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Internationalization of the Training and Production of Brazilian
Graduate Programs of Political Science

La internacionalizacion en la formacion y produccion de los
Programas de Posgrado en Ciencias Politicas brasilefios

ABSTRACT

This article analyzes the internationalization
strategies of the teaching careers of Brazilian
political scientists. Internationalization will be
measured in two dimensions: 1) publications
and 2) academic training of the teachers. Are
the central countries the main destinations of
Brazilian political scientists? In the field of Bra-
zilian political science, do the central programs
monopolize internationalization or is it also
accessible to more recent programs? The hy-
pothesis tested is that internationalization would
be linked to the central countries and that core
programs would be largely over-represented. The
study analyzed 360 researchers linked to politi-
cal science programs. The hypothesis was only
partially confirmed. It was concluded that the
peripheral programs also have space in the in-
ternationalization of the academic training and
in the publication of papers abroad. The main
difference found between internationalization
dynamics concerns the country of destination
for academic training and for paper publication.
Academic training is basically concentrated in

central countries (US, England and France). Al-
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RESUMEN

Este articulo analiza las estrategias de inter-
nacionalizacion de las carreras docentes de
los politélogos brasilefios. La internaciona-
lizacion se medird en dos dimensiones: 1)
publicaciones y 2) formacién académica de los
docentes. ;Son los paises centrales los prin-
cipales destinos de los politologos brasilenos?
En el campo de la ciencia politica brasilena, slos
programas centrales monopolizan la internacio-
nalizacion, o es ella accesible a los programas
mas recientes? Se prob¢ la hipdtesis de que la
internacionalizacion se vincularia a los paises
centrales y que los programas centrales se en-
contrarian ampliamente sobrerrepresentados.
El universo analizado es de 360 investigadores
vinculados a programas de ciencias politicas.
La hipotesis solo se confirm¢é parcialmente. Se
concluye que programas periféricos también
tienen espacio en la internacionalizacidn de la
formacion académica y de la publicacion de ar-
ticulos. La principal diferencia encontrada entre
las dindmicas de internacionalizacion se refiere
al pais de destino de la formacién académica

y de la publicacién de articulos. La formacién
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though it is absent in academic training, Latin
America has an important presence as a focus of
the international publication of the researchers
examined.

Keywords: academic careers; international-
ization; disciplinary field; academic journals;
academic training.

académica se concentra basicamente en los
paises centrales (Estados Unidos, Inglaterra y
Francia). Aunque estd ausente en la formacion
académica, América Latina tiene una presencia
importante como foco de publicacion interna-

cional de los docentes examinados.

Palabras clave: carreras académicas; interna-
cionalizacién; campo disciplinario; periddicos

académicos; formacion académica.

Introduction

This article’s main objective is to analyze the dynamics of internationalization of faculty
linked to graduate programs in political science in Brazil. Internationalization will be ex-
amined along two specific dimensions: training (full doctorate abroad, doctoral internship
abroad and post-doctorate abroad) and production (articles published in international jour-
nals) by faculty. It is important to highlight that this analysis does not encompass the entire
universe of political science professors given that there is a significant number of politi-
cal scientists who lecture in graduate programs in social sciences, sociology, history, public
policies, international relations, etc. Therefore, the conclusions of this study are limited to
the scope of professors linked to graduate programs in political science and cannot be gen-
eralized to the entire universe of Brazilian political scientists. Internationalization will not
be conceived as something static, but as a dynamic phenomenon that follows different pat-
terns of interaction depending on the characteristics of each “international collaborator”
(country of origin, language, and institution to which each program, journal or researcher
is linked). In addition to the relative position of each involved agent, the dynamics of inter-
nationalization changes depending on the type of internationalization being regarded. The
internationalization of academic training does not follow the same patterns of internation-
alization as the academic production.

This text is structured as follows. The introduction presents the main references used
to link this study to the academic debate on internationalization and political science. The
second part focus on an analysis of internationalization dynamics linked to doctoral train-
ing (full doctorate abroad and doctoral internship abroad - “sandwich”) and post-doctoral
training. Internationalization of the academic production by faculty is also analyzed. Fi-
nally, in the final considerations, the main findings are discussed in light of the contributions
brought by the literature.
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How important is internationalization for faculty linked to Brazilian graduate programs
in political science? What are its flows? How is what understood as “internationalization” is
impacted by the relative position (more central or more peripheral) of a given disciplinary
field in a given graduate program and in a given country? Throughout this article, these
questions are addressed based on the literature considered herein.

For the specific analysis of the Brazilian case, the answers to these questions necessar-
ily involve analyzing the inductive role played by the different Assessment Areas of Capes.
The Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Education Personnel (Capes) is the gov-
ernment agency (under the Ministry of Education) in charge of assessing and financing the
Brazilian graduate system. In each assessment cycle, a score (ranging between two and seven)
is assigned to each program. Grade six and seven programs are considered to be of interna-
tional excellence, have greater recognition and have access to considerably more funds than
other PPGs (Graduate Programs). For an analysis on the role attributed to internationaliza-
tion, see the report by the Special Monitoring Committee of the PNPG (National Graduate
Plan) 2011-2020 (Capes, 2020). For an analysis on the inducing role of the agency within
the scope of Brazilian political science (Marenco, 2015).

An analysis of the documents produced within the scope of such areas' (mainly the “Area
Document’, the “Assessment Form” and the “Assessment Report”) is essential for identifying
the most valued types of internationalization in each period, as well as for a greater under-
standing of the internationalization strategies promoted by the PpGs (Graduate Programs).
Furthermore, to measure the importance attributed by each area to internationalization:
this is the dimension that usually differentiates “nationally consolidated” programs (score
five) from “international excellence” programs (scores six and seven), as can be seen in two
important documents produced by the Area of Political Science and International Relations
(Capes, 2017: 81; Capes, 2019: 14):

Increasing the internationalization of the Area depends on the institutional consolidation of the
Graduate Programs and the actions developed, especially by Programs of excellence, and their
capacity to adopt international quality standards. Programs of excellence are characterized by (i)
international projection, visibility and impact of their scientific production, training of researchers
and interinstitutional cooperation, and (ii) advanced institutional consolidation and academic
and scientific leadership position. (Capes, 2017: 81, our emphasis)

Internationalization has been a distinguishing factor for Programs of excellence and will continue
to be so. Among the initiatives that contribute to internationalization, stands out the intellec-

! Currently, there are 49 Assessment Areas, divided into nine Major Areas and three Schools. The graduate programs
in political science examined here are in the Area of Political Science and International Relations, which is included in
the Major Area of Human Sciences of the School of Humanities (Ministério da Educagao, 2024).
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tual production disseminated by publications in international journals, and academic exchange
at various levels with foreign institutions, including faculty, students or even professionals with
academic background for the benefit of exchanging knowledge, experiences and technology.
(Capes, 2019: 14, our emphasis)

By defining internationalization as the central dimension of assessment, especially for defin-
ing what is considered programs of excellence, Capes exerts significant pressure on programs
and their faculty. In this context, the international circulation of professors and their articles
becomes a fundamental asset of PPGs, guiding their strategies of training and production
of scientific knowledge.

Based on from these initial milestones, the objective of this article is to analyze the degree
of internationalization of academic careers within the Brazilian political science field. Pre-
vious analyzes demonstrate how concepts such as “science” and “internationalization” and
how categories such as “center”, “periphery” and “circulation” are multifaceted and are used
in literature to cover various themes, focuses, approaches, etc. (Norris, 1997; Heilbron, 2008,
2012; Beigel and Saladino, 2015; Beigel and Digiampietri, 2022). Following the approach
proposed here, this analysis® prioritizes the presentation and discussion of empirical data
regarding two of the dimensions that have more often been the subject of internationaliza-
tion promotion policies: academic training and publication of articles in foreign journals.

Regarding academic training, it is worth mentioning the process of autonomization of the
subject in the country (measured as an increase in the offer of doctoral programs) and the changes
in policies to promote the internationalization of training, instituted by Capes, which are
summarized as follows: as shown below, the substitution of offers of full doctorate scholar-
ships abroad with offers of doctoral exchange and post-doctoral scholarships abroad. This
finding demonstrates the relationship between the stage of development of the subjects, sci-
entific promotion policies and the emphasis on different types of internationalization of the
academic training of researchers over time.

This study revisits some of the main issues analyzed by Altman (2012), but with a signifi-
cantly different treatment and choice of variables to measure the production and training of
faculty. Evidence found by Ramos (2018) attests to the central role that the internationaliza-
tion of training and production has in the evaluation of programs in general and, particularly,
of the best evaluated programs in the country (scores six and seven).

2 Capes scholarship holder (Proc. no. 7304/14-5). This research originated during my post-doctoral studies at Ecole des
Hautes Etudes en Science Sociales - EHESs (Paris), in 2015. A previous version of this study was presented at the Ninth
Alacip Congress (Latin American Political Science Association), held in Montevideo in 2017. I thank the RMCPYs
reviewers for their important suggestions. I also thank Capes for funding the English translation of the manuscript
(auxpE/ PROEX/1196/2023).
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Asarule, analyzes of internationalization processes are greatly impacted by a conception of
international cooperation based on the export of themes, theoretical perspectives, texts, con-
cepts and legitimate problematics, given that they come from central countries (mainly the
UsA) to peripheral countries (Heilbron, 2008, 2012; Beigel, 2013a, 2013b, 2017). And
the process of “universalization” of bibliometrics as a basic tool for evaluating science (Ra-
fols, 2019) plays a significant role in consolidating this worldview according to which what
is original and strictly “scientific” flows from the center to the peripheries.

scientometrics, built based on 181, Scopus or other databases created in its image and likeness,
does not reflect the production of knowledge on an international scale, but only a portion of these
investigations, those published in English, under the rules of a knowledge hierarchization de-
vice, conducted by these publishing companies and dominated by a few “centers of excellence”. As
we have seen, this is not a neutral instrument for measuring universal scientific prestige, but the
main tool of an international structure of resources and research capabilities that are increasingly
unequal, manifested in the volume of scientific production, in the flows of qualified population
migration, in the universalization of publishing standards and the overwhelming supremacy of
English as an international lingua franca. (Beigel, 2013a: 122)

Since our purpose is to analyze all articles published in foreign journals by Brazilian pro-
fessors, this analysis prioritizes the identification of the name of the journal, the year of
each publication and the country of origin of each journal, regardless of its impact fac-
tor and whether it is not indexed. Instead of the impact factor, this analysis will consider
a native classification, produced under the scope of Capes’ own assessment areas. Qualis/
Capes is the mechanism developed by Capes to prioritize all journals (national or foreign)
in which professors linked to Brazilian graduate programs publish their articles (Beigel
and Digiampietri, 2022). Currently, one of the main struggles within the Capes Assess-
ment Areas is related precisely to the debate about how much Qualis/Capes should be
more linked to indicators such as 1s1 or Scopus (there are arguments even advocating for
the extinction of Qualis/Capes and its replacement by such indicators). Santin, Vanz and
Stumpf (2016) identify three dimensions of the internationalization of academic articles:
diffusion (where the article is published), collaboration (existence of a foreign researcher
as co-author) and impact (reach of citations to the article). In this article, we give priority
to an analysis of the first dimension.

In this way, the analysis of the country of destination and the reputation of the foreign
journal in which the articles were published is not burdened by the bias identified by Alt-
man (2012) for overrepresentation of English and North American journals in bibliometric
indexes commonly used as references. For the purposes of this article, that would repre-
sent an unsolvable problem, since one of the main objectives is to measure how much the
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Brazilian international production is distributed between three main regions: Latin Amer-
ica, Europe and UsaA.

The analysis of the internationalization flows carried out based on the country of desti-
nation of the articles allows us to identify whether there are different routes for circulation,
or whether the publication of such articles is concentrated in one or a few countries. Is such
production only intended for central countries (Usa, France and England)? Is there a signif-
icant interaction between peripheries (Beigel, 2019)? What is the weight of Latin America
as a destination for articles (“regional internationalization” (Beigel, 2019))? As previously
stated, according to the criteria established herein, the inclusion of articles published abroad
in this study’s database depended on the possibility of identifying four crucial pieces of infor-
mation about each publication: the name of the journal, the journal’s classification (Qualis/
Capes), the year of publication and the journal’s host country.

The procedure adopted to construct this database was the following: 1) obtaining, from
the ppGs’ and Capes’ websites, lists of professors linked to each graduate program and 2)
collecting and analyzing data about the academic training and international publications of
each professor throughout their academic careers. Such data were manually extracted from
the cvs maintained by all Brazilian professors on the Lattes Platform (Plataforma Lattes, s.t.)
and systematized in a database in the spss (Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) pro-
gram. This database, with information on 360 professors, was created in March 2015 and
updated between June and July 2017 and September 2023. This analysis includes all types
of academic training and all articles published in foreign journals by professors linked to
graduate programs in political science until December 2022.

Internationalization of the training and production
of faculty in Political Science PPGs

Faculty training (doctorate)
Who trained our professors? Is the late expansion of doctoral programs in political science
in Brazil (Marenco, 2014; Madeira and Marenco, 2016) reflected in a high proportion of
professors with full doctorates abroad? Or with a doctorate in Brazil, but in related subjects?
A fundamental dimension in the analysis of faculty recruitment concerns the place/
institution of origin of the components of each program. This first approach to the data in-
dicates the academic training (doctorate) of the professors examined here. Such analysis
allows us to: I) examine the percentage of professors with full doctorates abroad in rela-
tion to professors with national training; 2) identify the proportion of the main countries
among professors with full doctorates abroad; and 3) measure the importance of each Bra-
zilian university in the training of faculty in all political science programs.
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Figure 1
Faculty doctoral institution/country
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Source: own elaboration (cNpq/Lattes).

The first data to be highlighted is the ratio of professors with full doctorates abroad. No less
than one in five professors completed a full doctorate abroad. This finding is in agreement
with the recent expansion of the offer of this degree in Brazil. Even considering that an im-
portant share (25.6 %) of the faculty who completed doctorates in Brazilian universities
did so in programs in Sociology, Social Sciences, History, Economics, Philosophy;, etc., the
oldest doctoral programs (usp and Iesp) clearly stand out from the others given that until
the mid-90s, they were the only Brazilian universities to offer a doctoral degree in political
science. The three universities (Usp, Iuperj/Iesp and Unicamp) with the largest number of
degrees comprised approximately half of the universe researched. It is no surprise that the
training is concentrated on the Rio/Sao Paulo axis, but the level of concentration identified
is worth noting. In addition to this aspect, the distance to the second group of institutions,
comprised by UFMG, UFRGS and UnB, is also very significant.

The occurrence of full doctorates abroad is basically concentrated in the usa (26),
France (15) and England (12), with Germany (5), Spain (5) and Italy (3) behind, which
confirms the insignificant participation of Latin America in the training of Brazilian teach-
ers (Madeira and Marenco, 2016). In other words: the flow of the internationalization of
faculty training clearly favors central countries (usa, England, and France). Regarding
the internationalization of training, no South/South dialog is identified in the trajecto-
ries and strategies of international circulation of the professors in question. Among the
two types of internationalization examined here, this is the one that is most clearly char-
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acterized as a one-way street (flowing from the periphery to the central countries: mainly
UsA, France and England).

This finding also indicates how much the promotion policies implemented by Capes
play a central role in establishing the direction and dynamics of the actions and strategies
of professors (and their respective programs). As the Quadrennial Assessment Report cited
above shows:

the consideration about the degree of internationalization of graduate programs must take into
account the profile of the international partners in partnership or mobility actions: institutions of
reference and global excellence or institutions of regional prestige and influence. [...] Programs
with scores 6 and 7 must present a set of actions in research networks and partnerships with in-
stitutions of international excellence and reference, which translate recognition, visibility and
parity in relation to the main global centers in the Area. Programs with score 5 need to demon-
strate regional leadership status, translated into actions and initiatives that express collaboration
and partnerships with foreign institutions and the respective impact of their activities. (our em-
phasis). (Capes, 2017: 82)

The significant increase in the internationalization of training and production
from 2013 onwards

This study is conducted in two stages. In the first, we seek to continue the analysis per-
formed by Madeira and Marenco (2016), examining the internationalization experiences
of professors throughout their respective academic trajectories. Experiences that occurred
before the professors entered their respective program will be also taken into accountcon-
sidered, allowing us to measure the accumulation of investments in internationalization
made by professors over time. In a second step, the data will be broken down by triennium/
quadrennium’ and by ppG, which will allow us to identify how successful strategies of in-
ternationalization of academic production are distributed over the last decade and among
the different programs investigated here.

It is important to alert the reader to the fact that professors who terminated their em-
ployment in 2014 (or before) are not included in the database. Thus, all the experiences of
internationalization in the training and production of faculty who worked in the programs

3 Capes has two main functions which are the promotion and periodic evaluation of the Brazilian graduate system.
Such assessment took place every three years until 2012 but, since then, it has taken place every four years. After a first
approximation to the data covering alonger period, mainly the first two four-year periods (2013/2016 and 2017/2020)
and half of the current four-year period (2021 and 2022) will be taken as reference, thus covering a period that marks
the significant expansion and subsequent consolidation of the Brazilian graduate system and PpGs in political science.
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examined here, but who were no longer employed at the time the data collection began
(2015) were not included in the database.

Table 1
Internationalization (training and articles) by decade

PhD Sandwich Post-doctorate Articles
Until 1984 7 0 2 9
1985-1994 14 1 4 15
1995-2004 21 6 15 95
2005-2014 14 36 91 328
2015-2022 4 11 53 615
Total 60 54 165 1062

Source: own elaboration (cNpq/Lattes).

The significant expansion that the subject has experienced since 2005 is undeniable. From
this period onwards, the subject shows indicators of consolidation with an increase in the
supply of PhDs trained in Brazilian programs and with internationalization in the types
of doctoral exchange abroad (“sandwich doctorate”) and post-doctorate abroad. The data
presented above corroborate the scenario already identified and debated in the recent lit-
erature regarding the growth of several indicators related to the subject in the last decade.
As highlighted Madeira and Marenco (2016: 47-48):

Indicators for this process can be found in the recent literature on the topic. Marenco (2015), for
example, presents the continuous evolution of the budget of the Coordination for the Improve-
ment of Higher Education Personnel (Capes), the main organism for the promotion of graduate
studies of the Brazilian government, which grew from 0.22 billion dollars in 2004 to 2.03 billion
dollars in 2013. Nicolau and Oliveira (2013) found a continuous increase in the number of arti-
cles published annually by Brazilian political scientists. Amorim Neto and Santos (2015), in turn,
point out an increase in graduate programs between 2005 and 2014 and the expansion of the
Brazilian Association of Political Science (ABcP) as necessary (although not sufficient) processes
for a greater institutionalization of the subject in the country. Summarizing this point, signifi-
cant advances have already been mapped in the literature across the dimensions that Codato and
Leite (2013) highlight as necessary for the institutionalization of the subject, with an increase: I)
in the number of Programs; 2) of the number of masters and doctors trained; 3) of the number
of specialized journals; 4) of the creation of academic representation organizations and events.
(Madeira and Marenco, 2016: 47-48)
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More than the growth, the accelerated pace of growth stands out in all the internationaliza-
tion strategies examined, with emphasis on post-doctoral studies and articles published in
foreign journals. By comparing data from PhD and doctoral exchange (sandwich) programs
it is possible to identify the timing of the replacement of one type by the other. Until 1984,
seven professors had completed their doctorates abroad. This pattern was repeated in the
following two decades, as only a minority of professors (1/14 and 6/26) concluded a doc-
toral exchange (sandwich) abroad. This pattern was only reversed in the mid-2000s, when
26 doctoral exchange (sandwich) cases and 11 full doctorate cases abroad were identified.
If the database had included professors whose employment was terminated before 2014, it
is reasonable to assume that the prevalence of full doctorates abroad would be even greater
in the first decades analyzed.

The data above also allows us to identify that the publication in foreign journals is the
internationalization dimension that grew the most over this period. Madeira and Marenco,
(2016) prioritize the mapping of the destination (country) of the articles, the distribution of
the articles in the universe of professors analyzed and the timing of the publication of the
articles throughout the period of analysis. In order to complement this analysis, we seek to
map two other aspects of the publications: the classification of this academic production
according to the Qualis of the Area of Political Science and International Relations and the
distribution of these articles based on the institutional relationship of their respective au-
thors. The use of Qualis-Capes is justified here, since such classification is not exogenous
to the field of Brazilian political science. Furthermore, this stratification has had a very
strong inductive role in defining the journals to which manuscripts are submitted (Codato
and Leite, 2013).

Different analyzes point to a two-sided movement when examining the internationalization
of journals. On the one hand, researchers from peripheral (and even non-peripheral) coun-
tries find littler openness to publish in some of the most prestigious journals in central
countries (Norris, 1997). On the other hand, the literature identifies a growing movement
of international cooperation among researchers (identified, for example, in co-authorship).
Even with this growing movement towards the internationalization of most journals, there are
still many reasons to take their nationality into consideration (Heilbron, 2008). When analyz-
ing cooperation within the borders of Europe and the usa, Heilbron (2012: 304) states that:

Although the submission of articles to journals is independent of the nationality of the authors,
virtually all major journals remain national, in the sense that most editors work in one country.

In this sense, one can also speak of British, German or American journals.

Figure 2 shows the percentage of articles published according to the assessment status (Qua-
lis) of their respective journals. All articles published in foreign journals until 2022 by the
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360 professors analyzed were included in this analysis. The first group (journals with “qual-
ified” Qualis) comprises articles published in journals ranked in the four most important
strata of the current classification (Qualis A1, A2, A3, and A4). The second group com-
prises articles published in journals ranked in the other (and less important) Qualis strata
(B1, B2, B3, B4, B5, and C).

Figure 2
Classification of articles (Qualis)

m Qualified strata
Other Strata

Source: own elaboration (cNPq/Lattes).

The distribution of articles shows a significant concentration of production in the first group.
Approximately seven out of every ten articles were published in foreign journals considered
to be the most prestigious by the political science area in Brazil. In addition to international
inequalities, the academic field is permeated by national inequalities. This allows us to raise
a question about the degree of concentration of publications in top-rated journals among
the faculty from the most consolidated programs in the country.

Based on this general mapping, we now seek to identify how this production is dis-
tributed according to two aspects: a. in the different programs to which the professors are
affiliated and b. over time. It makes sense to say that the older a program is, the more time it
had to develop academic careers. Programs with faculty with longer careers would have had
a higher probability of accumulating academic production overall and, consequently, arti-
cles published in foreign journals. And an analysis of the whole set of international articles
will allow us to identify something that we could refer to as the accumulation of interna-
tional insertion of each program.

It is also plausible to assume that programs that were recently created will only accrue

a significant production if we consider in the analysis the (possible) production that took
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place before the professor joined their respective PPG. In that regard, if a professor with
broad internationalization joins a newly created program, this accumulation becomes an
“asset” of the program and will then be mapped.

The distribution of internationalization by program and over time, therefore, aims to
answer the following questions: do professors affiliated with the oldest and more central
programs in the political science subject tend to have a larger number of articles published
abroad? Do they tend to concentrate the production that is best ranked by the Qualis-Capes

assessment?
Figure 3
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Source: own elaboration (cNPq/Lattes).

When examining the stock* of articles published in foreign journals by professors linked to
their respective programs, two distinct groups are clearly identified. Regarding total pro-
duction, usp and Iesp occupy the front line with more than 130 articles each institution.
They are closely followed by UnB, UFRGS, UFMG, UFPR, Unicamp, and UFPE with produc-
tion ranging between 90 and 110 articles. As expected, all the oldest programs in the area
are included in these two groups. Among the younger programs, two subgroups can also
be identified: UFG, UFscar, and UFF with production ranging between 35 and 50 articles and
Unirio, Unieuro, Ufpa, Ufpi and UFPEL, with an international production that is still in-

* The analysis of absolute numbers aims to identify the stock/accumulation of articles published by all the professors
of each program (which tends to increase the performance of ppGs with a larger number of professors). Such figures
cannot, therefore, be considered as indicators of the average productivity level of the professors in each program.
Average productivity will be analyzed below, in figures five and six.
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cipient (between 13 and 24 articles). It is important to highlight that the younger program
(Unirio) was founded in 2017, having only been in existence for half a decade.

Another relevant finding is the fact that all programs with international production have
qualified production. Furthermore, virtually all programs mostly publish in top-ranked jour-
nals. The hypothesis that central programs would concentrate their production in the most
prestigious journals in the field more than more recent programs was refuted. Even pro-
grams with small international production also demonstrate an insertion through the most
prestigious journals according to the Capes Political Science and International Relations
Area. Finally, the publication profiles of programs with international insertion do not dif-
fer significantly from the overall average distribution of articles in the strata, identified in
the corresponding figure.

Two caveats are critical when interpreting the figure above: 1) the data cannot be in-
terpreted as representative of the total production of the programs. As previously stated,
the production of professors who worked in the 80s, 90s and 2000s and left their respec-
tive PPGs before 2015 is not included in the database, thus potentially underestimating the
production of older programs; 2) as the data includes all international articles published by
each professor, it is plausible to assume that a fraction (a minority, as will be seen below) of
the articles were published before the professor joined the current program, which tends
to overestimate the production of programs that were joined by professors that already had
an internationalized production until 2015.

Since our objective is to measure the stock and/or accumulation of international pro-
duction of each program, whenever an article is published in co-authorship, it is included
in the analysis according to the number of co-authors affiliated with the program, while if
an article is published in co-authorship with professors from different programs, it counts
once for each program.

The objective now is to stratify by program only the production published in the last
decade examined in this study. Therefore, all production published up to 2012 is removed
from the analysis. This reduces the total production previously identified in the oldest pro-
grams, since these are the ones that have production prior to the period of reference. In
addition to this, all production published before the three-year period in which the profes-
sors joined the program was disregarded, which lowers the number of articles published in
foreign journals in almost all programs.

As previously stated, this analysis does not consider the production of professors who
worked in different programs and retired until 2014 (the three waves of data collection oc-
curred in 2015, 2018, and 2023). But from this year onwards, the analysis becomes more
precise as it now covers all professors linked to their respective programs. In this sense, the
analysis of the last two four-year periods (and half of the current four-year period) pres-
ents a more accurate scenario of the international production of the programs in question.
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Figure 4
International articles by assessment cycle 2013/2022
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Source: own elaboration (cNpq/Lattes).

The fact that it does not consider differences in size between programs makes it impossible
to compare performance. The data above should, therefore, be interpreted not as a com-
parison between programs, but as a comparison of the performance of each program in the
three cycles under analysis. The graph figure above also allows us to identify the participa-
tion of each program in publications in the international journals of the subject as a whole
in the different assessment periods.

The general map of publications presented in the figure is essential for providing a bet-
ter understanding of the analysis of the academic production of each program. Nicolau and
Oliveira (2013) identify a gap in this item that is already being addressed with analyzes that
focus on national production. One of the main objectives of this study is to contribute to this
debate by continuing the analysis of the main characteristics of the international production
of the professors of the area. The figure above attests to the consolidation of UFPR’s interna-
tional production in the last two assessment cycles; and demonstrates that this trend tends
to continue in the current cycle. It is worth noting a very similar pattern of production be-
tween the two institutions that most published in foreign journals in recent years: Iesp and
UFPR. USP, UFPE and UFMG, coming second, demonstrated (proportionally) a slowdown in
the stock of international articles after the first quadrennium in question. UnB, UFRGS, UFG
and Unicamp make up the third group of programs. In this group, the most recent produc-
tion of UFG stands out (one of the programs with the largest number of articles in the first
half of the current quadrennium). Among the most recent programs, data indicates that
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UFF, UFPA, and UFPI also already have an important stock (proportionally) of articles pub-
lished in the first two years of the current cycle.

The existence of at least one researcher who clearly increases the publication of their
PPG in all universities with significant international production is a common occurrence in
the programs. In almost all programs, at least one author with consolidated international
production is identified (more than ten articles published in international journals). The
difference between the programs appears in the degree of participation of other professors:
while Unieuro is characterized by an important concentration of its total production in just
one researcher, programs like UFMG present a production that is significantly less concen-
trated and better distributed among all professors linked to the program.

The study also identified that these data collected by program hide significantly differ-
ent production dynamics. The data reveal that there are at least two aspects that must be
examined regarding the way in which the articles published internationally are produced
(alogic that can and should also be used in the analysis of national production): the degree
of concentration of production and the frequency of articles written in co-authorship with:
I) colleagues in the same program; 2) colleagues from other national programs; and 3) col-
leagues from foreign universities.

A (still) low incidence of co-authored articles was identified. When found, co-author-
ship presents mostly a “domestic” pattern, given the low frequency of collaboration either
with other national programs or with researchers affiliated with foreign universities. It is
worth noting though that Codato, Horochovski, Massimo and Camargo (2017) identify a
growing number of co-authored articles in the Brazilian political science field. This data at-
tests to a phenomenon attributed as one of the causes of either parochialism or the still low
international visibility of Brazilian production (Marenco, 2014; Amorim Neto and Santos,
2015). An exception could be the production of ufpe and ufpr, given the frequency of arti-
cles co-authored with researchers internal and external to the program.

In addition to having existed for longer, central programs tend (Iesp is a case that deviates
from this pattern) to have a larger number of faculty, which gives them an additional advan-
tage in relation to newly-created programs. However, even central programs still have a
significant number of professors without international production. Whether this is due to
the recent hiring of professors at the beginning of their careers (and who, therefore, would
need time to internationalize their production), or to a decision of prioritizing publication
in national journals, only a case-by-case analysis could show. What can be seen is that such
a contingent of professors allows us to glimpse at a possibility of a significant advancement
of international production in the near future.

The data analyzed so far allows us to map the overall scenario, in absolute numbers, of
the internationalization of Brazilian production in journals. However, to improve the un-

derstanding of how different programs have been successful in responding to this question
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(internationalization), we will now analyze the per capita production of international articles
by program in the quadrenniums 2013/2016 and 2017/2020. The lack of data on professors
who left the programs before these periods would make it impossible to calculate the per
capita production of the programs for previous periods.

Figure 5
International articles per capita (quadrennium 2013/2016)
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Source: own elaboration (cNpq/Lattes).

The prominent position of UEMG and UFPE in absolute numbers in the 2013-2016 quadren-
nium is confirmed when the data are weighted by the size of each program. Iesp and Unicamp
comprise the second group, with production slightly higher than one article per professor.
UFPR also stands out with per capita production practically identical to that of USP. UFRGS,
UFG, and UnB comprise the fourth group, with just over half an article per professor in this
quadrennium. Perhaps because it was the program with the largest number of professors
during this period, UnB had a significant impact on its relative position in the evaluation
of per capita production. Unirio is not included in the figure above because it was created
in 2017, but it will be included in the analysis of the next four-year period.

The per capita analysis of the 2017/220 quadrennium confirms the trend of continuous
increase in publication of international articles by the faculty analyzed. The score of the
best performing program between 2013 and 2016 was lower than the average number of
foreign publications between 2017 and 2020. In addition to this finding, a comparison be-
tween the average performance of the programs confirms two trends indicated by previous
data: the leadership position of Iesp and the consolidation of UFPR as a leading institution
in the internationalization of article production. Another fact that stands out is the progress
made by UnB in the last assessment cycle: compared to the previous cycle, this institution
not only increased the absolute number of articles published but also reduced the number
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of permanent professors linked to the program, significantly impacting the performance of
this program between 2017 and 2020. Capes’ assessment cycles only consider the produc-
tion of permanent professors in each program. Collaborating professors are not included.
Due to this aspect, highly-productive collaborating professors tend to become permanent
professors; and permanent professors who are not as productive tend to become collabo-
rating professors. In other words: Given the impact of the rules of the assessment process,
programs establish strategies to maximize gains (hiring/maintaining productive professors
as permanent professors) and reduce losses (maintaining/transforming less productive pro-
fessors into collaborating professors).

Figure 6
International articles per capita (2017/2020)
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Source: own elaboration (cNpq/Lattes).

In this last evaluation cycle, professors from all programs were successful in publishing ar-
ticles in foreign journals. Furthermore, the average of younger programs shows a slight
improvement compared to the previous quadrennium. This finding confirms that the trend
towards increased internationalization of production is not occurring only in the most con-
solidated institutions. On the other hand, in the last quadrennium, there was an important
relative increase in the distance between the group of programs with a higher degree of
internationalization and programs with a lower degree of internationalization in the pub-
lication of articles.

The data analyzed so far presents an x-ray of the dynamics of internationalization of ar-
ticle production in recent years. This analysis will be concluded with an examination of the
priority destination of such productions. We saw that universities located in Latin Amer-
ica have a lower participation as centers of academic training of professors. However, when
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analyzing the country of destination of the international production of articles by these pro-
fessors, the presence of countries of this region is significant. Based on different approaches,
Machado and Codato (2016) point out that a third of this production has a Latin American
country as its destination. This finding is corroborated when analyzing the country with
which each of the 233 professors who published at least one article in foreign journals has
the strongest connection.’

Figure 7
Main destination of articles by professor - percentage
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Source: own elaboration (cNpq/Lattes).

The figure above shows the percentage of professors who have each of the listed countries as
the main destination of their production. The identification of the country that constitutes
the main destination is not surprising: 22 % of professors have the usa as the main focus-
focus of their internationalization strategies. On the other hand, European countries as a
whole constituteconstitute the main destination for no less than half of the professors ana-
lyzed. Finally, the presence of Latin America is notable given that Argentina and Chile are
very well placed in the intermediate group. By adding the percentages of these two coun-
tries with the percentages of other countries in the region, it is identified that one in four
professors has a Latin American country as the main destination of their international pro-
duction. In summary: out of every ten professors with internationalized production, five
have a European country, three have a Latin American country and two have the usa as the
main destination of their articles.

> By connection we mean the country that is the main destination for each professor’s international articles.
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Such data also brings us closer to Rocha’s (2013) conclusions about the degree of “Ameri-
canization” of the political science field in the region. It is interesting to note that the studies
are based on very different data. In this study, neither the research methods nor the the-
oretical influences of the articles are analyzed. And precisely for the Brazilian case, the
author does not rule out, but neither does she confirm the thesis of “Americanization” of
the subject. The analysis of the destination of the articles identifies that, despite the strong
presence of the Usa, countries in Europe and Latin America are also important destinations
for the Brazilian international production. This important flow of articles leaving Brazil to
be published in countries in the region shows that “internationalization” does not have a
single meaning. There is certainly a predominant collaboration with central countries, but
the data demonstrate that there is also a significant international collaboration within the
region, which can be described as “regionalized” internationalization (Beigel and Salatino,
2015; Salatino, 2017; Beigel, 2019).

In an analysis of open access journals in Latin America, Beigel, Packer, Gallardo and
Salatino (2024), highlight the complexity of this issue by identifying trends that point in dif-
ferent directions: on the one hand, an internationalization process that tends to go “outside
the region” and increasingly favor the English language; and on the other hand, the main-
tenance of an important national production (which is beyond the scope of this analysis).
The data analyzed herein corroborate this interpretation. Parallel to the weight of the English
language and of countries such as the usa and England, an important share of the interna-
tional production is published in Portuguese and specially in Spanish, with Latin America
and the Iberian Peninsula also being important destinations for the international produc-
tion of the professors examined in this study.

In addition to this point, an analysis of the professors with the largest number of articles
published in foreign journals demonstrates that the individual production of these authors
is marked by a significant plurality of journals, countries and languages. It is very common
for professors to publish in different national contexts, maintaining links and flows of aca-
demic collaboration with countries in different continents, languages and relative positions
within the international scope of the field. In summary, the data analyzed here is in line with
the conclusions of Beigel and Bringel (2022) in their support of the existence of flows and
cross-pressures that constrain (but do not determine) the behavior and strategies of the au-
thors analyzed. This finding highlights the difference identified by this study between the
two dimensions of internationalization examined. Unlike academic training, the publica-
tion of articles is not a one-way street, as not only programs but individuals are successful
in following different internationalization routes simultaneously.
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Conclusions

Regarding the training of professors linked to political science ppGs in Brazil, it was identi-
fied that there is still a pattern today that divides doctors into basically three groups: trained
at usp, Iuperj/Iesp and foreign universities. The substitution of full doctorates abroad by
doctorate exchange programs (sandwich) and post-doctoral positions confirms that sig-
nificant changes took place in the way in which training abroad is impacted, on the other
hand, the influence exerted by foreign universities (basically in the usa and Europe) in the
training of Brazilian professors is still maintained.

Regarding the publication of international articles, an analysis of the configuration of
the Brazilian political science field indicates that the low international visibility of the pro-
duction of political scientists constitutes one of the main barriers to be overcome towards
a greater institutionalization of the discipline (Marenco, 2014; Amorim and Santos, 2015).
Even without considering the impact factor of the articles, the data presented here allow
us to glimpse at a promising movement towards overcoming this barrier. Firstly, the rapid
growth of the international production of the subject in the periods of 2013/2016 and,
mainly, 2017/2020, stands out.

In addition to a quantitative increase, the fact that a significant percentage of this produc-
tion is published in prestigious journals in the area shows that this increase is accompanied
by a noteworthy standard of academic quality and rigor that permeates consolidated pro-
grams and recently-created programs.

Another relevant finding is that this increase is accompanied by a significant geographic
dispersion between programs. The advancement of the international production of programs
located in different regions of the country (UFPE, UFPR, UnB, and UFG, specially) in the qua-
drenniums 2013-2016 and 2017/2020, accompanied by the success of older programs in
maintaining their production, indicates that the entire area advanced, responding to the
incentives of the assessment and development agencies towards internationalization and
contributing to the crucial process (Amorin and Santos, 2015), of nationalizing the reach
(geographical distribution) of the subject in the country.

If the origin of the articles is disseminated across a significant number of programs, their
destination is also characterized by an important dispersion across different countries and
continents. This demonstrates that there are open channels to advance a dialog with research-
ers from different national contexts and different theoretical and methodological traditions.
This finding reinforces Beigel’s (2019) argument about the existence of an important and
long-lasting relationship of academic collaboration within Latin America. These flows do
not appear on the measurements of the main international indexers.

The data reveal a significant capacity for dialog in the Brazilian political science area,
given that articles are being published in various disciplinary contexts (in central and pe-
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ripheral countries), demonstrating capillarity, and serving as an indicator of a contemporary
manifestation of what Beigel (2013a) calls a regional academic circuit. It is identified, how-
ever, that such capillarity does not manifest itself when considering the internationalization
of the academic training of these same professors, which is concentrated in central coun-
tries: Usa, France, and England.

In summary: the direction (destination country) of internationalization of production
is not equal to the direction of internationalization of academic training. This corroborates
the existence of significant differences in the flows of the several types of international-
ization of the academic careers examined in this study. Such findings indicate the role
and the place of the Brazilian political science area as a “peripheral center” (Beigel, 2013b)
in the context of international circulation of the subject.

Finally, the discussion presented herein points to the need to seek to denaturalize “in-
ternationalization” as something that is clearly defined, cohesive and that refers to the same
dynamics and the same patterns of relationship, collaboration and exchange between schol-
ars, given that they are inserted in different countries and institutions, with varying degrees
of recognition, with unequal possibilities of access to funding and which, therefore, are more
or less “attractive” to colleagues who will seek to establish international academic collabora-
tion relationships. When what is at stake are the possibilities of internationalization, doors
tend to close or open depending on who is seeking internationalization, who is the target
of such internationalization and what type (or dimension) of internationalization is being
pursued by this initiative of academic collaboration.
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