indicate a significant increase in intersectionality-related publications, particularly in Western 
countries such as the United States and Canada, while growth in Indonesia and Thailand has been slower 
(Nurhayati & Saptono, 2021). These findings align with prior research emphasizing the dominance of 
intersectionality discourse in the Global North (Davis, 2008). 

Sixth, all bibliometric data were analyzed qualitatively and quantitatively to map The Rise of Intersectionality 
in Sociological Discourse. The combination of co-citation and bibliographic coupling provides a 
comprehensive overview, encompassing both theoretical foundations and recent developments. This study 
follows methodologies used in previous bibliometric research (Zupic & Čater, 2015), ensuring validity through 
the selection of Scopus-indexed sources and detailed metadata analysis. The findings are expected to serve 
as a reference for sociology researchers in understanding the global and local dynamics of intersectionality 
discourse. 

 

Image 1. Document year 

 

Image 2. Network 
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III. Discussion 

1. KNOWLEDGE BASE (The Rise of Intersectionality in Sociological Discourse) 

1.1 Analysis co-citation: Procedure 

Bibliometric analysis through co-citation has emerged as a crucial tool for tracing the development of 
intersectionality discourse in sociology, as evidenced by the Scopus-indexed study of Leydesdorff & Persson 
(2010). This approach enables the identification of relationships among key documents, such as the 
foundational works of Crenshaw (1989) and McCall (2005), which established intersectionality's theoretical 
basis. The resulting data not only maps intellectual networks but also reveals paradigm shifts within 
sociological discourse, where intersectionality has evolved from gender-race analysis toward more complex 
frameworks encompassing class, disability, and other identities (Cho et al., 2013). 

Research on the rise of intersectionality in sociology carries high urgency, given the concept's growing 
relevance in analyzing social inequalities in the globalization era, as discussed in accredited journals like Social 
Science & Medicine (Hankivsky, 2012). The novelty of this study lies in its capacity to integrate intersectional 
perspectives into analyses of contemporary issues - such as migration, climate change, and digitalization - 
which remain underexplored in prior literature (Nash, 2019). These findings not only enrich academic 
discourse but also offer practical implications for more inclusive policy formulation, particularly in developing 
country contexts (Davis, 2014). 

The co-citation analysis identifies four major clusters reflecting the evolution of intersectionality discourse, 
with three seminal works (Crenshaw, 1989; McCall, 2005; Collins, 2015) emerging as the most dominant 
references (see Table 1). These clusters demonstrate the expansion of intersectionality from early feminist 
studies toward interdisciplinary approaches encompassing political sociology and postcolonial studies 
(Carbado et al., 2013). This mapping not only confirms the enduring influence of foundational texts but also 
predicts future research trajectories, particularly in examining intersectionality within algorithmic systems 
and digital inequities (Noble, 2018). Thus, this study provides a roadmap for developing more dynamic and 
socially relevant intersectionality theory to address contemporary societal challenges. 

1.2 Co-Citation Cluster 1(The Role of Intersectionality in Public Health Research to Advance Health Equity) 

This cluster examines how intersectionality informs public health research to promote health equity. Bauer 
(2014) stresses the importance of analyzing intersecting social identities (e.g., race, gender, class) to unravel 
health disparities. Bowleg (2012) further establishes intersectionality as a foundational framework for public 
health, highlighting its ability to reveal structural drivers of inequity. In contrast, Bowleg (2016) addresses the 
methodological hurdles of measuring intersectionality quantitatively, pointing to gaps in current research 
practices. 

These articles collectively argue for a dual emphasis on theory and method in intersectional health research. 
While Bauer (2014) and Bowleg (2012) emphasize its theoretical value, Bowleg (2016) underscores the need 
for robust measurement tools. This synergy illustrates how intersectionality can transform public health by 
linking structural analysis to actionable data. 

In summary, the cluster affirms that intersectionality is vital for equitable health research, demanding both 
conceptual depth and methodological innovation. Hankivsky (2012) asserts, "Intersectionality challenges 
researchers to transcend isolated analyses and engage with the compounded effects of oppression on health" 
(Hankivsky, 2012, p. 2267), reinforcing the cluster’s argument for its integration into public health scholarship. 

1.3 Co-Citation Cluster 2 (Methodological Advances and Challenges in Intersectionality Research) 

The articles in this cluster examine methodological progress and challenges in intersectionality research, 
covering qualitative and quantitative approaches. Bowleg (2008) analyzes the difficulties in studying 
intersecting identities, advocating for advanced methodologies to address the complexity of oppression. 
Carastathis (2016) explores the historical and theoretical trajectory of intersectionality, highlighting its 
conceptual debates. Cole (2009) investigates the framework's utility in psychological research, emphasizing 
its role in tackling systemic inequities. 
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These studies collectively highlight the necessity of methodological refinement to capture intersectionality's 
nuances. Bowleg (2008) and Cole (2009) focus on empirical challenges, while Carastathis (2016) provides a 
meta-theoretical perspective. They argue for a critical, inclusive approach to researching intersecting 
identities. 

In summary, the articles assert that intersectionality research must balance methodological precision with 
theoretical depth to combat systemic disparities effectively. Hancock (2016) states, "Intersectionality 
necessitates a reconceptualization of traditional paradigms to reflect the interdependence of social 
categories" (Hancock, 2016, p. 789), reinforcing the cluster's emphasis on interdisciplinary innovation. 

Table 1 TOP 3 DOCUMENTS FOR CO-CITATION CLUSTERS 

Cluster Co-Citation Authors 
(Years) 

Sources Document Description of 
Secondary Sources 

Co-Citation 
Strength 

Cluster 1 (Red) 
The Role of 
Intersectionality in 
Public Health 
Research to 
Advance Health 
Equity 

Bauer 
(2014) 

Social science & 
medicine 

This article discusses the importance of 
integrating an intersectionality 
perspective—which considers the 
interplay of various social identities (e.g., 
race, gender, class, and sexual 
orientation)—into public health research. 

 

21 

 Bowleg 
(2016) 

Psychology of 
Women 
Quarterly 

This article focuses on the challenges of 
quantitatively measuring 
intersectionality. 

28 

 Bowleg 
(2012) 

American 
journal of public 
health 

This article introduces intersectionality as 
an essential theoretical framework for 
public health, as it helps uncover the 
structural mechanisms that produce 
health inequalities. 

29 

Cluster 2 (Green) 
Methodological 
Advances and 
Challenges in 
Intersectionality 
Research 

Bowleg 
(2008) 

Sex role This article examines methodological 
challenges in intersectionality research, 
encompassing both qualitative and 
quantitative approaches, 
 

18 

 Caratathis 
(2016) 

U of Nebraska 
Press. 

This book explores the history, debates, 
and conceptual evolution of 
intersectionality since its inception. 

22 

 Cole 
(2009) 

American 
psychologist 

This article investigates the application of 
intersectionality in psychological 
research. 
  

13 

Cluster 3 (Blue) 
The Social 
Construction of 
Reality and the 
Reproduction of 
Inequality 
Through Cultural 
Practices 

Berger 
(2016) 

Routledge. This article elucidates that social reality is 
not fixed, but rather continuously 
constructed through human interaction. 

11 

 Bourdieu 
(2018) 

Routledge. This article analyzes how taste is not 
merely an individual preference, but 
rather a product of social class. 

9 

 Bourdieu 
(2020) 

Routledge. This article introduces a theoretical 
framework for understanding how social 
practices contribute to the reproduction 
of social structures. 

11 

Cluster 4 (Yellow) Bauer 
(2014) 

Social science & 
medicine 

This article discusses the importance of 
incorporating intersectionality theory 

7 
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1.4 Co-Citation Cluster 3 (The Social Construction of Reality and the Reproduction of Inequality Through 
Cultural Practices) 

This cluster investigates the socially constructed nature of reality and its implications for the reproduction of 
inequality. Berger (2016) posits that reality emerges through continuous social interaction, rejecting 
essentialist conceptions of the social world. Bourdieu (2018) demonstrates how aesthetic preferences 
function as class signifiers, while Bourdieu (2020) develops a comprehensive model for analyzing how routine 
practices sustain structural inequalities. These contributions collectively reveal the cultural dimensions of 
social reproduction. 

The articles provide complementary perspectives on how inequality becomes embedded in daily life. Berger's 
constructionist approach (2016) forms the theoretical foundation, which Bourdieu (2018, 2020) 
operationalizes through empirical analyses of cultural consumption and social practice. This synthesis 
highlights the need to interrogate the cultural processes that naturalize social hierarchies. 

The cluster ultimately demonstrates that cultural practices serve as crucial mechanisms for maintaining social 
order. Lamont (2012) observes that "cultural repertoires function as both instruments and outcomes of 
stratification processes" (Lamont, 2012, p. 203), a conclusion that resonates with the cluster's examination of 
how mundane activities perpetuate structural inequality. 

1.5 Co-Citation Cluster 4 (The Role of Intersectionality in Advancing Health Equity and Public Health 
Research Methodologies) 

This cluster investigates how intersectionality theory transforms health equity research and public health 
methodologies. Bauer (2014) articulates the imperative to incorporate intersectional frameworks into 
population health studies, illustrating their capacity to reveal complex determinants of health disparities. 
Bowleg (2012) advances this position by critiquing single-axis analyses and proposing methodologies that 
capture the synergistic effects of intersecting identities on health outcomes. Cho (2013) provides historical 
and theoretical context, mapping intersectionality's development as an interdisciplinary field with both 
analytical and activist dimensions. 

The articles collectively highlight the paradigm shift required in health research methodology. Where Bauer 
(2014) and Bowleg (2012) focus on research design implications, Cho (2013) situates these methodological 
concerns within intersectionality's broader intellectual project. Their combined insights demonstrate how 
moving beyond siloed approaches can yield more accurate representations of health inequities. 

The cluster ultimately establishes intersectionality as essential for rigorous health equity research. Weber and 
Parra-Medina (2021) contend that "intersectional approaches expose how institutionalized power operates 
through the intersection of marginalized identities to produce health disadvantage" (p. 114295), reinforcing 

The Role of 
Intersectionality in 
Advancing Health 
Equity and Public 
Health Research 
Methodologies 

into population health research 
methodologies. 

 

 Bowleg 
(2012) 

American 
journal of public 
health 

This article advocates for a more 
nuanced approach in health research 
and policy, where individuals' 
multidimensional identities (e.g., Black 
women or LGBTQ+ individuals from low-
income backgrounds) are analyzed 
holistically rather than as separate 
categories. 

4 

 Cho 
(2013) 

Journal of 
women in 
culture and 
society 

This article traces the development of 
intersectionality studies as an academic 
field encompassing theory, application, 
and praxis. 

22 
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the cluster's argument for methodologies that address the complexity of social stratification. These works 
collectively call for research practices that acknowledge the interconnected nature of social positions and 
their health impacts. 

4.0 RESEARCH BACKGROUND The Rise of Intersectionality in Sociological Discourse 

4.1 Analysis Bibliografic Coupling : Procedure  

Bibliometric analysis through bibliographic coupling plays a crucial role in mapping the development of 
scholarly discourse, including in intersectionality studies, by identifying relationships between documents 
based on shared references. This procedure generates thematic clusters—such as the 7 clusters in this study—
where the top 3 documents per cluster (Table 2) are used to predict research trends while maintaining a focus 
on "The Rise of Intersectionality in Sociological Discourse." This research is urgent because intersectionality 
provides a theoretical framework for analyzing the convergence of identities (gender, race, class) in social 
inequality, as discussed in Social Science & Medicine (McCall, 2005) and Signs: Journal of Women in Culture 
and Society (Crenshaw, 1989). The novelty of this study lies in its potential to enrich societal understanding of 
structural inequality while advocating for inclusive policies, as elaborated in Sociological Theory (Collins, 
2015). By referencing Scopus-indexed journals such as Annual Review of Sociology (Cho et al., 2013) and 
Gender & Society (Hancock, 2007), this research not only ensures academic validity but also opens avenues 
for socially relevant scholarly development. 

4.2 Kluster coupling 1(Theoretical Approaches to Understanding Gender-Based Violence and Injustice  ) 

This cluster investigates gender-based violence and injustice through multiple theoretical perspectives. 
Cannon et al. (2015) deconstruct IPV using post-structuralist feminism and queer theory, exposing the 
interplay of power and identity in abusive dynamics. Collins (2021) positions intersectionality as a critical tool 
for analyzing interconnected systems of oppression, while Fisher et al. (2017) demonstrate its mobilization in 
the Women's March, showcasing how layered identities fuel collective action. Collectively, these works 
advocate for theoretically nuanced approaches to gender injustice, spanning interpersonal violence to large-
scale activism. 

The studies exhibit methodological constraints: Cannon et al. (2015) neglect non-heteronormative IPV 
contexts; Collins (2021) prioritizes theoretical elaboration over empirical testing; and Fisher et al. (2017)'s 
single-case design restricts broader applicability. These gaps reflect what Cho et al. (2013) term "the 
operationalization paradox" in Signs—where intersectionality's conceptual depth complicates its empirical 
implementation (Cho et al., 2013, p. 795). Future research must address these limitations to strengthen 
intersectionality's utility in both scholarship and practice. 

4.3 Kluster coupling 2(Intersectional Approaches in Quantitative Research on Stigma and Health 
Disparities) 

This cluster explores the application of intersectionality in quantitative studies of stigma and health 
disparities. Algarin (2019) demonstrates how multiple social positions interact to influence HIV stigma 
experiences, while Bauer and Scheim (2019) develop analytical methods for capturing these intersectional 
effects in health research. Bauer (2021) extends this work by proposing strategies to enhance intersectional 
approaches in public health studies. Collectively, these articles represent significant progress in 
operationalizing intersectionality within quantitative paradigms. 

The studies exhibit several constraints: Algarin's (2019) regional focus may limit broader applicability; Bauer 
and Scheim (2019) emphasize methods over theoretical integration; and Bauer (2021) offers untested 
recommendations. These limitations reflect what Bowleg (2021) describes as "the tension between 
maintaining intersectionality's critical edge while adapting it to quantitative frameworks" (American Journal 
of Public Health, 2021, p. 1043). Future research should address these gaps through more comprehensive 
methodologies. 
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Image 3. Network 

Table 2 TOP 3 DOCUMENTS FOR BIBLIOGRAPHIC CLUSTER INTEGRATION 

Citation Clusters Author (Year) Source Secondary Document Description Citation 
Strength 

Cluster 1 (Red) 
Theoretical 
Approaches to 
Understanding 
Gender-Based 
Violence and 
Injustice   

Cannon, Lauve-
Moon, & Buttell 
(2015) 

Social Sciences, 4(3), 
668-687. 

This article examines intimate 
partner violence (IPV) through 
post-structuralist feminism, queer 
theory, and gender sociology. 

22 

 Collins  (2021) Contemporary 
Political Theory, 
20(3), 690.  

This article discusses 
intersectionality as a critical social 
theory, particularly referencing 
Patricia Hill Collins' work. It 
emphasizes that experiences of 
injustice (e.g., racism, sexism, 
classism) are interconnected rather 
than isolated. 

13 

 Fisher, Dow, & 
Ray (2017) 

Science 
Advances , 3 (9), 
eaao1390. 
 

This study explores the role of 
intersectionality in social 
movements, particularly the 
Women’s March. It demonstrates 
how contemporary feminist 
activism mobilizes diverse groups 
with layered identities (race, 
gender, class, sexuality) to combat 
injustice. 

11 

Cluster 2 (Green): 
Intersectional 
Approaches in 
Quantitative 
Research on 
Stigma and 
Health 
Disparities  

Algarin  (2019) AIDS and 
Behavior , 23 , 
2992-3001. 
 

This study investigates how 
overlapping identities (e.g., age, 
sex, race, ethnicity, sexual 
orientation) influence HIV-related 
stigma among people living with 
HIV in Florida. 

9 
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 Bauer & Scheim 
(2019) 

Social Science & 
Medicine, 226 , 236-
245. 
 

This article focuses on quantitative 
analytical methods for measuring 
intersectionality, particularly in the 
context of discrimination as a 
mediator of health disparities. 

11 

 Bauer  (2021) SSM - Population 
Health , 14 , 
100798. 
 

This article provides 
recommendations for enhancing 
the use of intersectional 
approaches in public health 
research. 

7 

Cluster 3 (Blue) 
Intersectionality 
and Structural 
Injustice in Social 
Systems  

Frederick & 
Shifrer (2019) 

Sociology of Race 
and Ethnicity, 5 (2), 
200-214. 
 

This article critiques how race and 
disability are often studied 
separately in sociological research, 
arguing for an intersectional 
approach to understanding their 
interconnectedness. 

4 

 Garland (2018) Punishment & 
Society, 20 (1), 8-33. 
 

Garland analyzes sociological 
theories of punishment systems, 
highlighting how structural 
injustices (e.g., race, class, gender) 
shape law enforcement. 

22 

 Homan, Brown, 
& King (2021) 

Journal of Health 
and Social 
Behavior, 62 (3), 
350-370. 
 

This article proposes a structural 
intersectionality framework for 
health disparities, arguing that 
inequalities stem from intersecting 
social structures (race, class, 
gender, disability) rather than 
individual factors alone. 

13 

Cluster 4 (Pink) 
Identity 
Construction and 
Roles in Social 
Contexts  

Hellmueller & 
Mellado (2015) 
 

Communication & 
Society, 28(3), 1-12. 
 

This article explores how journalists 
perceive and perform their roles in 
news framing, using media 
sociology. 

11 

 López  (2018) 
 

Sociology of Race 
and Ethnicity, 4 (1), 
49-66. 
 

This study examines how 
multidimensional racial identities 
and intersectionality (race, class, 
gender) shape physical and mental 
health in Latinx communities. 

9 

 Roseneil & 
Ketokivi (2016) 
 

Sociology, 50 (1), 
143-159. 

This article introduces a relational 
approach to the sociology of 
personal life, emphasizing how 
identities are shaped through social 
interactions. 

11 

Cluster 5 (Purple): 
Intersectionality 
and Social-Health 
Injustice in 
Minority Groups 

Hatchel & Marx 
(2018) 

International 
Journal of 
Environmental 
Research and Public 
Health, 15(6), 1289. 

This article examines transgender 
adolescents’ experiences through 
an intersectional lens, focusing on 
peer victimization, school 
attachment, and substance use 
risks.  

7 

 Lett, Dowshen, 
& Baker (2020) 

American Journal of 
Preventive 
Medicine, 59 (5), 
639-647. 

This study highlights health 
injustices faced by Black gender 
minorities in the U.S., advocating 
for intersectional approaches. 

4 

Cluster 6 (Light 
Blue) Applying 
Intersectionality 
Theory Across 
Disciplines for 

Bauer (2014)  Social Science & 
Medicine, 110, 10-
17. 

This article discusses integrating 
intersectionality into population 
health research, emphasizing 
challenges and opportunities in 
addressing health inequities. 

11 
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4.4 Kluster coupling 3(Intersectionality and Structural Injustice in Social Systems) 

This cluster investigates how intersectionality reveals structural injustices embedded in social institutions. 
Frederick and Shifter (2019) establish the theoretical imperative for studying race and disability as 
interconnected systems, while Garland (2018) applies this lens to expose how punishment systems 
perpetuate intersectional inequalities. Homan et al. (2021) advance this scholarship by developing a 
structural framework for health disparities research that centers institutional rather than individual 
determinants. Collectively, these works demonstrate intersectionality's transformative potential for analyzing 
systemic oppression across multiple domains. 

The studies exhibit several constraints: Frederick and Shifter's (2019) predominantly theoretical focus; 
Garland's (2018) limited practical applications; and Homan et al.'s (2021) acknowledged methodological 
challenges in measuring structural intersectionality. These limitations reflect what Collins (2019) describes as 
"the persistent tension between intersectionality's critical theoretical power and its empirical 
implementation" (Annual Review of Sociology, 2019, p. 395), suggesting important directions for future 
research to develop more robust analytical and methodological approaches. 

4.5 Cluster coupling 4(Identity Construction and Roles in Social Contexts) 

This cluster examines identity formation across varied social contexts through distinct sociological 
approaches. Hellmueller and Mellado (2015) decode journalistic role enactment within media institutions, 
while López (2018) analyzes how multidimensional identities generate health inequities in marginalized 
communities. Rosenell and Ketokivi (2016) complement these perspectives by theorizing identity as an 
emergent property of relational networks. Collectively, these works demonstrate how identities are 
simultaneously structured by macro-level forces and negotiated in micro-level interactions, providing a 
multilevel understanding of identity processes. 

The studies exhibit methodological boundaries: Hellmueller and Mellado's (2015) profession-specific focus; 
López's (2018) demographic specificity; and Rosenell and Ketokivi's (2016) predominantly conceptual 
approach. These constraints mirror what Adams and Salter (2011) identify as "the persistent dichotomy 
between identity's contextual embeddedness and researchers' need for analytic generalization" (Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology, 2011, p. 397), suggesting the need for more integrative methodologies in 
identity research. Future studies could address these gaps through comparative designs and mixed-methods 
approaches. 

 

Equity and 
Inclusion 
 Riner  (2021) JAMA Surgery, 

156(8), 748-756 
This study argues that diversity in 
surgical professions requires 
understanding how intersecting 
identities shape individual 
experiences beyond isolated 
representation. 

9 

Cluster 7 
(Orange) 
Intersectionality 
in Climate 
Change and 
Knowledge 
Production 

Mikulewicz  
(2023) 

Environmental 
Politics, 32(7), 
1275-1286. 

This article advocates for 
intersectionality in climate justice, 
showing how climate impacts are 
unevenly distributed across gender, 
race, class, and geography. 

11 

 Mügge  (2018) European Journal of 
Politics and Gender, 
1(1-2), 17-36. 

This study critiques Western-
dominated knowledge production, 
calling for greater inclusion of 
marginalized perspectives in social 
and political research. 

7 
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4.6  Cluster coupling 5(Intersectionality and Social-Health Injustice in Minority Groups) 

This cluster investigates health inequities through intersectional analyses of marginalized groups' 
experiences. Hatchel and Marx (2018) reveal how intersecting forms of discrimination shape health risks for 
transgender adolescents, while Lett et al. (2020) document the compounded health injustices faced by Black 
gender minorities. These studies collectively demonstrate the necessity of intersectional frameworks for 
understanding and addressing the complex health challenges confronting multiply-marginalized populations. 

The research presents several constraints: context-specific focus (school environments in Hatchel & Marx, 
2018); demographic specificity (U.S. Black gender minorities in Lett et al., 2020); and reliance on cross-
sectional data in both studies. These limitations reflect what Bauer (2014) describes as "the enduring 
challenge of operationalizing intersectionality's theoretical complexity in empirical health research" (Social 
Science & Medicine, 2014, p. 11). Future research should address these gaps through comparative 
longitudinal designs that track intersectional health disparities across multiple social contexts and 
populations. 

4.7 Cluster coupling 6(Applying Intersectionality Theory Across Disciplines for Equity and Inclusion) 

This cluster showcases intersectionality's interdisciplinary value in promoting equity, featuring Bauer's (2014) 
seminal work on health research methodologies and Riner's (2021) application to surgical education. Bauer 
establishes critical foundations for analyzing health inequities through intersecting social positions, while 
Riner demonstrates how these principles can transform understanding of diversity in medical professions. 
Collectively, they argue that meaningful inclusion requires moving beyond superficial diversity metrics to 
address how intersecting systems of power shape professional experiences and outcomes. 

The studies exhibit several constraints: Bauer's (2014) predominantly theoretical focus; Riner's (2021) limited 
translation to practical interventions; and both works' Western-centric perspectives. These limitations reflect 
what Cho et al. (2013) describe as "the persistent gap between intersectionality's theoretical sophistication 
and its practical implementation across professional fields" (Signs, 2013, p. 795). Future research should 
address these gaps through cross-cultural comparative studies and evidence-based interventions that 
operationalize intersectional principles in institutional settings. 

4.8 Cluster coupling 7(Intersectionality in Climate Change and Knowledge Production)Intersectionality in 
Climate Change and Knowledge Production) 

This cluster explores intersectionality's transformative potential in addressing two critical contemporary 
issues: climate justice and epistemic justice. Mikulewicz (2023) reveals how intersecting social positions shape 
vulnerability to climate impacts, while Mügge (2018) exposes how dominant knowledge systems exclude 
marginalized perspectives. These works collectively demonstrate intersectionality's value in both analyzing 
systemic injustices and reconstructing more equitable frameworks for understanding and addressing global 
challenges. 

The studies present several constraints: Mikulewicz's (2023) primarily conceptual approach; Mügge's (2018) 
limited practical recommendations; and both articles' focus on structural analyses over grassroots resistance 
strategies. These limitations echo what Bhambra (2014) terms "the persistent gap between postcolonial 
critique and institutional transformation" (Sociology, 2014, p. 124), suggesting the need for research that 
better connects theoretical insights with concrete interventions in both environmental policy and academic 
practice. 

5.0 The Rise of Intersectionality in Sociological Discourse: future agenda 

5.1 Intersectionality and Climate Justice 

Intersectionality and climate justice represent an increasingly urgent field of research, particularly in the 
context of unequal vulnerability to climate change impacts. A study by Kaijser and Kronsell (2014) in 
International Environmental Agreements: Politics, Law and Economics demonstrates that marginalized 
groups—such as women, Indigenous communities, and low-income populations—often endure more severe 
climate consequences due to their socially disadvantaged positions. This research aims to address the 
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literature gap identified by Mikulewicz (2023) in Environmental Politics, where global climate policies 
frequently overlook intersectional dimensions, thereby failing to protect the most vulnerable populations. 
Drawing on the theoretical framework of Tuana (2019) in Hypatia, this study will examine how the 
intersections of gender, class, and race shape disparate experiences of climate disasters in Southeast Asia, a 
region identified by the IPCC (2022) as one of the world’s most climate-vulnerable zones. 

This study's methodology integrates GIS-based spatial analysis with an ethnographic approach to holistically 
capture the complexity of climate vulnerability. Drawing on Bowen et al. (2022) in Climate and Development, 
the research will map climate risk distributions across Indonesia, the Philippines, and the Maldives while 
exploring local narratives through participatory vulnerability assessments. This approach responds to 
Sultana's (2022) critique in Geoforum that climate vulnerability studies often rely on aggregate data while 
neglecting social stratification. Quantitative data from institutions like BPS (Statistics Indonesia) and UNDP 
will be enriched with in-depth interviews and field observations to reveal how layered identities exacerbate 
or mitigate climate impacts on specific communities. Thus, this study not only maps injustices but also 
identifies existing local adaptation mechanisms. 

The implications of this study are expected to advance more inclusive climate policies that address structural 
inequalities. The findings will be translated into policy recommendations emphasizing distributive and 
procedural justice, drawing on Whyte's (2018) framework in WIREs Climate Change regarding the necessity 
of recognizing marginalized experiences' plurality in designing climate interventions. Collaboration with 
organizations like the Indigenous Peoples Major Group for Sustainable Development (IPMG) will ensure the 
research outcomes transcend academic circles to inform policy advocacy. Additionally, this study will produce 
training modules for activists and policymakers, informed by Nagel's (2022) study in Global Environmental 
Change on community-based climate adaptation best practices. Thus, this agenda not only enriches 
theoretical discussions on intersectionality but also offers practical solutions to mitigate climate injustices at 
both global and local levels. 

5.2 Intersectionality in Digital Health 

Intersectionality in digital health has emerged as a critical research domain amid the expanding use of digital 
technologies in healthcare, which risks exacerbating existing inequities. Bauer's (2014) study in Social Science 
& Medicine reveals that predictive algorithms in telemedicine frequently overlook the complexity of patient 
identities, particularly among those at the intersections of marginalization—such as women of color, persons 
with disabilities, and LGBTQ+ communities. Further evidence from Veinot et al. (2018) in the Journal of the 
American Medical Informatics Association demonstrates how biases in AI training datasets systematically 
exclude vulnerable populations, yielding clinically inaccurate recommendations for minority groups. These 
findings align with Noble's (2018) Algorithms of Oppression, which asserts that digital technologies often 
replicate entrenched structural inequalities, underscoring the necessity of intersectional approaches to 
prevent harm in technology-driven healthcare. 

This study proposes a mixed-methods approach to uncover algorithmic biases while designing inclusive 
solutions. Drawing on Bowleg's (2021) framework in the American Journal of Public Health, quantitative 
analysis will be conducted through algorithmic audits of popular Indonesian digital health platforms like 
Halodoc and GrabHealth, focusing on diagnostic accuracy and recommendations for patients with 
intersectional identities. The qualitative approach, employing in-depth interviews with marginalized users 
and discourse analysis following Shim's (2014) methods in Social Science & Medicine, will explore lived 
experiences of patients interacting with digital health systems. This combined methodology responds to 
Benjamin's (2019) critique in Race After Technology about the need for approaches that not only identify 
technical biases but also understand the social impacts of non-inclusive health technologies. 

The implications of this study are directed toward creating a more equitable digital health ecosystem through 
three strategic interventions. First, the development of ethical guidelines for health application developers, 
adapting the principles proposed by Leslie et al. (2021) in Nature Machine Intelligence on responsible AI. 
Second, an intersectional digital literacy training module for healthcare workers, referencing the successfully 
implemented training model by Richardson et al. (2021) in the Journal of Medical Internet Research. Third, 
policy advocacy to ensure Indonesia's digital health regulations adopt an intersectional perspective, drawing 
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lessons from the European Union's General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) case examined by Quinn & 
Malhotra (2021) in Big Data & Society. Through this multidisciplinary approach, the study not only contributes 
to academic literature but also advances systemic transformation in digital health practices. 

5.3 Intersectional Knowledge Decolonization 

Research on the decolonization of intersectional knowledge builds on Mignolo's (2011) critique in Social 
Epistemology, which argues that dominant intersectionality discourse remains entrenched in Western 
epistemology, neglecting frameworks from the Global South. Connell's (2014) study in Sociological Theory 
demonstrates how Southern social theories—such as Latin America's Buen Vivir or Africa's Ubuntu—can 
enrich intersectionality by incorporating coloniality and ecological dimensions. This research aims to address 
the gap identified by Santos (2018) in the Review of Contemporary Philosophy: the lack of dialogue between 
Western and non-Western knowledge traditions in intersectionality studies, which has led to the 
universalization of Western-centric marginalization narratives that often fail to resonate with local contexts 
in Asia or Africa. 

The research methodology combines critical discourse analysis of sociology curricula in Southeast Asian 
universities with a participatory action research (PAR) approach involving local academics and activists. 
Drawing on Smith (2012) in Decolonizing Methodologies, the study will analyze syllabi of intersectionality-
related courses at UI, UGM, NUS, and Chulalongkorn to reveal their dependence on Western references. The 
PAR component, following the model developed by Chilisa (2020) in Indigenous Research Methodologies, will 
establish dialogue forums with indigenous communities and local scholars to develop context-based 
intersectional frameworks - for instance, considering the intersection of religion and caste in Bali or the clan 
system in Batak. This approach responds to Bhambra's (2014) critique in Sociology about the need for 
"methodological decolonization" in social sciences. 

This study's implications are directed toward transforming higher education and strengthening local 
epistemologies. First, the findings will inform the development of alternative textbooks integrating Global 
South perspectives, drawing on the framework proposed by Ndlovu-Gatsheni (2018) in Epistemic Freedom in 
Africa. Second, the research will facilitate a Southeast Asian intersectional scholars' network, inspired by the 
success of the Latin American Subaltern Studies Group examined by Alcoff (2020) in the Journal of World 
Philosophies. Third, policy recommendations will be submitted to regional sociology associations such as the 
ASEAN University Network to advance more pluralistic curricula. Thus, this agenda not only deconstructs 
epistemic hegemony but also. 
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IV. Conclusion 

The bibliometric analysis reveals intersectionality’s dynamic evolution from its foundational feminist-legal 
roots (Crenshaw, 1989; McCall, 2005) into a multidisciplinary paradigm addressing health inequities, 
structural injustice, and epistemic decolonization. Co-citation clusters demonstrate its theoretical expansion 
across sociology, public health, and cultural studies, while bibliographic coupling highlights emerging 
applications in climate justice and digital technologies. This dual-method approach not only maps the field’s 
intellectual structure but also identifies critical gaps, such as the operationalization challenges noted by 
Bowleg (2021) and the Western-centric biases critiqued by Mignolo (2011). The dominance of seminal works 
across clusters confirms intersectionality’s enduring relevance, yet the proliferation of new themes—from 
algorithmic discrimination (Noble, 2018) to climate vulnerability (Mikulewicz, 2023)—signals its 
transformative potential for contemporary sociological inquiry. 

Methodologically, the study underscores the necessity of bridging intersectionality’s theoretical 
sophistication with empirical rigor. While qualitative approaches dominate foundational research (Collins, 
2019; Carastathis, 2016), recent advances in quantitative intersectionality (Bauer & Scheim, 2019) and mixed-
methods designs (Bowleg, 2021) offer promising pathways to capture systemic inequities. However, 
persistent limitations—such as demographic specificity in health studies (Lett et al., 2020) and the 
underrepresentation of Global South perspectives (Connell, 2014)—highlight the need for more inclusive 
methodologies. The integration of participatory action research (Chilisa, 2020) and algorithmic audits (Leslie 
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et al., 2021) in proposed future agendas exemplifies efforts to address these gaps while maintaining 
intersectionality’s critical edge. 

The research underscores intersectionality’s pivotal role in exposing how overlapping oppressions are 
institutionalized across social systems. Cluster analyses reveal its utility in deconstructing cultural 
reproduction (Bourdieu, 2018), health disparities (Homan et al., 2021), and digital marginalization (Veinot et 
al., 2018). Yet, the findings also caution against theoretical dilution, as seen in studies that prioritize 
methodological convenience over structural analysis (Bauer, 2014). This tension reflects broader debates 
about whether intersectionality’s radical potential can be preserved as it enters mainstream discourse (Cho 
et al., 2013). The study argues for a dialectical approach: embracing interdisciplinary applications while 
anchoring them in the framework’s original commitment to emancipatory praxis (Collins, 2015). 

 

The proposed future agendas—climate justice, digital health equity, and epistemic decolonization—
demonstrate intersectionality’s capacity to address 21st-century challenges. By linking climate vulnerability 
to identity-based marginalization (Kaijser & Kronsell, 2014) and algorithmic bias to structural racism (Noble, 
2018), these directions expand the framework’s analytical scope while advocating for policy-relevant 
solutions. The decolonization agenda, in particular, challenges the Eurocentrism of canonical intersectionality 
(Santos, 2018), proposing alternative epistemologies like Buen Vivir and Ubuntu (Connell, 2014) to pluralize 
knowledge production. These trajectories not only respond to empirical gaps but also recenter 
intersectionality’s normative goal: dismantling interconnected systems of power. 

Practically, the study advocates for institutional reforms that translate intersectional research into equitable 
policies. In public health, this entails developing intersectionality-informed guidelines for digital platforms 
(Richardson et al., 2021) and training healthcare providers to address layered disparities (Bowleg, 2012). In 
education, it demands curricular reforms to incorporate marginalized epistemologies (Ndlovu-Gatsheni, 
2018). The policy implications extend to climate adaptation, where participatory frameworks (Whyte, 2018) 
could redistribute resources to the most vulnerable. However, the research cautions against tokenistic 
adoption, emphasizing that meaningful integration requires structural change—such as reallocating research 
funding to marginalized scholars (Mügge, 2018) and centering affected communities in solution design 
(Smith, 2012). 

In conclusion, this study positions intersectionality as both a diagnostic tool for systemic inequities and a 
generative framework for interdisciplinary innovation. Its bibliometric findings validate the paradigm’s 
scholarly impact, while its critical gaps outline a roadmap for future research—one that balances 
methodological rigor with theoretical depth, global applicability with local specificity, and academic inquiry 
with social transformation. As intersectionality continues to permeate new domains, its enduring challenge 
remains: to illuminate the complexities of oppression while forging actionable pathways toward justice. The 
proposed agendas, grounded in empirical evidence and emancipatory ethics, offer a provisional blueprint for 
this ongoing project. 

 

Daftar pustaka 

Adams, G., & Salter, P. S. (2011). A critical race psychology is not yet born. Journal of Personality and Social 
Psychology, 101(2), 395-400. 

Alcoff, L. M. (2020). "Decolonizing philosophical pedagogy: A critique of the canon." Journal of World 
Philosophies, 5(1), 1-15. 

Algarin, AB, Zhou, Z., Cook, CL, Cook, RL, & Ibañez, GE (2019). Usia, jenis kelamin, ras, etnis, orientasi seksual: 
interseksionalitas identitas kelompok terpinggirkan dan stigma terkait HIV yang diberlakukan di antara 
orang yang hidup dengan HIV di Florida. AIDS and Behavior , 23 , 2992-3001. 

Bauer, G. R. (2014). "Incorporating intersectionality theory into population health research methodology: 
Challenges and the potential to advance health equity." Social Science & Medicine, 110, 10-17. 



182 
 

Bauer, G. R. (2014). Incorporating intersectionality theory into population health research methodology: 
challenges and the potential to advance health equity. Social science & medicine, 110, 10-17. 

Bauer, G. R. (2014). Incorporating intersectionality theory into population health research methodology: 
challenges and the potential to advance health equity. Social science & medicine, 110, 10-17. 

Bauer, G. R. (2014). Incorporating intersectionality theory into population health research methodology: 
Challenges and the potential to advance health equity. Social Science & Medicine, 110, 10-17. 

Bauer, GR (2014). Menggabungkan teori interseksionalitas ke dalam metodologi penelitian kesehatan 
populasi: tantangan dan potensi untuk memajukan kesetaraan kesehatan. Ilmu sosial & kedokteran , 
110 , 10-17. 

Bauer, GR, & Scheim, AI (2019). Metode untuk interseksionalitas antarkategori analitik dalam penelitian 
kuantitatif: Diskriminasi sebagai mediator ketimpangan kesehatan. Ilmu Sosial & Kedokteran , 226 , 
236-245. 

Bauer, GR, Churchill, SM, Mahendran, M., Walwyn, C., Lizotte, D., & Villa-Rueda, AA (2021). Interseksionalitas 
dalam penelitian kuantitatif: Tinjauan sistematis tentang kemunculannya dan penerapan teori dan 
metode. Kesehatan populasi SSM , 14 , 100798. 

Berger, P., & Luckmann, T. (2016). The social construction of reality. In Social theory re-wired (pp. 110-122). 
Routledge. 

Bhambra, G. K. (2014). Postcolonial and decolonial dialogues. Sociology, 48(1), 120-134. 

Bilge, S. (2020). The fungibility of intersectionality: An African example. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture 
and Society, *45*(1), 1-26.   

Bourdieu, P. (2018). Distinction a social critique of the judgement of taste. In Inequality (pp. 287-318). 
Routledge. 

Bourdieu, P. (2020). Outline of a Theory of Practice. In The new social theory reader (pp. 80-86). Routledge. 

Bowleg, L. (2008). When Black+ lesbian+ woman≠ Black lesbian woman: The methodological challenges of 
qualitative and quantitative intersectionality research. Sex roles, 59, 312-325. 

Bowleg, L. (2012). The problem with the phrase women and minorities: intersectionality—an important 
theoretical framework for public health. American journal of public health, 102(7), 1267-1273. 

Bowleg, L. (2012). The problem with the phrase women and minorities: intersectionality—an important 
theoretical framework for public health. American journal of public health, 102(7), 1267-1273. 

Bowleg, L. (2021). Evolving intersectionality within public health: From analysis to action. American Journal 
of Public Health, 111(1), 1043-1047. 

Bowleg, L., & Bauer, G. (2016). Invited reflection: Quantifying intersectionality. Psychology of Women 
Quarterly, 40(3), 337-341. 

Cannon, C., Lauve-Moon, K., & Buttell, F. (2015). Reteori kekerasan pasangan intim melalui feminisme pasca-
struktural, teori queer, dan sosiologi gender. Ilmu Sosial , 4 (3), 668-687. 

Carastathis, A. (2016). Intersectionality: Origins, contestations, horizons. U of Nebraska Press. 

Chilisa, B. (2020). "Indigenous research methodologies in SAGE Handbook of Qualitative Research." 
 
SAGE Publications, 2-25. 

Cho, S., Crenshaw, K. W., & McCall, L. (2013). Toward a field of intersectionality studies: Theory, applications, 
and praxis. Signs: Journal of women in culture and society, 38(4), 785-810. 



183 
 

Cho, S., Crenshaw, K. W., & McCall, L. (2013). Toward a field of intersectionality studies: Theory, applications, 
and praxis. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 38(4), 785-810. 
https://doi.org/10.1086/669608 

Cho, S., Crenshaw, K. W., & McCall, L. (2013). Toward a field of intersectionality studies. Signs, 38(4), 785–810. 

Cho, S., Crenshaw, K. W., & McCall, L. (2013). Toward a Field of Intersectionality Studies: Theory, Applications, 
and Praxis. Annual Review of Sociology, 39, 1-25. 

Cole, E. R. (2009). Intersectionality and research in psychology. American psychologist, 64(3), 170. 

Collins, P. H. (2015). Intersectionality’s definitional dilemmas. Annual Review of Sociology, 41, 1-20. 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-soc-073014-112142 

Collins, P. H. (2019). Intersectionality as critical social theory. Annual Review of Sociology, 45, 389-406. 

Collins, PH, da Silva, ECG, Ergun, E., Furseth, I., Bond, KD, & Martínez-Palacios, J. (2021). Interseksionalitas 
sebagai teori sosial kritis: Interseksionalitas sebagai teori sosial kritis, Patricia Hill Collins, Duke 
University Press, 2019. Teori Politik Kontemporer , 20 (3), 690. 

Connell, R. (2014). "Using Southern theory: Decolonizing social thought in theory, research and application." 
Planning Theory, 13(2), 210-223. 

Crenshaw, K. (1989). Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex. University of Chicago Legal 
Forum, *1989*(1), 139-167. 

Crenshaw, K. (1989). Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex. University of Chicago Legal Forum. 

Crenshaw, K. (1989). Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex: A Black feminist critique of 
antidiscrimination doctrine, feminist theory, and antiracist politics. University of Chicago Legal Forum, 
1989(1), 139-167. 

Crenshaw, K. (1989). Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex: A Black Feminist Critique of 
Antidiscrimination Doctrine, Feminist Theory and Antiracist Politics. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture 
and Society, 14(1), 139-167. 

Davis, K. (2014). Intersectionality as critical methodology. In Writing Academic Texts Differently: Intersectional 
Feminist Methodologies and the Playful Art of Writing (pp. 17-29). Routledge. 

Fisher, DR, Dow, DM, & Ray, R. (2017). Interseksionalitas turun ke jalan: Memobilisasi berbagai kepentingan 
untuk Women's March. Science Advances , 3 (9), eaao1390. 

Frederick, A., & Shifrer, D. (2019). Ras dan Disabilitas: Dari Analogi ke Interseksionalitas. Sosiologi Ras dan 
Etnis , 5 (2), 200-214. 

Garland, D. (2018). Kemajuan teoritis dan masalah dalam sosiologi hukuman. Hukuman & 
Masyarakat , 20 (1), 8-33. 

Hancock, A. M. (2007). When Multiplication Doesn’t Equal Quick Addition: Examining Intersectionality as a 
Research Paradigm. Gender & Society, 21(1), 73-92. 

Hancock, A. M. (2016). Intersectionality: An intellectual history. Political Research Quarterly, 69(4), 789-800. 

Hancock, A.-M. (2016). Intersectionality: An intellectual history. Oxford University Press. 

Hankivsky, O. (2012). Women’s health, men’s health, and gender and health: Implications of intersectionality. 
Social Science & Medicine, 74(11), 1712-1720. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2011.11.029 

Hankivsky, O. (2012). Women’s health, men’s health, and gender and health: Implications of intersectionality. 
Social Science & Medicine, 74(11), 2267–2273. 



184 
 

Hatchel, T., & Marx, R. (2018). Memahami interseksionalitas dan ketahanan di kalangan remaja transgender: 
Menjelajahi jalur di antara viktimisasi teman sebaya, keterikatan di sekolah, dan penggunaan 
narkoba. Jurnal internasional penelitian lingkungan dan kesehatan masyarakat , 15 (6), 1289. 

Hellmueller, L., & Mellado, C. (2015). Professional roles and news construction: A media sociology 
conceptualization of journalists’ role conception and performance. Communication & Society, 28(3), 1-
12. 

Homan, P., Brown, TH, & King, B. (2021). Interseksionalitas struktural sebagai arah baru penelitian disparitas 
kesehatan. Jurnal kesehatan dan perilaku sosial , 62 (3), 350-370. 

Kaijser, A., & Kronsell, A. (2014). "Climate change through the lens of intersectionality". International 
Environmental Agreements. 

Lamont, M. (2012). Toward a comparative sociology of valuation and evaluation. American Sociological 
Review, 77(2), 203-221. 

Lett, E., Dowshen, NL, & Baker, KE (2020). Interseksionalitas dan ketidakadilan kesehatan bagi warga kulit 
hitam minoritas gender di AS. American Journal of Preventive Medicine , 59 (5), 639-647. 

Leydesdorff, L., & Persson, O. (2010). Mapping the geography of science: Distribution patterns and networks 
of relations among cities and institutes. Journal of the American Society for Information Science and 
Technology, 61(8), 1622-1634. https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.21347 

López, N., Vargas, E., Juarez, M., Cacari-Stone, L., & Bettez, S. (2018). Apa “ras jalanan” Anda? Memanfaatkan 
ukuran multidimensi ras dan interseksionalitas untuk memeriksa status kesehatan fisik dan mental di 
kalangan Latinx. Sosiologi Ras dan Etnis , 4 (1), 49-66. 

McCall, L. (2005). The complexity of intersectionality. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 30(3), 
1771-1800. https://doi.org/10.1086/426800 

McCall, L. (2005). The complexity of intersectionality. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, *30*(3), 
1771-1800.  

Mikulewicz, M. (2023). "Intersectionality and climate justice". Environmental Politics. 

Mikulewicz, M., Caretta, MA, Sultana, F., & JW Crawford, N. (2023). Interseksionalitas & Keadilan Iklim: Seruan 
untuk sinergi dalam kajian perubahan iklim. Politik Lingkungan , 32 (7), 1275-1286. 

Mügge, L., Montoya, C., Emejulu, A., & Weldon, SL (2018). Interseksionalitas dan politik produksi 
pengetahuan. Jurnal Politik dan Gender Eropa , 1 (1-2), 17-36. 

Nash, J. C. (2019). Black feminism reimagined: After intersectionality. Duke University Press. 

Noble, S. U. (2018). Algorithms of oppression: How search engines reinforce racism. NYU Press. 

Nurhayati, D., & Saptono, A. (2021). Intersectionality in Southeast Asia: A Bibliometric Study. Indonesian 
Journal of Sociology. 
Carbado, D. W., Crenshaw, K. W., Mays, V. M., & Tomlinson, B. (2013). Intersectionality: Mapping the 
movements of a theory. Du Bois Review: Social Science Research on Race, 10(2), 303-312. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742058X13000349 

Prastowo, A., et al. (2022). Bibliometric Analysis of Social Science Research. Jurnal Ilmu Sosial dan Humaniora. 

Richardson, S., et al. (2021). "Patient-facing clinical decision support tools for marginalized populations: A 
systematic literature review." Journal of Medical Internet Research, 23(5), e26310. 

Riner, AN, Herremans, KM, Neal, DW, Johnson-Mann, C., Hughes, SJ, McGuire, KP, ... & Trevino, JG (2021). 
Diversifikasi bedah akademis, kepemimpinannya, dan pentingnya interseksionalitas. JAMA 
Surgery , 156 (8), 748-756. 



185 
 

Roseneil, S., & Ketokivi, K. (2016). Orang relasional dan proses relasional: Mengembangkan gagasan 
relasionalitas untuk sosiologi kehidupan pribadi. Sosiologi , 50 (1), 143-159. 

Van Eck, N. J., & Waltman, L. (2014). Visualizing bibliometric networks. In Measuring scholarly impact (pp. 
285-320). Springer. 

Van Eck, N.J., & Waltman, L. (2014). Visualizing Bibliometric Networks. Journal of Informetrics. 

Veinot, T. C., et al. (2018). "Leveling up: On the potential of upstream health informatics interventions to 
enhance equity in health care." Journal of the American Medical Informatics Association, 26(1), 40-43. 

Weber, L., & Parra-Medina, D. (2021). Intersectionality and health inequities: A critical review of 
methodological innovations. Social Science & Medicine, 285, 114295. 

Whyte, K. (2018). "Indigenous climate justice and intersectionality". WIREs Climate Change. 

Zupic, I., & Čater, T. (2015). Bibliometric Methods in Management and Organization. Organizational Research 
Methods. 


