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Abstract
Academic publishing is one of the most unequal areas of the circulation of ideas. Recent 
studies have analyzed the dominance of ISI-style standards and its consequences for 
scientific production in the periphery. This article delves into the Latin American 
publishing circuit and its performance in the midst of four different types of circuits in 
the world academic system: (a) mainstream ‘international’ publishing circuits, sustained 
by major private enterprises and publishing houses (Thomson Reuters, Elsevier, Google); 
(b) transnational networks and repositories built as open access (DOAJ, Dial-net, INASP) 
to create an alternative to previous (c) regional Southern circuits (LATINDEX, SCIELO, 
CLACSO, REDALYC, AJOL); and (d) national circuits based on local publications. Given 
that these four circuits all come into play in national scientific fields, this article addresses 
the case of Argentina in order to prove that these circuits are segmented, partly due to 
the hierarchies of the World Scientific System and partly to structural constraints and the 
local history of professionalization. Focusing on tenure evaluations for research positions 
at Argentina’s National Scientific Research Council (CONICET), the article examines the 
results of a survey among coordinators of the council’s evaluation committees in order 
to analyze the relationship between international publishing and tenure. By exploring the 
evaluative culture at CONICET, common trends are highlighted along with alternative 
forms of regional academic prestige.
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While the evolution of dominant academic centers during the 20th century was closely 
tied to national projects, Latin American scientific research and higher education devel-
oped in the midst of a longstanding regional intellectual tradition that was furthered by 
the post-Second World War internationalization. A regional academic circuit was cre-
ated during the 1950s and 1960s, the higher education system was modernized, post-
graduate schools expanded and peripheral centers were consolidated in the main 
academic metropolises (Mexico City, San Pablo, Rio de Janeiro, Buenos Aires, Santiago 
de Chile). This favored early trends of intra-regional academic mobility and local forms 
of academic prestige – particularly postgraduate degrees and expert positions at inter-
governmental agencies (Beigel, 2010). Professionalization was a complex and contra-
dictory process, marked by both progress and backwardness, driven by exogenous and 
endogenous forces. The former include the programs headed by the ‘titans’ of the alli-
ance between science and development: the United Nations Education, Science and 
Culture Organization (UNESCO), the Organization of American States (OAS) and the 
Catholic Church. In terms of the endogenous factors, the Latin-Americanist movement 
[Latinoamericanismo] has played an important role as a political current, a cultural 
experience, an intellectual tradition and a diplomatic position since the 1950s (Beigel, 
2011, 2013a).

Thus, internationalization and regionalization are not new phenomena in Latin 
America (LA). What is new, undoubtedly, is the expansion of the international circula-
tion of knowledge and collaborative research, due to the emergence of internet search 
engines, databases, online journals and virtual archives. Several studies (Altbach et al., 
2009; Didou and Gérard, 2009; Leclerc-Olive et al., 2011) have shown the extent to 
which the movement of people, knowledge and ideas has grown and diversified, along 
with increasing transnationalized strategies for reproduction and distinction. These 
mobility flows, scientific circuits and networks involve public policies and scientific 
logic, but they are also intertwined with private interests. In terms of higher education 
and research, these new flows have promoted the global dissemination of academic and 
pedagogical models of thought and standards of excellence created in concrete spaces, 
‘universalizing’ the bond between university and market logics. Mainstream interna-
tional databases are dominated by publishing companies and bibliometric indicators 
have been increasingly used to make public investment decisions. Thus, although the 
internet seems to rapidly democratize the circulation of knowledge, the hierarchy of 
traditional academic centers has been further consolidated, and what Bourdieu (1975) 
referred to as scientific authority is increasingly attached to the US model of science and 
scientists.

Over the second half of the 20th century, American academia played a main role in 
this process by ‘universalizing’ a set of criteria to define the ‘quality’ of a paper and 
dominating research agendas. Established in Philadelphia in 1959, the Institute of 
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Scientific Information (ISI; now the Web of Science-Thomson Reuters) steered a large 
part of this process, creating citation indexes and journal rankings supposedly based on 
objective procedures. However, as Wouters (1999) has shown, building ISI was not only 
a technical initiative but a political enterprise.

It was mainly due to the Science Citation Index (SCI) that international publishing 
became the most valorized academic capital and the most relevant indicator for insti-
tutional evaluations worldwide. The increasing faith of both scholars and public agen-
cies in the intrinsic value of ‘scientometrics’ gave mainstream journals the power to 
consecrate scholars and attract funding. As several studies have highlighted (Guédon, 
2011; Heilbron, 2002; Ortiz, 2009), ISI perpetuated the notion of ‘core journals’ and 
the impact factor became a yardstick for ‘excellence’ in a publishing system in which 
the English language became progressively dominant. ISI produced the only databases 
available for the bibliometric analysis of countries and institutions, until SCOPUS was 
founded in 2004 by Elsevier, providing a comparative source in range and scale 
(Archambault et al., 2009).

For almost 50 years, ISI served as a tool for a sort of primitive accumulation of scien-
tific prestige that benefited certain geographic areas, language groups and disciplines, 
extending the distance from areas increasingly devoid of ‘international’ recognition. 
Publishing circuits became differentiated by a principle of hierarchy built on the basis of 
institutional resources, selected disciplines and a proficiency in English. This triple hier-
archy (institution, discipline, language) has had an impact on the process of differentia-
tion along the periphery among internationalized scientists and researchers restricted to 
domestic circuits. Accordingly, the position of a given scientific community/individual 
researcher is related to its historical path of integration into these circuits of circulation 
of knowledge (Beigel, 2013b).

Currently there are at least four types of publishing circuits that allow scholars to 
accumulate prestige in different ways: (a) mainstream publishing circuits, sustained by 
major private enterprises and publishing houses (Thomson Reuters, Elsevier); (b) open 
access transnational networks and repositories (DOAJ, Dial-net, INASP) created as 
an alternative to the previous (c) regional Southern circuits (LATINDEX, SCIELO, 
CLACSO, REDALYC, AJOL); and (d) national circuits based on local publications. 
These four circuits all come into play in national scientific fields and are relatively 
segmented, as the result of the uneven distribution of cultural and linguistic capital 
among scientists, structural constraints and local histories of professionalization/
internationalization.

The link between evaluation, funding and bibliometric performance in mainstream 
circuits has had an increasingly negative impact on the circulation of knowledge pro-
duced in peripheral circuits. However, at the same time, open access has paved the way 
for alternative circuits. Scientific peripherality has become a complex phenomenon that 
goes beyond geographical dynamics and ‘academic imperialism.’ A Chilean journal 
indexed in ISI-WoS could become ‘mainstream’ within Chile’s scientific field but 
remain completely marginal among ‘mainstream’ American journals. China’s recent 
elevation to a second world status in the volume of articles published in ISI-WoS is a 
well-known fact, but this was not accompanied by a comparable increase in papers cited 
per 1000: 1.95 (China) versus 70.15 (USA) (Adams, 2011: 10). Thus, entering 
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mainstream circuits does not necessarily provide ‘international’ consecration, although 
it surely provides local recognition.

In previous works I have delved into theoretical discussions related to the historical 
configuration of the World Scientific System (WSS) and the concept of ‘academic 
dependency.’ Against simplifications of the center–periphery focus that reduce asym-
metries to export–import relations, I have argued that although knowledge produced on 
the periphery has little margin for ‘export’ (circulation) to mainstream circuits, this does 
not imply that this knowledge is the result of massively importing the central models. By 
combining dependency analysis with Bourdieu’s reflexivity, I have developed a rela-
tional concept of academic dominance that considers the unequal distribution of both 
research capacities and ‘international’ scientific reputation, attempting to go beyond the 
classic stereotype that likens centrality to autonomy, and assumes periphery as its hetero-
nymous alter ego (Beigel, 2013a). Given that structural constraints and individual trajec-
tories operate at multiple levels (local, national, regional, transnational), national fields 
cannot be the only unit of analysis to explain the structure of academic dependency. 
Observing ‘circuits’ is a more accurate way to understand the entangled processes that 
are at work in gaining recognition through publishing, at both the national and transna-
tional levels.

It is commonly accepted that ‘international publishing’ has become a central require-
ment for personal trajectories and for institutional accreditation, but there have been few 
empirical studies on its implications within the periphery. In this article, I explore the 
role of publishing circuits in providing local academic recognition and reorienting evalu-
ative cultures. In the first section, I describe the LA regional circuit and evaluate how it 
compares to the mainstream circuit in terms of the visibility of peripheral scientific pro-
duction. In the second section, I examine Argentina’s national publishing circuit and its 
heterogeneous structure. I then elaborate on the results of a survey I conducted among 
members of the evaluation committees of the National Council for Scientific and 
Technical Research (CONICET-Argentina). By exploring the tensions and intersections 
among publishing circuits in the evaluations for tenured research positions at CONICET, 
I observe the impact of the hierarchies established in the WSS within the national scien-
tific field, highlighting trends of academic dominance but also emerging alternative 
forms of regional publishing recognition.

The Latin American circuit and the regionalization of 
academic recognition

It is commonly accepted that LA currently has enormous potential in spite of the great 
challenges it faces, although to affirm today the existence of a regional circuit is not 
free of tensions. The idea of a Latin America as a unit dates back more than 200 years, 
but the concept of ‘Latin America’ has been the topic of an intense debate in the last 
decades, a debate that has highlighted the heterogeneity and internal inequalities of the 
region (Beigel, 2005). In terms of a regional academic circuit, the first was established 
in the 1950s, when Brazil became actively integrated and LA intergovernmental insti-
tutions emerged. A proactive academic diplomacy contributed to the creation of 
regional centers such as ECLA (the Economic Commission for Latin America) and 

 by guest on August 29, 2014csi.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://csi.sagepub.com/


Beigel 747

FLACSO (Spanish acronym for the Latin American Faculty of Social Sciences) 
(Beigel, 2009).

This circuit was weakened during the 1970s and 1980s, when military dictatorships 
took hold in South America and struck out against the university. After democracy was 
restored, neoliberal policies brought severe cutbacks for higher education and science in 
the 1990s. The scarce resources available in that decade were directed to applied research, 
a tendency that harmed the social sciences, which mainly conducted basic research. 
During this period, individual strategies of integration to ‘international’ science pre-
vailed. Many LA scientists emigrated to US or European universities and generally pub-
lished their work in journals edited outside the region.

Recently, the LA academic circuit has recovered its impetus. Latin-Americanism has 
been revived along with post-neoliberal policies and Brazil is once again enjoying its 
role as a dynamic regional hub. Built on strong intellectual traditions and similar profes-
sionalization paths, this circuit has been consolidated through common guidelines on 
university accreditation, intra-regional academic mobility agreements and strong scien-
tific networks. In addition, there is a general belief that public institutions are the main 
producers of scientific knowledge, a belief which has benefited the circuit. As recent 
studies have pointed out, LA is at the forefront of open access (Babini, 2011; Cetto and 
Alonso, 2011).1

Table 1 compares databases, portals and indexes according to accessibility, date of 
creation, headquarters and quantity of LA journals in order to examine the visibility of 
this region’s production in different circuits. The mainstream circuit is represented by 
two companies, with a similar number of indexed journals: ISI-WoS and SCOPUS. A 
comparative study by Archambault et al. (2009) shows high correlations between the two 
databases and provides evidence that indicators of scientific production and citations at 
the country level are stable and largely independent of the database. The features of this 
circuit are: the high costs of subscription; the release of citation reports; journal rankings 
based on impact factors; and research fronts 2 determined by most-cited articles. All of 
this, in turn, elevates the bounce rate of these journals and has direct effects on research 
agendas. Two databases connected to the American university system (JSTOR, HAPI-
UCLA) also relate to the mainstream circuit, although they are distinguished from ISI-
WoS and SCOPUS by their share of social sciences journals and a major presence of 
non-English language papers.

A serious limitation of the mainstream circuit is the poor coverage of journals pub-
lished in Asia, Africa and Latin America. In the case of WoS, in 2003 only 55 LA journals 
had been indexed. By 2013, this number had risen to 316, but despite the general growth 
of the database, the region’s share is still only 2.35%. The share of LA affiliated authors 
in terms of total papers is higher than the journal share. The distribution of journals among 
LA countries in WoS is highly concentrated: 153 from Brazil, 55 from Chile,3 42 from 
Mexico, 25 from Colombia and 21 from Argentina. Regarding SCOPUS, Table 1 shows a 
higher number of LA journals, but its share in the total list of active journals is 2.9%.

Included within the open access databases, although it belongs to a major internet 
company, Google Scholar should be considered in the mainstream circuit. Recent com-
parative studies (Kousha and Thelwall, 2009; Pinto and Moreiro-González, 2009) have 
found significant correlations between WoS and Google Scholar in terms of citations and 
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rankings, although the latter is more comprehensive for the social sciences, regarding 
online conference papers and the visibility of non-English languages.

A group of open access portals have a global range and represent an alternative to the 
mainstream circuits: DOAJ, Dial-net, INASP. These include abstract indexing and full 
text papers but not citation reports or impact factor. They share open access and originate 
in non-profit institutions, but their degrees of transnationalization and representation of 
language groups vary significantly.

What could properly be called the LA publishing circuit (excluding Spain and 
Portugal) is represented in Table 1 by three major regional portals4 (SCIELO,5 REDALYC, 
LATINDEX) and two indexes, CLASE and PERIODICA. These portals have made 
important contributions to increasing the visibility of scientific research done in Latin 
America. LATINDEX has elaborated a set of criteria that many public scientific agencies 
have adopted as a basis for national indexes and for the external evaluation of institu-
tions. When comparing the global number of LA journals, the majority are indexed in 
LATINDEX, but few of these are available in full text. REDALYC and SCIELO include 
journals in full text and operate as search engines.6 The social sciences comprise the larg-
est share in LATINDEX and REDALYC, while SCIELO is a more balanced database. 
The journals on natural and applied sciences edited in LA mostly aim for mainstream 
indexation. Accordingly, the journals indexed in this regional circuit are mainly pub-
lished in Spanish and Portuguese. Scientific publishing is, indeed, a recent phenomenon 
in Latin America, especially in the social sciences and humanities, where few journals 
have managed to publish regularly for more than two decades.7 Fischman et al. (2010) 
have observed that a great number of the editors of LA journals define ‘quality’ in terms 
of ‘international standards’ and that these are necessarily hegemonic in nature. The pres-
sure that the editors are facing to have their journals indexed in WoS or SCOPUS ‘func-
tions as a de facto official policy’ (2010: 13).

Other Southern regional portals included in Table 1 are AJOL (African Journals 
Online) and BANGLAJOL (Bangladesh Journals Online), both of which receive support 
from the International Organization for the Availability of Scientific Publications 
(INASP/JOL). Recently other portals have been founded in Asia, including Nepal 
Journals Online (NepJOL) and Vietnam Journals Online (VJOL). All face similar chal-
lenges related to language, connectivity, scarce funds, lack of professional publishers, 
among others.

When these circuits are compared in terms of international visibility, natural and 
applied sciences produced in LA prove more visible in the mainstream circuit than within 
the regional circuit. As shown on Table 2, the volume of articles found in SCOPUS and 
WoS is three times that of SCIELO – the LA portal with the greatest number of journals 
in these disciplines. An important issue that also emerges from the article/affiliation anal-
ysis is that SCIELO journals have a strong extra-LA component: European and other 
affiliations represent more than one-third of all authors.

The situation changes drastically when focusing on LA social science and humanities 
(SSH). These are more nationally grounded disciplines with publications that tend to be 
in Spanish or Portuguese and are oriented to local journals where the country’s problems 
are discussed. Visibility is, thus, greater in regional portals. A similar situation can be 
observed for Sub-Saharan Africa, as shown in Table 3. As we will see in the case study 
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Table 3. Papers in social sciences and the humanities per region, per index.

Sub-Saharan Africa Latin America

SSCIa SCOPUSb AJOLc SSCIa SCOPUSb SCIELOd

1998–2007 2000–2009 1999–2007 1998–2007 2000–2009 2000–2010
3728 9823 20,434 3790 24,659 31,809

Sources: aTotal articles SSCI in: WSSR-UNESCO (2010: 152); bcitable documents of social sciences, 
economics and finance, arts and humanities and psychology; cSub-Saharan articles in AJOL+South African 
journals, in WSSR-UNESCO (2010: 64); darticles by LA affiliated authors from applied social sciences, 
linguistics, the arts and human sciences (excluding collections from Portugal and Spain as well as articles 
whose affiliation is not stated).

of Argentina, hundreds of journals in the SSH are restricted to domestic circuits. In addi-
tion, these disciplines generally publish books, which are not included in this study and 
deserve specific attention. In fact, the LA circuit is particularly dynamic in terms of local 
publishing houses specializing in certain disciplines with high national and regional 
circulation.

As a result of the triple principle of hierarchy that applies throughout the publishing 
system, the LA circuit has a subordinate position in the mainstream circuits but a domi-
nant position within the region. Its subordinate position is exacerbated by its marginal-
ity; LA journals have little visibility and few are indexed in English-speaking circuits. 
This situation is due to institutional instability and scarce resources; the predominance of 
Spanish/Portuguese and the strong tendency of scholars from the natural and exact sci-
ences to publish in ‘international’ journals. The empirical evidence presented in the third 
section of this article will show that this is not only due to external forces but the result 
of the increasing belief of LA scholars in WoS rankings and the prestige associated with 
being published by mainstream journals.

The position of the LA circuit within the region is heterogeneous regarding disci-
plines, but it is clearly dominant when examining Spanish and Portuguese production – 
especially in SSH journals (see Table 1). Peripheral centers and intra-regional inequalities 

Table 2. Papers by authors with institutional affiliation in Latin America (per index); natural 
and applied sciences.

SCI expandeda SCOPUSb SCIELOc

2000–2009 2000–2009 2000–2009

411,336 474,265 156,472

Sources: Data for SCOPUS and SCIELO as of 18 June 2013.
aRICYT, 2011: 217. Co-publications are registered as an integer for each LA country.
bIncludes citable documents of LA affiliated authors of all disciplines, except social sciences, economics and 
finance, arts and humanities and psychology.
cIncludes articles by LA affiliated authors from health, agriculture, biology and applied sciences (excluding 
collections from Portugal and Spain as well as articles whose affiliation is not stated).
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have been reinforced on the LA circuit, as papers are mainly from three countries: Brazil, 
Mexico and Argentina. This dualistic position of the LA circuit becomes particularly 
clear when domestic circuits are analyzed, given the fact that mainstream and regional 
publishing circuits yield diverse results in terms of accumulating scientific recognition 
and acquiring tenured research positions.

As mainstream and regional circuits have changed over time, the morphology of 
national circuits in LA has also been modified. This can partly be attributed to ‘univer-
salized’ publishing standards for both individual promotion and university accreditation. 
National circuits are nurtured by indexed and non-indexed journals, with diverse scien-
tific recognition at the local level. National indexes have recently been developed in 
many LA countries, based on international or regional standards, to provide lists of 
respected journals.8 Publishing in these journals does not bring high academic rewards 
but being included in these national indexes grants the journal a certain academic citizen-
ship. Exceptionally, some of these journals are published in English or include abstracts 
in several languages.

In addition to the journals in national indexes (most of which are also included in 
regional or mainstream circuits), there are domestic circuits with hundreds of non-
indexed local journals. These circulate mostly on paper, within limited circles and can 
sometimes end up in university warehouses due to distribution issues.9 As has been 
observed, these journals are not considered prestigious in the LA scientific community 
and have not received much public support because the trend has been to stimulate 
international publishing (Piccone and Atrio, 2011). Accordingly, domestic circuits are 
mostly nourished by the SSH and dominated by the local language and nationally ori-
ented scientists. There are of course exceptional cases of prestigious journals that refuse 
to comply with the rules of indexing and yet are more widely read than many indexed 
journals.

Structural heterogeneity and segmented circuits: 
Academic publishing in Argentina

Argentina represents a very complex case because, although it shares some of the trends 
common to LA, the national publishing circuit is quite small given its important position 
as a peripheral center in the region. It boasts a high production of articles in regional/
mainstream circuits and dynamic book publishing but a relatively weak showing in 
national academic journals.10 It is difficult to get a grasp on this circuit: Argentina has 
14,980 ISSN registries, but many of these are inactive and a great number are not aca-
demic journals. Some of these are indexed and circulate internationally and regionally, 
as can be seen in the list of 411 Argentine scientific journals indexed in LATINDEX-
Catalogue (LATINDEX-C).11 Other Argentine indexed journals are found in SCIELO, 
REDALYC, SCOPUS or WoS. But hundreds of journals remain non-indexed and have 
only limited circulation. In the social sciences and humanities alone, I registered 327 
active journals, 200 of which are not indexed in any form. Thus, if we include indexed 
and non-indexed journals for all disciplines, the full list could come close to that of the 
LATINDEX-Directory (LATINDEX-D), which includes 1279 Argentine scientific 
journals.12
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The official national index (Núcleo Básico de Revistas–NBR) includes a very lim-
ited list of 160 journals, as can be seen in Figure 1. This list is drafted by CAICYT-
CONICET through evaluation committees according to discipline. The NBR list is 
more restrictive than that of the Argentine journals in LATINDEX-C. Many of these 
160 journals are included not in LATINDEX but in other international systems, par-
ticularly some of the journals on natural and applied sciences that are published in 
English. Most of the journals indexed in the NBR belong to the SSH, and of these, 
only one is published in English.13 However, there is a growing tendency on the 
national circuit to publish journals in multiple languages, respecting the original lan-
guage of the article.

This national publishing landscape is quite surprising, given the dynamic, predomi-
nantly public and professionalized state of Argentina’s scientific field today. The public 
sector accounts for 71% of all scientific and technological activities in the country and the 
rest takes place in private universities and companies. The state finances undergraduate 
programs at public universities: students do not pay tuition. There are 47 public universi-
ties and 49 private universities, but enrolment is higher at the public institutions. The 
science agency CONICET offers research positions (see details in third section), subsidies 
for scientific projects and fellowships for doctoral-postdoctoral studies. Public expendi-
ture in science and technology has multiplied in the last decade, with a marked increase of 
full-time positions: by 2011, there was a total of 32,962 full-time researchers, 12,412 of 
whom were with CONICET and other public agencies and 16,178 at national universities 
(MINCYT, 2013: 60).14 The researchers at public universities and CONICET were 
responsible for 90% of all publications in 2000–2008 (Lugones et al., 2010: 124).

The unique features of the national publishing circuit in Argentina can be attrib-
uted to the country’s historical paths of professionalization and internationalization. 
The country has a long history of distinguished scientists who have been integrated 
into prestigious networks/academies, publishing in mainstream journals and 

Social Sciences and 
Humani�es

Biology and Health

Agrarian Sciences, 
Ingeneering and Materials

Natural and Exact 
Sciences

n = 23
English=9

n = 9
English=2

n = 24
English=4 n = 104

English=1

Figure 1. The 160 Argentine journals included in the NBR, by discipline and language.
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receiving important awards. This international circulation of relevant figures was 
also furthered by political exile, reinforcing an internationalization more based on 
individual trajectories than on stable institutional policies. During the 20th century, 
Argentina suffered several coups d’etat (1930, 1943, 1955, 1966, 1976) which were 
marked by military intervention in public universities and the recurrent changes of 
public policies associated with science. As shown by Bekerman (2013), the last dic-
tatorship (1976–1983) implemented a scientific policy deliberately aimed at creating 
a rift between CONICET and the public universities, transferring a great amount of 
financial resources to the decentralized agency and creating more than 100 institutes 
outside the universities. Although the return to democracy brought renewed support 
for research at national universities and various public policies were implemented, 
the system designed in the 1990s to encourage research careers (Programa de 
Incentivos) produced few full-time positions (Vaccareza, 2007). In the last decade, 
this program has been stationary and the rift between CONICET and the public uni-
versities has not been completely settled after the Ministry of Science (MINCYT [its 
Spanish acronym]) was founded as a separate entity from the Ministry of Education 
(Ministerio de Educación).

University accreditation is performed by a single public agency, the National 
Commission for University Evaluation and Accreditation (CONEAU [its Spanish acro-
nym]), but publications are not a determinant factor in their periodic evaluations nor do 
they have any impact on government funding for public universities, as is the case in 
Chile (see note 3). When it comes to applying for teaching positions in Argentina, publi-
cations in mainstream circuits are not considered as important as one’s teaching back-
ground.15 While at CONICET a PhD is required and many CONICET researchers work 
part-time at public universities, only 23.5% of all university staff in Argentina have a 
doctorate (MINCYT, 2013: 77).

Research at CONICET is developed at institutes with different degrees of collabora-
tion with public universities and 13 regional centers located in different provinces.16 
Starting a career as a researcher depends mainly on publishing articles in mainstream 
indexes and researchers highly value international recognition. When considering appli-
cants for fellowships and project subsidies, CONICET prioritizes articles published in 
WoS or SCOPUS, and this has discouraged the consolidation of national journals and 
Spanish language texts. Of course, this dynamic is prevalent in the applied and natural 
sciences. A recent study (Gantman, 2011) of social sciences researchers at CONICET 
shows that articles published in local journals are prevalent and that few publish in SSCI 
indexed journals.

As a result, Argentina’s scientific field is structurally heterogeneous17 because it com-
bines different styles of scientific production within diverse institutions, with diverse 
practices and academic illusio (Bourdieu, 1999: 220). The enjeux shared by agents 
engaged in the field is disputed in different evaluative cultures (Lamont, 2009), one 
clearly internationalized at CONICET and another more nationally oriented at the public 
universities. The former is dedicated to research and the latter, basically to teaching. 
Mainstream publishing is therefore valued at CONICET and at a few of the country’s top 
universities, such as Universidad de Buenos Aires, Universidad Nacional de La Plata and 
Universidad Nacional de Córdoba.
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Heteronomy and autonomy in the evaluation for tenure at 
Argentina’s CONICET

Evaluations for tenure operate in the midst of structural constraints and personal trajec-
tories. Therefore, it is useful to examine the weight of established hierarchies and what 
scope exists for individual strategies. In this section I examine the competition for ten-
ured research positions at CONICET, which is completely independent from competition 
for regular positions in the Argentine university system. CONICET positions are financed 
by the agency’s own public budget and do not involve teaching duties.

To apply for a regular full-time position as a scientific researcher (CIC [its Spanish 
acronym]), it is necessary to present an application describing one’s research background 
and a scientific project. There are five positions with different ranks: assistant, adjunct, 
independent, principal and superior. The lowest position (assistant) is reserved for young 
researchers aged 30–35 who must be promoted to the next position within five years in 
order to keep their place at the institution. Positions from adjunct to superior are tenured 
for life, as long as the researcher gets his/her bi-annual research report approved.

Evaluations for a research position at CONICET are based on general criteria elabo-
rated by the Board of Directors, whose nine members are in charge of overseeing the 
agency. After the general criteria have been established, evaluation committees (EC) 
adapt this general framework to a specific discipline, establishing grid scores for differ-
ent profile requirements. For each candidate, the committee asks for two peer reviews by 
specialists in the field who give an expert opinion on the quality of the proposed research 
project and scientific contribution. With qualitative reports by peer reviewers and quan-
titative information on scientific production and background, the EC finally ranks appli-
cants on their merit. All recommended candidates then pass to the Qualification Board 
(QB) composed of 25 members, representatives of the different scientific areas. Finally, 
the Board of Directors decides on which candidates will be offered the post based on the 
often diverging recommendations of the EC and the QB.

In order to explore the relationship between international publishing and acquiring a 
research position at CONICET, I conducted a survey with the coordinators of the 22 ECs 
working at the council during 2012 (18 responded). This was a structured questionnaire 
with multiple choice questions and space reserved for comments or explanations that 
were analyzed qualitatively.18 The 18 ECs included in this study are:

•• Biochemistry and molecular biology
•• Agricultural sciences
•• Medical sciences
•• Law, political science and international relations
•• Economics, management and public administration
•• Philosophy
•• Environment
•• Industrial engineering and biotechnology
•• Literature, linguistics and semiotics
•• Mathematics
•• Chemistry
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•• Sociology, social communication and demography
•• Veterinary science
•• Physics
•• Technological and social development
•• History, anthropology and geography
•• Civil, mechanical, electrical and other related engineering
•• Astronomy.

The first general observation is that all respondents to the survey agreed on one pre-
requisite for the lowest position (assistant): a candidate must have published a minimum 
of five papers in indexed journals in order to be recommended for tenure. Some coordi-
nators argued that even if a candidate’s academic profile and the proposed research pro-
ject were considered excellent by the evaluation committee, the QB would not accept a 
candidate without the required quantity of published papers. ‘Getting a CIC post is tan-
tamount to giving tenure to a researcher. If candidates do not have a research background 
that includes published papers in indexed-refereed journals, they could hardly be consid-
ered researchers. Completing a PhD is not enough to guarantee the research profile 
required by the CONICET statute. If during their academic formation, the candidates 
have not generated publishable results, they should apply for a postdoctoral fellowship 
in order to complete their research training’ (Q25-Board). This reveals an important fea-
ture of competition in the scientific field in Argentina, given that a postdoctoral fellow-
ship is not granted until a scholar has published three or four papers. In comparison with 
other countries and regions, a young doctorate-holder in Argentina is expected to publish 
early, and there are opportunities to do so. Year after year, the candidates who apply have 
more papers published. Therefore, the minimum of five papers may be surpassed sub-
stantially in the final list of candidates considered for the available posts.

One of the most important issues in the survey was to analyze how each EC defines 
the quality of a published article. The differences among disciplines can be seen in the 
type of circuits valued (mainstream or regional) and the scores given to books and book 
chapters – insignificant for natural and applied sciences but very important in the social 
sciences and humanities. A list of six possible criteria was offered: originality, excellence 
of the journal’s referees, indexation, up-to-date literature cited, pertinence of the article 
in relation to the candidate’s research project, and if it was written in collaboration with 
an international scholar. Each EC coordinator surveyed was asked to list these in order of 
importance. On several questionnaires a seventh criterion was added by the interviewee 
(distinguished from ‘international collaboration,’ which was rarely mentioned on the 
questionnaires): the position of the author in co-written papers. This is a key issue in 
scientific recognition for the natural and applied sciences because most articles are writ-
ten in collaboration and experimental papers may be the result of two or more research 
teams. Some of these positions are well-established: in chemistry, the first author has 
taken an active and central role in the research work, while leadership in coordinating the 
research teams and the writing is indicated by an asterisk (*) (Q18-chemistry). In molec-
ular biology, the first author is normally the one who has carried out the experimental 
work, the last author is the director of the project and generally a well-recognized 
researcher (Q2-biochemistry and molecular biology). In the social sciences, 
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the dominant trend is individual publishing and no established rules on the sequence/
recognition were observed. Accordingly, the sixth criterion was thus reformulated as 
‘author position in co-written papers.’

The general average of the weighing of the criteria for evaluating published articles 
shows that, taken together, quality is associated with the journal’s referees and its indexa-
tion. As can be seen in Figure 2, originality came in fourth in importance.

A few things in common can be observed within the three scientific areas commonly 
known as the ‘hard sciences’: agricultural sciences and engineering, life sciences and 
health and natural sciences.19 In these areas, indexation and excellence are considered 
connected items that can be measured with the impact factor of the journal. The position 
of the author is particularly relevant to his/her scientific background because experimen-
tal articles have multiple authors. Meanwhile, the social sciences and humanities (SSH) 
do not have established criteria for considering the author sequence in collaborative pub-
lications. Indexation is considered for scores but the impact factor is not weighted in the 
quantitative or qualitative analysis of candidates.

An analysis of the ranked criteria reveals interesting results. When examining the 
first criteria selected, it is worth noting that the philosophy EC coordinator mainly 
valued the pertinence of the article in relation to the candidate’s project while for phys-
ics, originality came first. Criteria Nos 1–2–3 were marked by interdependence and 
importance, while criteria Nos 4–5–6 seemed hardly relevant and were very often left 
blank. The combination of refereed journal and indexation was particularly recurrent 
in criteria Nos 1–2–3. Several interviewees argued that even if a journal is well- 
recognized in its discipline, indexation becomes the guarantee for ‘excellence.’ 
Originality is taken for granted as the result of the rigorous evaluation made by refer-
ees of a journal that has been, in turn, periodically evaluated by the indexing system. 
Therefore, ‘originality is tied to refereed and indexed journals’ (Q13-industrial engi-
neering and biotechnology).
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Figure 2. Averagea weighed criteria to evaluate the quality of an article in competition for 
tenure at CONICET.
aThe database has been inverted to make it easier to visualize important factors. Given the fact that many 
interviewed only included some of the six criteria, criteria not considered were given a zero.
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The survey shows important differences across disciplines when the first criterion 
marked in each questionnaire was analyzed. Four ECs selected the author position and 
also valued indexation and the impact factor of the journal in the cases of biochemistry 
and molecular biology, medical sciences, technological and social development, and 
civil, mechanical, electrical and other related engineering. These disciplines are located 
at the top of the hierarchies in Argentina’s scientific field, with a long academic tradition. 
The quality of the candidate is related to hierarchy within authorship, which in turn is 
tied to decisions made by the director of the team and the constraints of publishing in a 
high impact journal. One of the EC coordinators added: ‘Impact factor is not the only one 
considered – we also take into account the location [ranking] of the journal in the field’ 
(Q2- biochemistry and molecular biology). Within these disciplines, SCI is the valid 
indexing reference, while regional/local publishing or Spanish language journals are not 
considered relevant for tenure.

Six ECs selected indexation in first place, highlighting that originality comes second 
to the indexation of the journal. However, for these ECs, indexation is not dependent 
only on the ISI-system. Social sciences prevail here, and thus regional databases such as 
LATINDEX-C are dominant. Veterinary science members also selected indexation first, 
but added that they not only consider mainstream indexes but also regional indexes.

Four ECs selected refereed first: agricultural sciences; industrial engineering and bio-
technology; law, political science and international relations; and astronomy, confirming 
a strong dependency on international publishing and recognized journals in the evalua-
tion for tenure. These ECs consider international rankings, but do not consider impact 
factor when assigning scores to each article. Originality is ‘guaranteed by the rigor of the 
referees’ (Q13-industrial engineering and biotechnology).

Four ECs seem more committed to the belief in academic purity and selected perti-
nence followed by originality. According to these EC coordinators, priority is given to a 
qualitative analysis of papers (over indexation or impact factor to assign scores). Among 
the ECs included here are coordinators of literature, linguistics and semiotics, philoso-
phy, chemistry and physics. Some argued that the main input for the analysis of publica-
tions for a given post is ‘the opinion of expert peers and the opinion of the member of the 
evaluation committee in terms of the quality of the text’ (Q15-literature, linguistics and 
semiotics). For the chemistry EC coordinator, ‘It is very common to use very complex 
equations in biomedicine considering author positions, a journal’s ranking, etc. 
Personally, I don’t like to leave the evaluation to an equation. Ultimately, I prefer to use 
it as a general guide to divide large groups but then analyze case by case’ (Q18-chemistry). 
For the physics EC, ‘The evaluation of a young candidate has to be based on concrete 
elements but only experts will be able to assess the real value of the scientific production 
of a given candidate. This is why peer review is essential, and peer reviewers should be 
selected carefully, outside the institution of the candidate, with experience and expertise 
in the subject’ (Q23-physics).

The following part of the survey was dedicated to analyzing the hierarchy of the dif-
ferent indexing systems when assigning scores to a given article (see Figure 3). In the 
natural and applied sciences, SCI was ranked at the top of the selection in the question-
naires, while SCOPUS took second place in many cases or tied with SCI for first place. 
In three disciplines, only SCI-SCOPUS were selected: agricultural sciences, 
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mathematics and astronomy. ‘Databases used in astronomy are only international. There 
are no national refereed journals, except for the Boletín de la Sociedad Argentina de 
Astronomía, but this only publishes papers presented at its national conferences. These 
publications are not as highly valued as papers presented at international conferences, 
and these, in turn, are less prestigious than an article published in a refereed journal’ 
(Q1-astronomy). Two disciplines included SCIELO as a third option: veterinary science 
and technological and social development. On the whole, 67% of all the EC members 
interviewed gave higher scores to mainstream indexes, first SCI and then SCOPUS.

In the SSH, in turn, English language papers are exceptional; there are many national/
LA journals in Spanish and few researchers publish in WoS or SCOPUS. As a matter of 
fact, the SSCI is not available in research centers, public universities, or CONICET, not 
even for ECs. There is a general consensus that mainstream and regional indexes are 
equivalent in the SSH. As an exception, one EC interviewee answered that no interna-
tional or regional databases are given priority for scoring because ‘Scientific papers in 
my discipline are rarely included in international indexes’ (Q15-literature, linguistics and 
semiotics).

After years of discussions among ‘hard’ and ‘soft’ scientists at the QB, a certain con-
sensus has been reached on the existence of three groups of journals, according to their 
‘international recognition.’ For the natural and applied sciences, ‘The first group are SCI 
high impact journals, the second group are low impact and the third group includes 
national journals included in NBR’ (Q4- agricultural sciences). ‘National journals usu-
ally don’t have the same quality as international journals … . If the article is not in 
English, its reach and referees are restricted’ (Q17-mathematics). ‘In hard sciences, all 
journals considered to be high quality (even those published in Spanish-speaking 
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Figure 3. Hierarchy of indexing systems by CONICET EC coordinators.
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countries) publish their articles in English because that assures a greater dissemination of 
results in the scientific community. Articles published in Spanish or languages other than 
English reach a very limited audience’ (Q18-chemistry).

For the SSH, three groups of journals are considered when evaluating published 
papers: the first group includes indexed journals (WoS, SCOPUS, LATINDEX-C, 
SCIELO, REDALYC, NBR and others); the second group includes non-indexed but ref-
ereed journals which receive lower scores; and the third group includes non-refereed 
journals which rarely receive scores. The coordinators of SSH committees usually defend 
this scoring within the QB (a body reluctant to accept regional indexes), when each can-
didate is discussed. The fact that books and book chapters are highly esteemed in the 
SSH presents an additional problem in the evaluation for tenure. In Argentina, publishing 
houses specializing in specific fields increasingly ask external peers to evaluate manu-
scripts, but they normally require that the author help to pay for the book publication. 
Therefore, according to the QB, quality is not guaranteed by external evaluation. Books 
and book chapters published internationally are more highly regarded but it is still hard 
to gauge local publishing houses – a classification demanded by the QB in order to 
accept book/chapter scorings.

In summary, the survey revealed that the tenure requirements established by the QB 
and the Board of Directors, in the evaluation practice, tend to identify top quality with 
international publishing in indexed journals. This tendency was present in the evaluative 
culture traditionally forged in the natural/applied sciences, but it has been recently 
extended to the SSH ECs, along with a set of beliefs of what a scientific researcher 
should be. When the candidates pass through the QB, there is some tension among the 
different conceptions of which international indexes rank highest, and the SSH clearly 
favor alternative forms of regional academic prestige. Nevertheless, in all the areas of 
science, national journals are viewed much less favorably than publication in interna-
tional journals.

Conclusions

In this study, I sought to examine the recent dynamics of the WSS in order to determine 
the impact of the triple principle of hierarchy (institution, discipline, language) on 
regional and national circuits. Although the natural and applied scientists in Latin 
America have developed a long tradition of internationalization (adapting to writing in 
English and ISI-WoS publishing rules), established hierarchies prevail within main-
stream circuits and the presence of LA production is still minimal. For its part, the LA 
publishing circuit is strengthening within the SSH and Spanish/Portuguese language sci-
entific production, but it is still weak in the natural and applied sciences. In the case of 
the latter, LA portals are less valued by evaluators and scholars than WoS or SCOPUS. 
In the SSH, knowledge is still produced and written mainly in local languages, with few 
translations into English. Accordingly, they have a major presence in LA portals and 
national indexes.

By analyzing tenure evaluations, I have highlighted the fact that indexation has 
replaced the focus on originality in scientific articles.20 This directly undermines the 
distinction of what Bourdieu called temporal and scientific capital (Bourdieu, 2003) and 
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proves to what extent the structure of scientific power has been built through the ‘inter-
national’ publishing system. The study of the practice of evaluation at Argentina’s 
CONICET shows the coexistence of diverse publishing circuits which in turn contribute 
to a full-time research position application in different ways. A minimum of five papers 
published in English in the mainstream journals indexed in SCI-SCOPUS (natural and 
applied sciences) or in Spanish in the LA regional circuit (SSH) is required, but this mini-
mum is rising, as is the weight given to ‘international’ publishing as mandatory for a 
full-time researcher.

Domestic circuits, nourished by non-indexed journals, are clearly left outside the play 
at CONICET, thus bringing no scientific recognition. On the other hand, these are valued 
at many universities, especially in the SSH. International publications are not a determin-
ing factor for university evaluations performed by the national accreditation agency nor 
are they mandatory for teaching competitions. Accordingly, domestic/regional/main-
stream circuits are valued diversely in coexistent evaluative cultures that are segmented 
by the structural heterogeneity of Argentina’s scientific field.

The Argentine case shows the unequal nature of ‘international’ publishing and its 
impact on the differentiation among internationalized and nationally grounded research-
ers. An individual’s presence on mainstream circuits results in local recognition for 
research positions, but rarely changes the hierarchy of knowledge produced in the 
periphery. Even if an enormous increase in the volume of publications in ISI-WoS or 
SCOPUS takes place, this will be no guarantee of expanded reception in the WSS. On 
the contrary, successful strategies of integration seem barely effective in challenging the 
persistence of US and other scientific authorities in lists of most-cited papers and journal 
rankings. Open access is, in return, a fruitful way to undo the structure of ‘international’ 
scientific power as long as this alternative pathway does not become commercialized by 
mainstream circuits.

Finally, the fact that knowledge produced on the periphery yields scarce few 
‘exports’ in mainstream circuits does not mean that peripheral scientific communi-
ties are merely passive or massive ‘importers’ of mainstream knowledge. Moreover, 
academics in the prestigious academic centers can be more dependent on heterony-
mous forces, such as journal rankings, indexing criteria, impact factor or ‘research 
fronts’ (see note 2). Accordingly, peripherality should not be reduced to homogene-
ous national fields distinguished by their dependency on the core: academic heter-
onomy and autonomy coexist in specific historical situations, which should be 
examined empirically.

Acknowledgements

The author wishes to express thanks for the productive suggestions made by anonymous reviewer 
2, and the comments by Denis Baranger, Cynthia Yeppesen and Dominique Babini to the first ver-
sion of this article.

Funding

This work was funded by two public institutions: CONICET (PIP Nº0213) and Universidad 
Nacional de Cuyo (SECTYP 2013-2015 Nº284/6)

 by guest on August 29, 2014csi.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://csi.sagepub.com/


Beigel 761

Notes

 1. See UNASUR’s Declaration on Quality, Equity and Financing of Higher Education (2012). 
One exception to this general belief is Chile, where the higher education system was fully 
privatized during the dictatorship of 1973–1990. In recent years, student demonstrations have 
shown public support for education and society’s firm desire for an overhaul of the entire 
education system.

 2. Research fronts have been built with information that goes back to 1960s studies on co-
citation based on SCI. A research front ‘should be understood as both the co-cited core papers, 
representing a foundation for the specialty, and the citing papers that represent the more recent 
work and the leading edge of the research front’ (King and Pendlebury, 2013: 28).

 3. The case of Chile is particularly interesting to observe public policies addressed to reward 
individual performance in mainstream circuits. Part of the financial contribution of the state 
to ‘public’ (CRUCH) universities is calculated considering the amount of WoS articles pub-
lished by its full-time staff, and there is a monetary incentive offered to professors per WoS 
publication at many universities.

 4. CLACSO was not included because it is built on links to other databases.
 5. SCIELO is based in Brazil, and has 10 national seats. Recently, SCIELO has made an agree-

ment with WoS and it is not yet clear what new form this open access system will take.
 6. I will not dwell on the description of LA portals and indexes because several studies are avail-

able, including Vessuri et al. (2013). Most of the studies address Spanish-speaking produc-
tion separately from Portuguese, or focus on the broader space of Ibero-America, including 
Spain and Portugal. My study focuses on the LA circuit including all journals published in the 
region (in Spanish, Portuguese and other languages) but excluding journals or portals based 
in Portugal and Spain.

 7. The exceptions include the Argentine Desarrollo Económico, founded in 1960, Revista 
Mexicana de Sociología, founded in 1939 and the Venezualan Nueva Sociedad, founded in 
1972. All three continue to be published regularly.

 8. LATINDEX, REDALYC or SCIELO’s influence as standard criteria for national indexes 
is variable according to the country. In some places there is an official link between local 
SCIELO and public policy, in others LATINDEX works as standard criteria.

 9. Significant progress can be observed in the LA network of university publishers where 
new styles of publishing journals (OJS) are being developed. See Asociación de Editoriales 
Universitarias de América Latina y El Caribe, at www.eulac.org/.

10. Argentina has a strong book publishing tradition, particularly in the SSH, but this falls outside 
the scope of this article.

11. Some of these 411 are repeated because the list includes online and paper versions, so the 
final number decreases considerably.

12. In: www.latindex.org 1 August 2013. Counts have been done based on the type of publication. 
I would like to thank Ana Maria Flores (CAICYT-CONICET) for her comments regarding the 
current state of national journals.

13. Argentine journals published in English can be explained in relation to the history of each 
field/scientific area. This it is a matter of my ongoing research and I will deal with this in 
another article.

14. CONICET currently has 7907 full-time researchers, compared to 3694 in 2003 (I have 
updated these data to February 2014).

15. Argentine universities have had a long tradition of institutional autonomy since the 1918 
Reformist Movement, which has resulted in different regulations in competition for teaching 
positions at each university.
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16. Some of these regional centers coordinate research at both institutions, for example the 
important regional center of CONICET and the National University of La Plata.

17. The concept of structural heterogeneity, created by Celso Furtado and other LA structuralists 
in the 1950s (see Mallorquín, 2011), was used by dependency analysis to explain the crys-
tallization of different forms of economic development that coexisted in LA countries and 
were the result of asymmetrical power relations within the national structure and within the 
world-system.

18. The survey was conducted between November 2012 and February 2013 and it included ECs 
for tenure and ECs for postdoctoral fellowships. All the questionnaires in the survey have 
been numbered consecutively. When quoting a particular comment I use (QNº-EC). The coor-
dinator of the Qualifying Board was also surveyed. When this particular questionnaire is 
quoted it will be referred to as (Q25-Board). The survey was carried out in Spanish, so all the 
translations to English are mine. Anonymity has been strictly preserved and all the coordina-
tors of the ECs changed during 2013. The opinions of those surveyed and/or the author of this 
article do not correspond to the institutional opinion of CONICET.

19. According to CONICET classifications.
20. Diverse institutions and networks are critically considering this tendency to evaluate scien-

tific output. See the San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment.
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Résumé
La publication scientifique est l’un des domaines les plus inégalitaires touchant à la 
circulation des idées. Des études récentes ont examiné la prédominance des normes 
de l’ISI et leurs conséquences sur la production scientifique issue de la périphérie. Cet 
article se penche sur le circuit de la publication en Amérique Latine et ses performances 
au sein de quatre différents types de circuit de la publication scientifique mondiale : a) 
le circuit des publications internationales conventionnelles, soutenu par les grandes 
entreprises privées et les maisons d’édition (Thomson Reuters, Elsevier, Google) ; b) 
les ressources et les réseaux transnationaux en libre accès proposant une alternative au 
précédent dispositif (DOAJ, Dial-net, INASP) ; le circuit régional du Sud (LATINDEX, 
SCIELO, CLACSO, REDALYC, AJOL) et le circuit national basé sur les publications 
locales. Comme ces quatre circuits entrent tous en jeu dans les champs scientifiques 
nationaux, ce travail s’intéresse au cas de l’Argentine pour mettre en évidence la 
segmentation de ces circuits, due en partie aux hiérarchies du système scientifique 
mondial et en partie à des contraintes structurelles et à l’histoire locale de la profession. 
Mettant l’accent sur les évaluations en vue de la titularisation des chercheurs au Conseil 
National de la Recherche Scientifique et Technique (CONICET), cet article examine 
les résultats d’une étude menée auprès de coordinateurs des comités d’évaluation du 
Conseil dans le but d’examiner la relation entre les publications internationales et la 
titularisation. Cette exploration de la culture de l’évaluation au CONICET a mis en 
évidence des tendances hétéronymes et des formes alternatives de prestige académique 
régional.

Mots-clés
Publication scientifique, système scientifique mondial, culture de l’évaluation, Amérique 
Latine, Argentine, CONICET
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Resumen
La de la publicación académica es una de las zonas más desiguales de la circulación de 
las ideas. Estudios recientes han analizado la dominación de las normas de estilo ISI y 
sus consecuencias en la producción científica en la periferia. Este trabajo ahonda en el 
circuito editorial latinoamericana y su desempeño en medio de cuatro tipos diferentes 
de circuitos en el sistema académico mundial: a) los principales circuitos editoriales 
“internacionales”, sostenidos por grandes empresas privadas y editoriales (Thomson 
Reuters, Elsevier , Google); b ) las redes y bases de transnacionales construidas en 
acceso abierto para crear una alternativa a la anterior (DOAJ, Dial -net, INASP); c) 
los circuitos de la Región Sur (LATINDEX, SciELO, CLACSO, Redalyc, Ajol); y d) los 
circuitos nacionales basados en publicaciones locales. Dado que estos cuatro circuitos 
entran en juego en los campos científicos nacionales, este trabajo se aborda el caso de 
Argentina con el fin de demostrar que estos circuitos se dividen en segmentos, en parte 
debido a las jerarquías del Sistema Científico Mundial, y en parte debido a las limitaciones 
estructurales y la historia local de profesionalización. Centrándose en las evaluaciones 
de estabilidad para puestos de investigación en el Consejo Nacional de Investigaciones 
Científicas y Técnicas (CONICET) de Argentina, este trabajo analiza los resultados de 
una encuesta entre los coordinadores de los comités de evaluación del Consejo con el 
fin de analizar la relación entre la publicación internacional y la estabilidad. Al explorar la 
cultura evaluativa del CONICET, se destacan tendencias heterónimas, junto con formas 
alternativas de prestigio académico regional.

Palabras clave
Publicación académica, Sistema Académico Mundial, cultura de la evaluación, América 
Latina, Argentina, CONICET
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