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ABSTRACT | This article examines the discipline of communication in the five
Spanish-speaking countries with the highest scientific outputin the Web of Science
(WoS), ranked in order: Spain, Chile, Mexico, Argentina, and Colombia. It uses the
algorithmic clustering tool citation topic (CT) from InCites (Clarivate Analytics) to
create unique groupings of scientific works based on their citation relationships.
Based on this original cluster, various indicators are analyzed to assess impact,
such as citations per article, the proportion of articles in SSCI versus ESCI, and
quartiles. The evolution of international collaboration is also examined, and data
is broken down by universities. Spain is the leader in production and indexed
journals, perpetuating the hegemony of the Global North, although Chile has the
best impact indicators. Mexico is in the midfield, while Colombia and Argentina
are characterized by relatively low production and impact, apart from the increase
in international collaboration observed in Colombia. It is confirmed that Spanish-
speaking scientific networks, especially from the Global South, are on the margins of
arestrictive platform such as WoS. Finally, several strategies to improve the situation
are proposed, including the review of journal indexes, the reconceptualization of
research policies, and the decolonization of global science, as well as the creation
of new frameworks for scientific legitimacy.

KEYWORDS: meta-research; communication; Latin America; science in
communication; productivity; impact; citation topic.



RESUMEN [ Este articulo examina la disciplina de la comunicacién en los cinco paises de habla
hispana con la mayor produccién cientifica en la Web of Science (WoS), por orden: Espafia, Chile,
Meéxico, Argentinay Colombia. Utiliza la herramienta de agrupacién algoritmica citation topic (CT)
de InCites (Clarivate Analytics) para generar agrupaciones tinicas de trabajos cientificos basados
ensusrelaciones decitacion. A partir deeste cliister original, seanalizan diversos indicadores para
evaluar el impacto, tales como citas/articulo, la proporcién de articulos en SSCI versus ESCI y el
cuartil. También se explora la evolucién dela colaboracién internacionaly se desglosan los datos por
universidades. Esparia lidera en produccién y revistas indexadas, perpetuando la hegemonia del
Norte Global, aunque Chile presenta los mejores indicadores de impacto. México exhibe resultados
intermedios, mientras que Colombia y Argentina se caracterizan por una produccién e impacto
relativamente bajos, a excepcién del aumento en la colaboracién internacional observado en
Colombia. Se confirma que las redes cientificas hispanohablantes, especificamente aquellas del Sur
Global, sesitiianen laperiferia deunaplataformarestrictiva como es WoS. Finalmente, se sugieren
varias estrategias para mejorar la situacion, incluyendo la revision de los indices de revistas, la
reconceptualizacién de las politicas deinvestigacién y la descolonizacién de la ciencia global, junto
con establecer nuevos marcos de legitimacién cientifica.

PALABRAS CLAVE: meta-investigacién; comunicacién; América Latina; ciencia en
comunicacion; productividad; impacto; citation topic.

RESUMO | Este artigo examina a disciplina da comunicacéo nos cinco paises de lingua
espanhola com maior produc@o cientificana Web of Science (WoS), pela ordem: Espanha, Chile,
México, Argentinae Colémbia. Utiliza a ferramenta de agrupamento algorftmico citation topic
(CT) doInCites (Clarivate Analytics) paragerar agrupamentos Unicos de trabalhos cientificos
baseados em suas relacdes de citagdo. A partir deste agrupamento original, sdo analisados
diversos indicadores para avaliar o impacto, tais como cita¢Ses por artigo, a propor¢éo de
artigos no SSCI versus ESCI e o quartil. Também é explorada a evolucéo da colaboragéo
internacional e os dados sdo detalhados por universidades. A Espanha lidera em produg¢do
e revistas indexadas, perpetuando a hegemonia do Norte Global, embora o Chile apresente
os melhores indicadores de impacto. O México exibe resultados intermediérios, enquanto a
Coldmbia e a Argentina caracterizam-se por uma producgo e impacto relativamente baixos,
exceto pelo aumento na colaboracgo internacional observado na Colémbia. Confirma-se
que as redes cientificas de lingua espanhola, particularmente aquelas do Sul Global, estdo
situadas na periferia de uma plataforma restritiva como é a WoS. Finalmente, sugerem-se
varias estratégias para melhorar a situag8o, incluindo a revis&o dos indices de revistas, a
reconceitualizacdo das politicas de pesquisa e a descolonizagéo da ciéncia global, junto com
o estabelecimento de novos quadros de legitimidade cientifica.

PALAVRAS-CHAVE: meta-pesquisa; comunicac@o; América Latina; ciéncia em
comunicagdo; produtividade; impacto; citation topic.



INTRODUCTION

Communication studies are often considered a young discipline and frequently
categorized as a post-discipline (Herbst, 2008; Waisbord, 2019). Among the
characteristics attributed to them are the lack of a clear ontological center, the
constant intertwining with other disciplines — to the point where they blur and
lead to idiosyncratic research objects and methods — and a sense of constant
change that drives the discipline towards new thematic horizons, as recent
research shows (Salvador-Mata, 2024). Nonetheless, some researchers point out
that there is a certain thematic and disciplinary consistency (Walter et al., 2018).

In Spain, the first communication faculties emerged in the 1970s with the
approval of the college law that institutionalized these courses (Barrera, 2022). In
Latin America, communication studies began in 1934-1935 in La Plata (Argentina)
in a rather anecdotal way, following a model similar to the one proposed by Pulitzer
(Fuentes-Navarro, 1989). In the 1950s, the number of schools approached a dozen,
and from the 1960s and 1970s the offer increased considerably, with the number of
centers tripling in some cases and gaining scientific and academic prestige (Prieto
Castillo, 1986). Among the most important countries driving communication studies
at the time were Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Colombia, and to a lesser extent
Chile and Peru. In the 1970s, the teaching model in Latin America shifted from one
based on journalism to a more global model with degrees in social communication.

Since the emergence of communication studies, an academic community
dedicated to the study of this discipline began to form. As the field matured, meta-
research in communication — an academic branch that examines the functioning
of the discipline by analyzing citation networks, productivity, research topics,
funding, methodological choices, etc. — gained popularity to explain how the
structures that influence scholarly practice work (Caffarel-Serra, 2018).

The general objective of this research is to study the scientific dynamics in five
Spanish-speaking countries through the application of an algorithmic tool called
citation themes, which allows the grouping of original scientific papers and the
quantification of the metrics associated with them. The citation topics were used
to create an original grouping of the studies to be analyzed. By analyzing different
indicators, the following specific objectives were pursued:

1. Determine the volume of published works by country and the status of
national journals in Web of Science.

2. Characterize the influence of communication science based on citation
profiles and quantify indirect influence variables (citations per article,
percentage of papers in the SSCI index, journal quartiles).



3. Study the development of international collaboration (between a national
institution and at least one international institution) in the countries studied.

4. Break down productivity and impact data by college to identify the main
centers of production.

Inaddition, asan exploratory objective, this study aims to provide methodological
evidence for the use of citation themes in infometric studies, in line with previous
research (Herrero-Solana & Piedra-Salomén, 2022; Salvador-Mata, 2024).

STATE OF THE ART

Meta-research in the field of communication has gained importance in recent
decades, as it is able to identify academic dynamics and explain the scientific
reality of the discipline. It also provides a useful tool for guiding research policy
and improving scientific practice. There are several examples of this, ranging from
studies of scientific productivity in databases and journals (Castillo-Esparcia et
al., 2012; Martinez-Nicolas, 2008; Repiso & Moreno-Delgado, 2022; Trabadela-
Robles et al., 2020), the analysis of doctoral theses (Lozano-Ascensio et al., 2020),
collaboration models (Escriba & Cortifias, 2013) and research typology (Goyanes
etal., 2018; Martinez-Nicol4s et al., 2017), to name but a few. There are also various
studies that aim to map the academic discipline, including research on journal
indexing (Gonzalez-Pardo et al., 2020), studies on the nature of research and
meta-research in communication in Latin America in general (Fuentes-Navarro,
2019; Krohling Kunsch et al., 2018; Waisbord, 2014) or by country, such asin Chile
(Lagos-Lira, 2018; Lazcano-Pefia & Reyes-Lillo, 2020), Mexico (Fuentes-Navarro,
1988) or Brazil (Maldonado, 2014). Comparative studies between Spain and Latin
America have identified differences in the theoretical approaches used for scientific
work (Pifieiro-Naval & Morais, 2019), which in a way coincides with how the
Global South reinterprets and re-reads the epistemology imposed by the Global
North (Waisbord, 2023). In this sense, Moyano (2017) notes a shift in the thematic
focus of communication studies in Latin America and a relative predominance of
the critical paradigm.

However, the rise of communication research in Spain and Latin America
faces a challenge in terms of academic impact. On the one hand, the global
scholarly ecosystem is dominated by the United States, the United Kingdom, the
Netherlands and Germany (Navas, 2017). These countries of the Global North,
particularly the United States, set the global trend in communication scholarship,
leaving non-English-speaking academic networks on the sidelines. Thus, in the
JCR SSCI journals of the Web of Science (WoS) database, there is a strong bias



towards editorial boards from the United States in first place and other English-
speaking countries in second place (Albuquerque et al., 2020). In addition, there
are close relationships between the different editorial boards, with a small group
of individuals involved in several of them, thus influencing systemic trends in
communication science (Goyanes & De-Marcos, 2020).

The predominance of the United States and Anglo-Saxon countries, followed by
the rest of the Global North, is particularly evident in a database as restrictive as
WoS compared to Scopus or Dimensions (Singh et al., 2021). In this sense, when
comparing WoS and Scopus, Santa and Herrero-Solana (2010) point out that the
number of titles indexed in Scopus from some of the Latin American countries
analyzed is in some cases five times higher than those indexed in WoS. It is not
surprising that the index with the highest proportion of Latin American journals
is Latindex (where, according to Castillo-Esparcia (2012), Spain also dominates),
that there are none in the JCR-SSCI index and only 15 in the JCR-ESCI (Arroyave-
Cabrera & Gonzdlez-Pardo, 2022). In the case of Spain, there are two journals in
the JCR-SSCI and up to 24 in the JCR-ESCI (considering 2022 data), highlighting
Spain's predominant role as part of the Global North, although the vast majority
of its journals are not indexed in the JCR-SSCI.

The barrier to achieving a presence in WoS is twofold: the legitimacy circuits
make it easier for authors from the Global North to publish (Waisbord, 2023;
Mosbah-Natanson & Gingras, 2013) and make it more difficult for non-English
journals to be indexed in this database (Navas, 2017). The difficulty of including
(and maintaining) journals from the Global South in WoS is a limitation of the
impact values in these countries, which respond to the structures of the global
science system itself.

In addition to these structural constraints, there are other obstacles in
Latin America and Spain, such as the lack of professionalization of the editorial
teams (Salager-Meyer, 2015), the fact that these journals are usually based at
universities, unlike the large English-language publishers (Taylor & Francis,
Elsevier, Wiley, Springer or SAGE), which concentrate most scientific journals
both geographically and entrepreneurially (Collyer, 2016). In fact, according to
Arroyave-Cabrera and Gonzélez-Pardo (2022), 81.89 of Latin American journals
come from universities. This is compounded by the lack of funding, which limits
the ability of these publications to access resources such as advanced editorial
management platforms, plagiarism detection tools and training opportunities
for their staff. Linguistic specificity in an academic context that revolves around
English (Andersen, 2000; Demeter, 2018) further marginalizes the academic
efforts of non-English speaking countries.



These factors help to explain the marginal role of Spanish-speaking networks in
global academia, which is even more pronounced in the Latin American paradigm.
This work aims to help define productive dynamics, identify trends, and propose
solutions for decolonizing global science.

METHODOLOGY

This work is embedded in infometric research, a branch of science that,
according to some authors (Bawden & Robinson, 2012; Egghe & Rousseau, 1990),
encompasses bibliometrics, scientometrics, citation analysis and theoretical
aspects of information retrieval. This paper follows the classic definition of Tague-
Sutcliffe (1992), who describes infometrics as the quantitative study of information
in any of its forms and in relation to any social group.

Methodological tool

The algorithmic tool Citation Topics, developed by Clarivate Analytics
(Potter, 2020) and available in InCites, was used for data collection. This tool
generates original algorithmic groupings of works (understood as any indexed
product, not just research articles) collected in WoS since 1980. It uses a Leiden-
type clustering system.

This clustering is original and unique (each work can only be found in one
category) and results in a hierarchical classification with ten macro-topics
comprising 326 meso-topics, which in turn are subdivided into 2449 micro-
topics. This algorithmic grouping has been validated in other infometric studies
(Herrero-Solana & Piedra-Salomén, 2022; Salvador-Mata, 2024). In addition,
grouping by Leiden type ensures linkage between the clustered communities
and provides guarantees of methodological rigor (Traag etal., 2019). Reliability is
complemented by the exclusion of approximately 25% of the total WoS works that
were not categorized due to lack of information and removed from the analysis to
ensure that the products studied have the information required for the analysis.

The use of this tool allows for original and innovative infometric approaches,
as the corpus analyzed is unique and does not follow the indexing of journals
or search criteria, but is obtained through algorithmic grouping based on
citation relationships.

Data collection

A unique universe of scientific products was created using the Citation Topic
(CT) tool. The study period was set between 1980and 2022, with 1980 being the
first functional year for the use of this tool and 2022 being the last year with
complete data at the time of the study.



The meso-citation topic of communication was chosen to define the universe,
which fallsunder the macro-citation topic of social sciences. The algorithm identifies
anode of 175,596 works, including the different indices of the WoS Flagship (SSCI,
AHCI, ESCI...). Of these, 9,124 are from Spain, 885 from Mexico, 857 from Chile,
718 from Argentina and 660 from Colombia, as these are the Spanish-speaking
countries with the highest number of works in this category. The works collected in
this process are used to evaluate the scientific production, which is understood as
the amount of works indexed in WoS within CT Communication and with at least
one affiliation from each nationality. According to data from Arroyave-Cabrera and
Gonzalez-Pardo (2022), the Latin American countries with the highest number
of communication journals (excluding Brazil) are Argentina, Colombia and Chile,
which confirms the sample selection made in this article.

A series of indicators were identified for each of these works (title, abstract,
number of citations, form of authorship, signing institutions, journal, indexing, etc.).

Data analysis

The data and indicators were obtained from a total 0f 12,334 works belonging to
the meso-citation theme of communication and signed by at least one institution
based in one of the five countries studied. The indicators obtained made it possible
to carry out analyzes, either through the InCites interface or through statistical
calculations in Excel, to quantify the productivity of the country, the ratio of
citations per work, the distribution and evolution of international collaboration in
these countries, the distribution of works by journal quartile and the distribution
of productivity and impact by institution.

For the work in Excel, the data was exported in .csv format, which contains
most of the indicators (in some cases the variables had to be applied directly in
the InCites interface).

RESULTS
Productivity by country

According to the WoS database and the algorithmic grouping of the meso-
citation theme Communication, Spain is the third most productive country in
the world in the field of communication, far ahead of the other Latin American
countries (in order, Mexico, Chile, Argentina and Colombia) (figure 1). These
results are consistent with the distribution of journals in each country in the WoS
database. Spain leads with two journals in the JCR-SSCI index (Comunicar and
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Profesional De La Informacién) and up to 24 in the JCR-ESCI 1'1 category, which
explains why this country has such high productivity compared to other Spanish-
speaking countries. Chile follows far behind with three journals in the JCR-ESCI
index (Cuadernos.info, Perspectivas de la Comunicacién, and Comunicacién y
Medios). There are two Argentinean journals in JCR-ESCI (Austral Comunicacién
and Question), one Colombian journal (Palabra Clave) and none from Mexico.

Spain extends its productivity to all Spanish-language journals. If we break
down the works included in this study by journal and compare them with the
affiliations, we find that 82% of the products collected in the 26 Spanish journalsare
signed by an institution from that country. In the Chilean journals, 38% are signed
by Spanish institutions, compared to 28% by Chilean institutions. In the Colombian
journal, 45% of the documents come from Spanish institutions, compared to 21%
from Colombian institutions. In contrast, 61 of the two Argentinean journals
contain Argentinean papers, followed by those signed by Spanish institutions (16%).

1. Revista Latina de Comunicacién Social; Review of Communication Research; Communication &

Society-Spain; Revista Espafiola de Comunicacion en Salud; Revista Iconol4-Revista Cientifica de

Comunicaciény Tecnologias; Revista Mediterranea Comunicacion-Journal of Communication; Analisi-
Quaderns de Comunicacié i Cultura; Tripodos; Index Comunicacién; AdComunica-Revista Cientifica

de Estrategias Tendencias e Innovacién en Comunicacién; Vivat Academia; Doxa Comunicacién;

Revista de Comunicacién de la SEECI; CIC-Cuadernos de Informacion y Comunicacion; Obra Digital-
Revista de Comunicacién; Revista Internacional de Relaciones Ptiblicas; Comunicacién-Revista de

Recerca i d’Analisi; Fonseca-Journal of Communication; Comunicacién y Hombre; Mediaciones

Sociales; Revista Internacional de Comunicacién y Desarrollo; Area Abierta; IC-Revista Cientifica

de Informacién y Comunicacion; Documentacion de las Ciencias de la Informacién.
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Figure 1. Production of each country within the meso topic Communication (1980-2022)
(left). Average citations per article (ratio between total citations of published works)

(right)

Source: Own elaboration based on InCites data.

Impact of the science in communication by countries

The Spanish-speaking countries surveyed have a lower ratio of citations per
work compared to the United States and the United Kingdom, the leaders in this
field. The country with the best ratio is Chile, with 12.17 citations per article,
followed by Spain (8.05), Mexico (6.93), Colombia (4.38) and Argentina (4.33).

Figure 2 shows the proportion of articles published by each country in JCR-
SSCI Index journals. Chile has the highest proportion and is on a par with the
United States and the United Kingdom. The countries with the lowest proportion
of articles published in journals with an impact factor (JIF) are Colombia and
Argentina. Spain and Mexico have lower indices than Chile, the United Kingdom
and the United States.

Figure 3 shows the quartile distribution of journals for articles published in
JCR-SSCI. The United States and the United Kingdom show the expected pattern
with an upward trend (more articles in QI, followed by Q2, Q3 and finally Q4).
The literature (De-Moya-Anegén, 2020) states that better indexed journals tend
to publish more papers and therefore have a higher proportion of articles.
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B Forcentaje Articulos JIF [ Otros indices

Colombia 22,7 77.3
Argentina
Chile
México
Espafia
Reino Unido

Estados Unidos

Figure 2. Proportion of articles indexed in journals with an impact factor (JIF: journals
indexed in JCR-SSCI). Other indices refer to JCR-ESCI or other indices in WoS such as AHCI

Source: Own elaboration based on InCites data.
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Figure 3. Percentage distribution based on quartiles of scientific production published in
JIF journals from the five countries analyzed and the two leading countries in this field

Source: Own elaboration based on InCites data.

In the case of Spain, an anomaly can be observed: the trend is flat, with
approximately the same number of articles in Ql as in Q2 and Q3.

10
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Although it is abnormal behavior, it is less pronounced than in more specific
fields such as journalism studies (Salvador-Mata et al., 2023). Mexico, Argentina
and Chile follow a generally expected upward trend, although all three show an
increase in the proportion of articles published in Q4.

These figures only reflect papers published in JIF journals, which explains why
Argentina published almost 40% of its articles in Q1 but these are less significant
in its overall output, with only 18.1% of its total output published in JIF journals
(Figure 2), similar to Mexico. On the other hand, Chile's data is robust: about 35% of
JIF articles are published in Ql, representing about 45% of its total output. Colombia
shows an anomalous behavior, with a higher share of Q2 articles compared to Q1.

Evolution of international collaboration

Figure 4 shows the percentage of works with international collaboration by year,
starting with 2015 (earlier years were not included due to the small volume of works
collected, which increases variability). A trend towards increasing international
collaboration can be seen in all countries, with Spain having the lowest percentage in
thisarea. Inthe past, Chile was the country with the most international collaboration,
around 50% in the ten years analyzed. However, in the last year (2022), Colombia shows
ahigher share of international cooperation, reaching 62%, with the increase continuing
since 2017. Mexico and Argentina show a slight continuous increase in international
cooperation, although they remain at a lower level compared to Chile and Colombia.

- Colombia

- Chile

- Mexico

- Espaiia

Figure 4. Development of international cooperation between the analyzed countriesina
year-on-year comparison based on WoS data for the meso-citation topic of Communication

Source: Own elaboration based on InCites data.
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Data by university

Figure 5 shows the five most productive universities in each country and their
ratio of citations per paper. Chilean universities have the greatest impact in terms of
citations: the Universidad Diego Portales and the Universidad de Santiago de Chile
generate the most citations per article, while the Pontificia Universidad Catélica
de Chile produces the most works, although this lowers its ratio of citations per
article. In Spain, the Universitat Pompeu Fabra and the Universitat Autonoma
de Barcelona have a citationrate per article above the national average, and all
Spanish universities are more productive than their Latin American counterparts.
In Mexico, the Universidad Auténoma Metropolitana stands out in terms of
influence; the most productive institutions are the Tecnolégico de Monterrey and
the Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México.

In Argentina, output is concentrated in one of the most important national
institutions, the National Council for Scientific and Technical Research (CONICET),
and the Universidad de Buenos Aires, resulting in a low ratio of citations per
article. However, the Universidad de San Andrés competes with the leading
Chilean universities in terms of citation performance. In Colombia, a different
pattern can be observed compared to Argentina: the volume of papers is similar,
but no single university centralizes this output. Universidad de La Sabana leads
inboth productivity and impact, almost doubling the national average in citations.

Figure 6 shows the distribution of articles by quartile in these universities.
In Spain, a flat trend can be observed across all universities, with peaks in Q3
for Universidad Complutense de Madrid and Universitat Pompeu Fabra. In Chile,
the Universidad Diego Portales and the Pontificia Universidad Catdlica de Chile
show an upward trend, which is consistent with their high impact. However,
the Universidad de Santiago de Chile shows a more anomalous pattern, with
a peak in Q3, possibly indicating that, given the small volume of papers, most
citations come from a small group of high impact articles, while the rest show a
more modest performance.

In Mexico, the Tecnolégico de Monterrey shows an upward trend. At the
Universidad Auténoma Metropolitana, a large proportion of articles fall in Q],
followed by an increase in Q3, a trend that is also observed to a lesser extent at
the Universidad de Guadalajara. In Argentina, the Universidad de San Andrés
shows an upward trend, with most articles appearing in Q1, while the Universidad
Nacional de Cérdoba shows a similar trend, albeit with fewer published papers.
In Colombia, the Universidad de La Sabana shows a good distribution of its
articles, which corresponds to its influence, while the other universities show
flat curves with peaks in Q3.
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Figure 5. The five most productive universities per country and their corresponding citation
ratio (citations produced per the total number of articles published by the university)

Source: Own elaboration based on InCites data.
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DISCUSSION

In the Web of Science database, Spain leads the majority of production and
journals in Spanish-speaking countries, well ahead of the other four countries
analyzed. Its production is comparable to that of the United Kingdom, one of the
two leading countries, although the impact of its research, measured in terms of
citations per article, is significantly lower. This data is consistent with previous
research that has established Spain's uniqueness in journalism science (Salvador-
Mata et al., 2023). This is an anomaly that is exacerbated in the WoS, where the
gap between the number of journals based in Spain compared to those from Latin
American countries is one of the largest (Gonz4lez-Pardo et al., 2020). Spain (26)
has managed to include more journals in WoS by the end of 2022 than Chile (3),
Argentina (2), Colombia (1) and Mexico (0) combined, which partly explains its
higher productivity. This phenomenon is a peculiarity in the field of communication:
Spain publishes 10% of WoS journals in the field of communication studies, while
the share of Spanish journals worldwide is around 2.5% (Navas, 2017).

Although Spain is the most productive country and publishes the mostjournals,
Chile hasbetterimpact indicators (proportion of articles in JCR-SSCI, more citations
per article and high international collaboration), followed by Spain, Mexico and
finally Argentina and Colombia. Chile thus has robust research indicators, although
previous studies have pointed out the limitations in Chilean communication
science (Lagos-Lira, 2018).

Spanish universities are consistently the most productive, but Chilean
universities generate more citations per article. Spain concentrates much of
its production in national journals (Salvador-Mata, 2024), a similar pattern to
Argentina, where 135 of the 700 articles are published in one of the two WoS-
indexed journals. In addition, Argentina concentrates much of its production
in two centers, a trend that has always been observed in Latin America (Rios
Gémez & Herrero-Solana, 2005), although this concentration is only observed
in Argentina in the current data. Mexico, on the other hand, shows a production
muscle comparable to other Latin American experiences, although there are no
WoS-indexed journals. Colombia has similar indirect impact markers to Argentina,
and much of its production is concentrated in the journal Palabra Clave of the
Universidad de La Sabana, one of the leading journals in the Colombian context
(as observed by Arroyave-Cabrera et al., 2020).

These results are consistent with earlier studies: Waisbord (2023) explains how
the academic circuit is dominated by the Global North, particularly the United
States and Western Europe. Male and Western researchers are the main authors
in the journals with the highest impact (Trepte & Loths, 2020), and most come
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from U.S.A. universities, with white American men receiving the most citations
(Freelon et al., 2023). Furthermore, a small group of researchers are networked
and participate in various editorial boards of leading WoS journals (Goyanes &
De-Marcos, 2020). This study is consistent with these findings and highlights the
productive hegemony of Spain as a Global North country compared to the Latin
American experience. However, countries such as Chile show that, despite not
historically belonging to these academic circuits of meaning, they can attract
and produce effective scholarly narratives. The gradual inclusion of the Global
South in academic circuits, often from a critical perspective, partly explains these
results (Waisbord, 2023), although there is still work to be done to challenge the
dominant epistemology.

Spain's high productivity, while explained by its relative legitimacy within
Global North academic circles, is sometimes understood as an anomaly (Salvador-
Mata, 2024). This article explores how this productivity not only relates to the
academic circuits of the Global North, but also permeates the academic circuits of
the Global South, specifically Spanish-speaking countries: most articles in many
Latin American journals are signed by Spanish institutions, indicating a visible
pressure to publish more in Spain than in other countries. This market invasion
is particularly pronounced in the field of communication. However, it does not
correlate with the impact indicators, which in Spain depend heavily on the journals
indexed in ESCI (Moreno-Delgado et al., 2021).

Although the pressure to publish is global, the academic paradigms, nationality
of publishers, editorial boards, professional networks and historically validated
and legitimized circuits (Waisbord, 2023) make it more likely for the Global North
to translate this pressure into more WoS publications than for the Global South.
However, the Spanish case is particularly anomalous because, although it is not
part of the core group of critical countries (Navas, 2017), it is one of the most
productive, proving the existence of publication pressure. In this case, this can
be partly explained by the so-called ANECA effect (Delgado Lépez-Cozar et al.,
2021) and, more broadly, by the precariousness of the work (Goyanes et al., 2018)
and the methods inherent to communication studies (primarily descriptive and
easy-to-produce articles) (Caffarel, 2018). In addition, in the case of Latin America,
three other factors should be taken into account to understand the qualitative and
quantitative growth of communication studies in the early 2000s: the development
of the industrial sector, the improvement of critical social indicators and the
increase in the number of graduates (Moyano, 2017).

As a result, it can be observed that Spanish-speaking networks are on the
fringes of the WoS framework, while Spain continues to play a central role as a
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representative of the Global North. On the one hand, there are only two Spanish-
language journals in the SSCI index, compared to 33 in the ESCI index. The
marginal status of these journals, despite their inclusion in WoS, partly explains
the impact indicators, which, with the exception of Chile, are well below those of
leading countries such as the United Kingdom and the United States. In addition,
the number of journals from Latin America in the WoS indices has decreased ( 9
in 2022 compared to 15 identified by Navas in 2017).

This phenomenon is exacerbated by the shift of scholarly journals in the
Global North (with the notable exception of Spain) towards for-profit models
capitalized by publishing groups (Collyer, 2016). This trend, which is less visible
in the Spanish-speaking context, shapes scholarly structures and article selection
criteria, favoring those that are most likely to be cited—typically focused on the
Global North and authored by white American men (Freelon et al., 2023). This
standardization reduces the identity of the journals and homogenizes them to the
image of the Global North (Collyer, 2016). This makes access more difficult for the
Global South and also creates a monopoly that can be prohibitively expensive for
underfunded universities and libraries.

However, Spanish-speaking science shows other signs of maturity, such as
a high level of international collaboration, at least in the works included in WoS
(with the exception of Spain, which has a lower proportion). This could indicate
that collaboration with other countries is encouraged in order to publish in
journals indexed in WoS. International collaboration is often considered an
indirectindicator of influence (Martinez-Nicol4s, 2020; Salvador-Mata et al., 2023),
so it is to be expected that this continued growth will eventually bear fruit in
terms of citations in all the countries studied, although previous studies point
to the difficulty of maintaining these networks given the precarious conditions
of current productivity-driven science (Lazcano-Pefia & Reyes-Lillo, 2020).
However, critical voices point out that increasing internationalization could be
driven by collaboration with the countries of the Global North, especially with the
United States as an important partner (Moreno-Delgado et al., 2021), which could
perpetuate the patterns of influence shaped by these regions and risks erasing
academic experiences from the periphery (Mosbah-Natanson & Gingras, 2013).
In this regard, future studies should identify the motivations for international
collaboration on the one hand and the relationship with peripheral academia on the
otherin order to propose solutions to the disciplinary hegemony of the Global North.

Several factors must interact to explain the marginality of Spanish-speaking
networks. First, the Global North continues to dominate the academic paradigm
(Albuquerque, 2020; Mosbah-Natanson & Gingras, 2013; Waisbord, 2023), and Spain
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represents this status quo in the context of the Spanish language. Second, given the
uniqueness of Spanish, there is an obvious bias in favor of English. Andersen (2000)
found that the main reference journals for researchers in Denmark use English,
and Demeter (2018) described the predominantrole of English-speaking countries
in communication and media studies. Navas (2017) identified a group of leading
countries in scientific publishing (the United States, the United Kingdom, the
Netherlands and Germany) that publish predominantly English-language journals.
Goyanes (2020) highlighted the dominance of English geography in journals and
the thematic and authorship of the Global North. Ekdale and colleagues (2022)
found that countries of the Global South published more in journals of journalism
studies when special issues focusing on the region were published, although this
was very rare and the Global South remained systematically underrepresented.
Arroyave-Cabrera and colleagues (2020) described how the growth of countries
such as Colombia in the WoS database was partly due to the creation of the JCR-
ESCIindex and subsequent indexing by Palabra Clave.

Thus, the marginalization identified has a variety of reasons that need to be
addressed, firstly, to ensure the inclusion of Global South science from critical
epistemological perspectives that are not dependent on or inherited from the
Global North, and secondly, to create scientific circuits that meet diverse linguistic
and cultural needs and are not forcibly subordinated to English. In parallel, this
study confirms the applicability and potential of citation themes in bibliometric
studies, in line with other research (Salvador-Mata, 2024).

Following the proposals of Waisbord (2023), who outlines three ways to
legitimize Global South scholarship in the globalized landscape of communication
studies (consolidation of spaces for recognition and support, maintenance of
networks with an inclusive and comparative perspective, and participation in
common spaces), four action initiatives are proposed below to improve the situation
of Spanish-speaking science. These are presented in a double sense: on the one
hand, the decolonization of academics from the Global South and, on the other,
proposed solutions to promote non-English-speaking academic networks.

1. Atthe structural level of countries, alternative indices such as SciELO or
Latindex (Collyer, 2016; Castillo-Esparcia, 2012) should be consolidated,
which allow for greater linguistic and academic diversity and are able to
ensure scientific quality outside the core group of countries (United States,
United Kingdom, Netherlands and Germany). These indices should guarantee
scientific quality while being permeable to Global South science and non-
English speaking networks. At the same time, they should be cautious with
an open science policy, as this can be prohibitive for certain countries.
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2. Createresearch funding policies that allow for shared spaces (editorial boards,
associations, universities), peer review circuits and academic legitimacy that
are not exclusively dependent on Global North paradigms (as peer review
is particularly restrictive for research in the Global South), and strengthen
local journals that operate from the margins to build new signifiers.

3. Reflect critically on accreditation processes and work to design
assessment systems for research activities that better align with academic
and professional needs.

4. Affectthe citation process to shape the academic legitimization mechanism.
Itis proposed to follow the recommendations of Freelon and colleagues (2023),
which call, among other things, for a critical review of references at both
individual and structural levels, prioritizing theoretical and geographical
diversity and giving visibility to journals and publications working at the
margins of academia.

REFERENCES

Albuquerque, A. (2020). Structural Limits to the De-Westernization of the Communication
Field: The Editorial Board in Clarivate’s JCR System. Communication, Culture and Critique,
13(2), 185-203. https://doi.org/10.1093/ccc/tcaa0ls

Andersen, H. (2000). Influence and reputation in the social sciences - how much do researchers
agree? Journal of Documentation, 56(6), 674-692. https://doi.org/10.1108/EUMO000000007132

Arroyave-Cabrera, ]. & Gonzélez-Pardo, R. (2022). Investigacién bibliométrica de comunicacién
en revistas cientificas en América Latina (2009-2018) (Communication bibliometric
research in Latin American scientific journals (2009-2018)). Comunicar, 70, 85-96.
https://doi.org/10.3916/C70-2022-07

Arroyave-Cabrera, J., Repiso-Caballero, R., & Gonz4lez-Pardo, R. (2020). La investigacién en
comunicacién en Colombia vista desde Web of Science (Research in communication in
Colombia seen through Web of Science). Revista de Comunicacién, 19(2), 29-45.
https://doi.org/10.26441/RC19.2-2020-A2

Barrera, C. (2022). The beginnings of communication schools in Spain within their international
context. Profesional De La informacién, 31(1), e310107.
https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2022.ene.07

Bawden, D. & Robinson, L. (2012). Informetrics. In D. Bawden & L. Robinson (Eds.), Introduction
to Information Science (pp. 165-186). Facet.
httpS://dOi.Org/lO.29085/9781783300761.015

Caffarel-Serra, M. C. (2018). La metainvestigacién en comunicacién, una necesidad y
una oportunidad (Meta-research in communication, a necessity and an opportunity).
AdComunica. Revista cientifica de estrategias, tendencias e innovacién en comunicacién, (15),
293-295. https://doi.org/10.6035/2174-0992.2018.15.16

19



SALVADOR-MATA, B. Analysis of the productivity and impact of communication research

Castillo-Esparcia, A. C. (2012). Investigacién e investigadores. Las revistas cientificas como
instrumento de comunicacién (Research and researchers. Scientific journals as a means
of communication). Vivat Academia, (117 extra), 1002-1017.
https://doi.org/10.15178/va.2011.117E.1002-1017

Castillo-Esparcia, A., Rubio-Moraga, A. & Almansa-Martinez, A. (2012). La investigacién
en Comunicacién. Analisis bibliométrico de las revistas de mayor impacto del ISI
(Communication Research. Bibliometric analysis of the most-cited ISI-indexed Journals).
Revista Latina de Comunicacién Social, (67), 248-270.
https://doi.org/10.4185/RLCS-067-955-248-270

Collyer, F. M. (2016). Global patterns in the publishing of academic knowledge: Global North,
global South. Current Sociology, 66(1), 56-73. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392116680020

Delgado Lépez-Cozar, E., Rafols, I. & Abadal, E. (2021). Medidas insuficientes para un
cambio en la evaluacién de la investigacién en Espaifia: glosando las nuevas directrices
de la ANECA (Insufficient measures for a change in research evaluation in Spain:
glossing over the new guidelines of the ANECA). Recerca. Revista De Pensament I Analisi,
27(2). https://doi.org/10.6035/recerca.6308

Demeter, M. (2019). The Winner Takes It All: International Inequality in Communication
and Media Studies Today. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 96(1), 37-59.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699018792270

De-Moya-Anegén, F. (2020). Letter. Research evaluation entities cause a shift of publication
to Ql journals. Profesional De La Informacién, 29(4). https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2020.jul.31

Egghe, L. & Rousseau, R. (1990). Introduction to informetrics. Quantitative Methods in Library,
Documentation and Information Science. Elsevier Science Publishers.

Ekdale, B., Biddle, K., Tully, M., Asuman, M. & Rinaldi, A. (2022) Global Disparities in
Knowledge Production Within Journalism Studies: Are Special Issues the Answer?
Journalism Studies, 23(15), 1942-1961. https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2022.2123846

Escriba, E. & Cortifias, S. (2013). La internacionalizacién y las coautorias en las principales
revistas cientificas de Comunicacién en Espafia (Internationalization and Coauthorship
in Major Communication Journals in Spain). Comunicar, 41, 35-44.
https://doi.org/10.3916/C41-2013-03

Freelon, D., Pruden, M. L., Eddy, K. A., & Kuo, R. (2023). Inequities of race, place, and gender
among the communication citation elite, 2000-2019. Journal of Communication, 73(4),
356-367. https://doi.org/10.1093/joc/jqad002

Fuentes-Navarro, R. (1988). La investigacién de comunicacién en México. Sistematizacion
documental 1956-1986 (Research on communication in Mexico: Documentary
systematization 1956-1986). Ediciones de Comunicacién.

Fuentes-Navarro, R. (1989). El estudio de lacomunicacién enlas universidades latinoamericanas
(The study of communication in Latin American universities). Telos: cuadernos de
comunicacién, tecnologia y sociedad, (19).

Fuentes-Navarro, R. (2019). Pesquisa e metapesquisa sobre comunica¢fo na América Latina
(Research and meta-research on communication in Latin America). MATRIZes, 13(1), 27-48.
https://doi.org/10.11606/issn.1982-8160.v1311p27-48

20



SALVADOR-MATA, B. Analysis of the productivity and impact of communication research

Gonzdlez-Pardo, R., Repiso, R., & Arroyave-Cabrera, J. (2020). Revistas iberoamericanas
de comunicacién a través de las bases de datos Latindex, Dialnet, DOA]J, Scopus, AHCI,
SSCI, REDIB, MIAR, ESCI y Google Scholar Metrics (Ibero-American communication
journals through the Latindex, Dialnet, DOAJ, Scopus, AHCI, SSCI, REDIB, MIAR, ESCI,
and Google Scholar databases). Revista Espafiola de Documentacién Cientifica, 43(4), e276.
https://doi.org/10.3989/redc.2020.4.1732

Goyanes, M. (2020). Editorial. Meta-investigacién en comunicacién: antecedentes, efectos
y retos de una investigacién y gobernanza estandarizada (Editorial: Meta-research in
communication: Background, effects, and challenges of a standardized research and
governance). Profesional De La Informacién, 29(4), e290406.
https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2020.jul.06

Goyanes, M. & de-Marcos, L. (2020). Academic influence and invisible colleges through
editorial board interlocking in communication sciences: A social network analysis of
leading journals. Scientometrics, 123, 791-811.https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-020-03401-z

Goyanes, M., Rodriguez-Gémez, E.F. & Rosique-Cedillo, G. (2018). Investigacién en
comunicacién en revistas cientificas en Espafia (2005-2015): de disquisiciones teéricas
a investigacién basada en evidencias (Communication research in scientific journals
in Spain (2005-2015). From theoretical disquisitions to evidence-based research).
Profesional De La Informacién, 27(6), 1281-1291. https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2018.nov.11

Herbst, S. (2008). Disciplines, Intersections, and the Future of Communication Research.
Journal of Communication, 58(4), 603-614. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2008.00402.x

Herrero-Solana, V. & Piedra-Salomén, Y. (2022). Industry 4.0 in Latin America: Countries
and Institutions with the Greatest Innovation and Global Impact. Preprints. 20220804 03.
https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202208.0403.v1

Krohling Kunsch, M. M., Palma Mungiolli, M. C., & Osvald Ramos, D. (2018). As apropriacdes
diversas do campo da Comunicac¢dio na América Latina (The appropriation of the field of
comunication in Latin America). Revista Latinoamericana De Ciencias De La Comunicacién,
15(28). https://doi.org/10.55738/alaic.v15i28.466

Lagos-Lira, C (2018). Theoretical Frames and Institutional Constraints: A Synopsis
about Chilean Communication Research in the 21st Century. International Journal of
Communication, 12, 3253-3273. https://ijoc.org/index.php/ijoc/article/view/8256

Lazcano-Pefia, D. & Reyes-Lillo, D. (2020). Redes académicas en la investigacién en
Comunicacién en Chile: anélisis de co-autorias en el trabajo cientifico (Academic networks
in Communication Research in Chile: Analysis of co-authorship in scientific work). Revista
Espafiola de Documentacién Cientifica, 43(1). https://doi.org/10.3989/redc.2020.1.1626

Lozano-Ascencio, C., Gaitdn-Moya, ].-A., Caffarel-Serra, C., & Pifiuel-Raigada, ].-L. (2020).
Una década de investigacién universitaria sobre Comunicacién en Espafia, 2007-2018 (A
decade of scholarly research on Communication in Spain (2007-2018)). Profesional De La
Informacion, 29(4). https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2020.jul.12

Maldonado, E. (Coord). (2014). Panordmica da investigagdo em comunicacdo no Brasil. Processos
receptivos, cidadania e dimensdo digital (Overview of communication research in Brazil:
Receptive processes, citizenship, and digital dimension). Comunicacién Social.

21



SALVADOR-MATA, B. Analysis of the productivity and impact of communication research

Martinez-Nicolds, M. (Coord.). (2008). Para investigar la comunicacién. Propuestas tedrico-
metodolégicas (To investigate communication: Theoretical-methodological proposals).
Editorial Tecnos.

Martinez-Nicolds, M. (2020). La investigacién sobre comunicacién en Espafia (1985-2015).
Contexto institucional, comunidad académica y produccién cientifica (Communication
Research in Spain (1985-2015). Institutional Context, Academic Community and
Scientific Production). Revista Latina de Comunicacién Social, (75), 383-414.
https://doi.org/10.4185/RLCS-2020-1432

Martinez-Nicolds, M., Saperas, E., & Carrasco-Campos, A. (2017). Journalism research in
Spain. Analysis of research articles published in Spanish journals over the past 25 years
(1990-2014). Communication & Society, 30(4), 149-166.
https://doi.org/10.15581/003.30.35764

Moreno-Delgado, A., Gorraiz, ., & Repiso, R. (2021) Assessing the publication output
on country level in the research field communication using Garfield’s Impact Factor.
Scientometrics, 126, 5983-6000. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-021-04006-w

Mosbah-Natanson, S. & Gingras, Y. (2013). The globalization of social sciences? Evidence
from a quantitative analysis of 30 years of production, collaboration and citations in the
social sciences (1980-2009). Current Sociology, 62(5), 626-646.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392113498866

Moyano, R. (2017). La investigacién académica de la comunicacién en América Latina desde
la perspectiva de los sistemas complejos (Academic research on communication in Latin
America from the perspective of complex systems). Chasqui. Revista Latinoamericana de
Comunicacién, (136), 299-321. https://doi.org/10.16921/chasqui.v0il36.3043

Navas, M. (2017). La situacién de las revistas a nivel internacional (The situation of journals
at the international level). In E. Abadal (Ed.) Revistas cientificas: situacién actual y retos
de futuro (Scientific journals: current situation and future challenges) (pp. 35-51).
Universitat de Barcelona.

Pifieiro-Naval, V. & Morais, R. (2019). Study of the academic production on communication
in Spain and Latin America. Comunicar, 27(61), 113-123.
https://www.revistacomunicar.com/ojs/index.php/comunicar/article/view/C61-2019-10

Prieto Castillo, D. (1986). La formacién universitaria de comunicadores sociales en América
Latina, FELAFACS (University training of social communicators in Latin America,
FELAFACS). Analisi, (10-11), 291-298.

Potter I (2020, December 3). Introducing citation topics in inCites. Clarivate
Blog. https://clarivate.com/blog/introducing-citation-topics/Repiso, R. &
Moreno-Delgado, A. (2022). Produccién cientifica espafiola en Comunicacién
indexada en Web of Science: contextualizaciény presencia en el Ranking de Shangh4i (Spanish
scientific output in Communication indexed on Web of Science: contextualization and
presence in the Shanghai Ranking). Profesional De La Informacién, 31(1).
https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2022.ene.19

Rios Gémez, C. & Herrero Solana, V. (2005). La produccién cientifica latinoamericana y
la ciencia mundial: una revisién bibliografica (1989-2003) (Latin American scientific
productionand world-wide science: a bibliographic overview (1989-2003)). Revista
Interamericana de Bibliotecologia, 28(1), 43-61. https://doi.org/10.17533/udea.rib.8595

22



SALVADOR-MATA, B. Analysis of the productivity and impact of communication research

Salager-Meyer, F. (2015). Peripheral scholarly journals: From locality to globality. Ibérica,
(30), 15-36. https:// revistaiberica.org/index.php/iberica/article/view/726

Salvador-Mata, B. (2024). Periodisme i academia: meta-andlisi de la recerca en periodisme a
Espanya (Journalism and academia: Meta-analysis of journalism research in Spain)
(Doctoral dissertation, Universitat Pompeu Fabra). http://hdl.handle.net/10803/691929

Salvador-Mata, B., Cortifias-Rovira, S., & Herrero-Solana, V. (2023). Research into
journalism in Spain: sizeable, but neither international nor impactful. Journalism, 0(0).
https://doi.org/10.1177/14648849231207674

Santa, S. & Herrero-Solana, V. (2010). Cobertura de la ciencia de América Latina y el Caribe
en Scopus vs Web of Science (Coverage in Scopus vs. Web of Science of research produced in
Latin America and the Caribbean). Investigacién Bibliotecoldgica, 24(52), 13-27.
https://doi.org/10.22201/iibi.0187358xp.2010.52.27451

Singh, V. K., Singh, P., Karmakar, M., Leta, J., & Mayr, P. (2021). The journal coverage of Web
of Science, Scopus and Dimensions: A comparative analysis. Scientometrics, 126, 5113-
5142. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-021-03948-5

Tague-Sutcliffe, J. (1992). An introduction to informetrics. Information Processing &
Management, 28(1), 1-3. https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4573(92)90087-G

Traag, V. A., Waltman, L., & van Eck, N.]J. (2019). From Louvain to Leiden: guaranteeing well-
connected communities. Scientific Reports, 9, 5233. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-41695-z

Trabadela-Robles, J., Nufio-Moral, M. V., Guerrero-Bote, V., & De-Moya-Anegén, F. (2020).
Anélisis de dominios cientificos nacionales en Comunicacién (Scopus, 2003-2018)
(Analysis of national scientific domains in the Communication field (Scopus, 2003-2018)).
Profesional De La Informacién, 29(4), e290418. https://doi.org/10.3145/epi.2020.jul.18

Trepte, S. & Loths, L. (2020). National and gender diversity in communication: A content
analysis of six journals between 2006 and 2016. Annals of the International Communication
Association, 44(4), 289-311. https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2020.1804434

Walter, N., Cody, M., & Ball-Rokeach, J. (2018). The Ebb and Flow of communication research:
seven decades of publication trends and research priorities. Journal of Communication,
68(2), 424-440. https://doi.org/10.1093/joc/jqx015

Waisbord, S. (2014). United and fragmented: Communication and media studies in Latin
America. Journal of Latin American Communication Research, 4(1), 1-23.
https://journal.pubalaic.org/index.php/jlacr/article/view/61

Waisbord, S. (2019). Communication: A post-discipline. Polity Press.

Waisbord, S. (2023). Como enfrentar as desigualdades da academia global nos estudos de
comunicagdo?: colaboracdes, criticas e curiosidades (How to address the inequalities
of global academia in communication studies: collaboration, critique and curiosity).
MATRIZes, 17(3), 295-315. https://doi.org/10.11606/issn.1982-8160.v17i3p295-315

23



ABOUT THE AUTHOR

BERTRAN SALVADOR-MATA, Ph.D. in Communication, professor at the Universidad Pompeu Fabra,
and coordinator of the Communication Futures Chair. He is a member of the board of directors of the
Catalan Society of Communication (Institute of Catalan Studies) and the director of Comunicacié.
RevistadeRecercaid’Analisi. His research areas include the study of academic and scientific dynamics,

theintersection between artificialintelligence and journalism, media structures, and news avoidance.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0499-0350

24



