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Resumen

Este estudio investigo algunos aspectos de una red
cooperativa dirigida a la Psicologia Latinoamerica-
na. El estudio se basé en datos documentales dispo-
nibles para el publico. La red incluyd 262 investiga-
dores latinoamericanos y 38 de otros paises, puesto
que la red apoya investigadores de otros continentes
interesados en cooperar. Los datos investigados fue-
ron el pais de origen, el nivel educativo, la ocupa-
cion profesional, los intereses generales en cooperar
y las modalidades de cooperacion buscadas. En to-
tal, los miembros procedian de 23 paises, incluyen-
do 12 de Latinoamérica y 11 de otros continentes.
Los paises con el mayor niUmero de participantes
fueron Colombia, Brasil, Argentina, Chile y Per(. En
términos del nivel educativo se identificaron miem-
bros desde pregrado hasta PhD. La mayoria (n = 199)
reportd tener nivel de doctorado o maestria y la
mayoria (n = 203) son profesores o investigadores
en el nivel universitarios. Los intereses generales
de cooperacion se dividieron en cuatro grupos, de
los cuales los temas mas citados fueron salud, salud
mental y psicologia social. La forma de cooperacion
mas frecuentemente sefialada fue la participacion
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en grupos de investigacion latinoamericanos. Los datos se compararon con la literatura y se discu-
tieron las posibilidades para avanzar en la cooperacion.
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Abstract

This study investigated some aspects of a cooperative network aimed at Latin American Psycholo-
gy. The study was based on documental data available to the public. The network included 262 re-
searchers from Latin America and 38 from other countries, since the network supports researchers
from other continents interested in cooperation. The data investigated were the country of origin,
educational level and the professional occupation, general interests in cooperation and modalities
of cooperation sought. Altogether, members came from 23 countries, including 12 Latin American
and 11 countries from other continents. The countries with the largest number of participants were
Colombia, Brazil, Argentina, Chile and Peru. Regarding educational level, were identified from un-
dergraduates to PhDs. The majority (n = 199) had a doctorate or master degree and the majority
(n = 203) served as professor/researcher at the college level. The general interests of cooperation
were divided into four groups and health and mental health and Social Psychology were the most
cited topics. The form of cooperation cited more frequently was participation in Latin American
research group. The data are compared with the literature and possibilities for advancing coope-

ration are discussed.

Keywords: scientific cooperation; Latin America; Psychology

International cooperation is increasing in many
scientific fields (Bozeman & Corley, 2004; Kliegl
& Bates, 2011; Leydesdorff & Wagner, 2009; Wag-
ner, 2006; Gama & Velho, 2005). According to Katz
and Martin (1997), co-authorship is the basic uni-
ty to evaluate cooperation. This intensification is
also observed in Latin American science (Garcia,
Acevedo-Triana & Lopez-Lopez, 2014). Fernan-
dez, Gomez and Sebastian (1998) observed that
31.7 % of all scientific publications between 1991
and 1995 were coauthored; however, partnerships
with other Latin American countries were less fre-
quent than partnerships with European countries
and the USA. In Brasil, Vanz (2009) found that 30.3
% of the scientific papers published between 2004
and 2006 were based on international cooperation
and the main scientific partners were the USA,
France, Great Britain and Germany. This pattern of
cooperation may be related to the need for better
visibility, research quality or impact factors, what
becomes highly attractive for researchers within
institutions, universities or laboratories and may
contribute to improve their rating processes of

international recognition (Alzate-Medina, 2008;
Lopez-Lopez, Moya-Anegon, Acevedo-Triana, Gar-
cia & Silva, 2015).

Concerning Psychology, Kliegl & Bates (2011)
found a significant growth in the rate of interna-
tional coauthored papers in an investigation of
twelve main psychological journals between 1975
and 2007, which indicates the internationalization
of psychological research since the 1970, but with
an escalation starting in the 1990 (for a recent
production analysis see Garcia-Martinez, Guerre-
ro-Bote & Moya-Anegon, 2012). Considering the
Iberoamerican production in Psychology between
2005 and 2007, Lopez-Lopez, Garcia-Cepero, Agui-
lar-Bustamante, Silva & Aguado (2010) draw atten-
tion to the low level of international cooperation,
indicating that 92 % of the papers were not based
on international cooperation, and stressing the
urgency to advance both national and internatio-
nal cooperation. According to these authors, it is
difficult to establish and keep national and inter-
national cooperation networks in Latin America.
Lopez, Silva, Garcia-Cepero, Aguilar-Bustamante
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& Lopez (2011) analyzed Latin American journals
included in the Redalyc data base between 2005
and 2007 and also indicates the lack of coopera-
tion in Latin American Psychology. They affirm
that national and international cooperation for
investigations and joint publications in Latin Ame-
rican Psychology are still embryonic, reiterating
the need to create and enhance cooperation net-
works in the continent. The demand to an integra-
ted Latin American Psychology has been defended
by authors such as Koller, Sarriera & Silva (2008).
In a more recent review, which focused more on
the investigation field, authors found that the dis-
tribution of cooperation could be mediated by in-
dividual practice in each specific area, and as a
result humanities has lower cooperation rates in
Latin America compared to other regions (Salazar-
Acosta, Lucio-Arias, Lopez-Lopez & Aguado-Lo-
pez, 2013). This process differs from interests and
range of investigations in countries outside Latin
America (Garcia-Cepero, 2010).

Garcia, Oliveira & Nunes (2013) investigated per-
sonal networks and institutional participation for
scientific cooperation in the Latin American be-
havioral sciences. They found different forms and
processes of international scientific cooperation in
the continent. These authors highlight that coope-
ration was usually related to some kind of scienti-
fic relationship, and more than half of the authors
who had a joint publication had already worked
together as tutor and graduate student or both
had been colleagues in graduate courses. The op-
portunity to work together in the same institution
was also important during the cooperation period
among researchers and 55 % of them had visited
the partner’s institution during the investigation
for a month or longer. The most important part-
ners in these cooperation efforts were colleagues
who worked at the same institution or other at
Latin American organizations. The most impor-
tant institutions found in this investigation were
graduate courses and scientific associations.

Garcia, Acevedo-Triana & Lopez-Lopez (2014)
have also investigated scientific cooperation in
Latin American behavioral sciences based on
Psycinfo data from 2001 to 2010. They identified
528 publications in which coauthors were from at
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least two Latin American countries. Those with
the highest participation rate were Brasil, Mexi-
co, Argentina, Colombia, Chile and Peru. In order
to be considered in the sample, publications had
to be exclusively Latin American or could have
had co-authorship of researchers of one or more
countries from other continents. Based on this
documental investigation, the areas that showed
the largest number of joint publications were
Psychological Disorders and Physical Health, Men-
tal Health Treatment and Prevention, and Physio-
logical Psychology and Neuroscience (Garcia et
al., 2014). The authors discuss possible ways to
expand cooperation in Latin American Psychology.

International scientific cooperation has been
depicted as a communication network (Wagner,
2006) under the influence of sociocultural factors,
including economic, cultural, and organizational
aspects (Hwang, 2008). Wagner (2006) points out
the emergence of regional hubs of scientific coo-
peration. Other authors have discussed the limi-
tations and relevance of Latin American scientific
networks, though. Sartori & Pacheco (2006), for
instance, mention that Latin America displays an
incipient and heterogeneous scenario of research
networks despite the presence of more than 700
universities and research institutes in the region.
Moreover, most Latin American universities do not
elaborate institutional strategies for international
cooperation (Sebastian, 2003). The importance of
organizing and disseminating scientific knowledge
generated in developing countries, especially in
Psychology, is discussed by Sampaio (2009). The-
se findings do not follow some recommendations
in terms of visibility so that an increase in the
number of researches and institutions coauthoring
projects increase the likelihood of being cited and
create a higher chance of keeping cooperation
networks (Lopez-Lopez et al., 2015).

Literature on cooperation in Latin American
Psychology is limited at the moment. Some stu-
dies have indicated that cooperation is still little
(Chinchilla-Rodriguez, Vargas-Quesada, Hassan-
Montero, Gonzalez-Molina & Moya-Anegon, 2009;
Lopez-Lopez et al., 2015). However, the impor-
tance of research cooperation has already been
stressed by different authors, as well as its advan-
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tages to those who cooperate, such as visibility
and number of citations, as well as a mechanism
to neutralize potential methodological errors,
biases in analyses or openly fraudulent behaviors
(Acevedo-Triana, Lopez-Lopez, & Cardenas, 2014).
This paper aims at investigating research interests
of 300 investigators belonging to a scientific Latin
American Psychology network.

Method

Data already available at the International Scien-
tific Psychology Network was used for this docu-
mental investigation. A group of 300 members was
considered as the sample in order to obtain infor-
mation, which was later subject to content analy-
sis. Information obtained from members’ public
profiles included the country where the resear-
cher currently lived, so that it could be possible
to identify international participation. Members
were from different countries in Latin America as
well as from other continents. The second aspect
investigated was the member highest degree and
current position at the affiliated institution. These
were also available at the public profiles, which
made possible the participation of different pro-
fessionals with different educational levels in the
online network. Such data are also presented des-
criptively below and includes different categories.
Members also indicated general research interests
in their profiles, choosing one or more options
out of 22 available fields. Data are presented
quantitatively reflecting all the choices made by
members. Research interests could be described
in description box when filling the profile by mem-
bers and these data were subjected to thematic
content analysis. First, topics indicated by mem-
bers were separated and then were compared so
to organize thematic groups based on similarity.
Members indicated specific research interests in
different levels. Topics were quite diverse and
were used as criteria to find subgroups, which
were considered when at least five researchers
used the same topic based on similar descriptive
terms. When filling the box to provide information
about cooperation modality, network members

had also to indicate one or more options explai-
ning how they intended to cooperate with fellow
researchers. There were twelve alternatives and
members could specify as many options as they
wanted. Data concerning cooperation modality
are presented descriptively below as well.

Results

1. The Network: mission, actions and
types of members

The International Scientific Psychology Net-
work intention is to promote advances in Psycho-
logy in Spanish- and Portuguese-speaking coun-
tries through international scientific cooperation
among Spanish- and Portuguese-speaking re-
searchers as well as making it possible to con-
nect them with scholars all over the world. The
following basic actions are proposed to promote
international scientific cooperation: (a) identify
researchers and themes investigated by Spanish-
and Portuguese-speaking Psychology researchers,
(b) publicize research production and interests to
foster the visibility of Spanish- and Portuguese-
speaking scientific Psychology. Two types of mem-
bers compose the network: (1) spanish and por-
tuguese speaking members from any spanish and
portuguese speaking country who are actively en-
gaged in research in Psychology, including faculty
members, graduate and undergraduate students;
and, (2) international members from any country
and language orientation who are interested in
psychological research conducted in spanish and
portuguese speaking countries.

2. Countries

The 300 participants belonged to 23 countries in
different continents. Most participants were from
Latin America (262), whereas participants from
other continents were limited to 38. Data are
shown in tables 1 and 2 below.
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Table 1.
Members by country (Latin America).

Cooperacion en Latinoamerica: red cientifica de psicologia

Latin American Countries Members
Colombia 114
Brasil 52
Argentina 32
Mexico 27
Chile 14
Peru 9
Costa Rica 4
Puerto Rico 4
Paraguay 2
Venezuela 2
El Salvador 1
Guatemala 1
Honduras 1
Total 262
Table 2.

Members by country (outside Latin America).

Other Countries Members

Spain 15

USA

N
o

Portugal

Australia

Canada

Philippines

France

Greece

Italy

Turkey

Alalalalalalala N

United Kingdom

Total

w
oo

As indicated in table 1, members were from
twelve Latin American countries, mainly Colom-
bia, Brasil, Argentina, Mexico, Chile and Peru. As
shown in table 2, external members were from
eleven countries from other continents, mainly
Spain, USA, and Portugal.

3. Participants: Highest degree and
current position

The objective of the network is joining researchers
as well as graduate and undergraduate students
interested in research cooperation in Psychology.
Members had to indicate their educational level,
what is considered important to encourage diffe-
rent forms of cooperation. Their educational level
is described in table 3.

Table 3.
Educational level.

Educational level Participants (N)

Undergraduate student 17
Graduate student 36
Registered psychologist 33
Master 72
PhD or equivalent 127
specialist 1
No information available 4
Total 300

As seen in table 3, members have different edu-
cational levels, varying from undergraduate stu-
dents, graduate students, registered psycholo-
gists, specialists, masters and those with doctoral
degrees. The first aspect we would like to empha-
size is the high percentage of members with a
master’s or doctoral degree (n = 199), what co-
rresponds to almost two thirds of our sample.
Data indicate that most participants have previous
experience in research, obtained at least during
graduate courses. The participation of students
(both undergraduate and graduate) and registe-
red professionals or specialists also indicates that
cooperation is sought by different segments and
that this could result in different kinds of coope-
ration among network members. Table 4 indicates
participants’ occupation, except those who signed
their profiles as undergraduate or graduate stu-
dents.
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Table 4.
Professional occupation.

Occupation Participants (N)
College professor/researcher 203
Registered psychologist 34

Post doc fellow 2
Others

No reply

Total 247

These data indicate that most members are al-
ready a college professor and/or a researcher.
Those who are not in universities or research
centers are professionals working as registered
psychologists or in other positions. As mentioned
in table 4, data reveals that most members are
working at universities, indicating that research is
closely related to tertiary education institutions

and potential participation of graduate and un-
dergraduate students in research activities. Few
participants with a doctoral or master’s degree
did not inform being affiliated to a university.

4. General research interests

In order to generate cooperation among members
of the network, they are asked to describe their
general research interest when filling their profile.
Members could choose from a list with 22 options
used by the American Psychological Association
(APA) to describe different areas or publications
in Psychology to specify their interest. Members
could indicate as many terms as they wanted.
Analysis showed that all 300 members indicated a
total of 1270 terms within the 22 areas considered
(see table 5 below), what means that each one
indicated about four items in average.

Table 5.

General research interests.

General psychology 99
Psychometrics and statistics and methodology 81
Human experimental psychology 59
Animal experimental and comparative psychology 29
Physiological psychology and neuroscience 73
Psychology and the humanities 80
Communication systems 26
Developmental psychology 80
Social processes and social issues 81
Social psychology 116
Personality psychology 54
Psychological and physical disorders 44
Health and mental health treatment and prevention 118
Professional psychological and health personnel issues 39
Educational psychology 93
Industrial and organizational psychology 55
Sport psychology and leisure 17
Military psychology 19
Consumer psychology 26
Engineering and environmental psychology 21
Intelligent systems 21
Forensic psychology and legal issues 39
Total 1270
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The general research interests have been divi-
ded into four groups, according to the number of
citations members made in their profiles. In the
first group (between 91 and 120 indications), the
areas were Health and mental health treatment
and prevention (118), social psychology (116), ge-
neral psychology (99), and educational psycholo-
gy (93). In the second group (between 61 and 90
indications), the topics are: Psychometrics and
statistics and methodology (81), social processes
and social issues (81), psychology and the huma-
nities (80), developmental psychology (80), phy-
siological psychology and neuroscience (73). In
the third group (between 31 and 60 indications),
we have the following areas: Human experimen-
tal psychology (59), industrial and organizatio-
nal psychology (55), personality psychology (54),
psychological and physical disorders (44), profes-
sional psychological and health personnel issues
(39), forensic psychology and legal issues (39). In
the fourth group (below 30 indications), we have
seven areas: animal experimental and comparati-
ve psychology (29), communication systems (26),
consumer psychology (26), engineering and en-
vironmental psychology (21), intelligent systems
(21), military psychology (19), and sport psycholo-
gy and leisure (17). These data indicate that the

Table 6.
Cooperation modality.

Cooperacion en Latinoamerica: red cientifica de psicologia

network members have research interests related
to all areas considered by the APA.

5. Modality of cooperation

Network members had different options to best
describe the kind of cooperation they were looking
for. There were items related strictly to research
cooperation (full research partners and assistant
research partners), and other items related to con-
ference organization (conference organization part-
ners), graduate education (graduate education de-
velopment partners), networking (participation in a
Latin American Research Group). Moreover, seven
items related to mentoring, including potential can-
didates and supervisors (I am a professor looking for
undergraduate students; | am a professor looking
for Ph. D. program candidates; | am a professor loo-
king for master’s program students; | am a student
looking for a master’s program advisor; | am a stu-
dent looking for a Ph. D. program advisor) could be
used to describe the kind of cooperation intended.
Members looking for postdoctoral opportunities
have also been considered for analysis (I am a can-
didate looking for a supervisor and | am a supervi-
sor looking for a candidate). Data on the modality
of cooperation sought is available in table 6 below.

N %
Full research partners 164 54.7
Assistant research partners 96 32.0
Conference organization partners 114 38.0
Graduate education development partners 61 20.3
Participation in a Latin American research group 207 69.0
Mentoring (I am a professor looking for undergraduate students) 42 14.0
Mentoring (I am a professor looking for Ph. D. program candidates) 43 14.3
Mentoring (I am a professor looking for master’s program students) 43 14.3
Mentoring (I am a student looking for a master’s program advisor) 13 4.3
Mentoring (I am a student looking for a Ph. D. program advisor) 25 8.3
Postdoctoral opportunity (I am a candidate looking for a supervisor) 30 10.0
Postdoctoral opportunity (I am a supervisor looking for a candidate) 13 4.3
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“Participation in a Latin American Research
Group” (n = 207, 69.0 %) obtained the highest sco-
re. Members looking for full research partners (n
= 164, 54.7 %) were the second most frequent mo-
dality. The importance attributed to “Conference
Organization Partners’ (n = 114, 38.0 %) was also
considered high in profiles analyzed. A total of
61 members (20.3 %) were looking for ‘Graduate
Education Development Partners”. “Mentoring” is
another group of scientific activities highly consi-
dered by members. Several possibilities of mento-
ring descriptions are available for both professors
and students. In sum, all alternatives were indica-
ted by members, what suggests that all levels of
cooperation should be considered.

Discussion

The most important countries in cooperation
efforts through this network were Colombia,
Brasil, Argentina, Mexico, Chile and Peru, res-
pectively. Similar results were found by Garcia,
Acevedo-Triana, & Lopez-Lopez (2014). Consi-
dering countries from other continents, Garcia,
Acevedo-Triana, & Lopez-Lopez (2014) observed
that the most important countries cooperating
with at least two Latin American countries were
the USA, Spain and the United Kingdom. In the
present investigation, data also suggested Spain
and the USA as the two most important countries,
and Portugal was the third most representative
one, though. Nevertheless, data suggests that the
same trends to cooperate inside the American
continent or inside Iberoamerica were present
(Lopez-Lopez et al., 2015).

Data on educational level indicated that most re-
searchers held a Ph. D. or a master’s degree (199),
but also included those pursuing such degrees
(36), certified specialists, registered psychologists
and undergraduate students. Garcia, Oliveira &
Nunes (2013) had pointed that most authors who
had published a paper in co-authorship had some
kind of previous relationship with his/her scienti-
fic partner, such as supervisor-graduate student.
Thus, the investigated network seems to featu-
re some similar patterns observed in coauthored
cooperative papers. This data also indicates the

importance of graduate courses for cooperative
efforts. Bearing in mind general research interests
in profiles, all areas considered by the APA were
indicated at least 17 times (e.g. Sport Psychology
and Leisure).

Data obtained in this investigation is quite di-
fferent to those obtained by Garcia et al. (2014)
concerning the distribution of general research
interests. Some differences could be explained by
the inclusion of areas such as Neurosciences, Nur-
sing, and Psychiatry in the Psycinfo database, and,
therefore, a greater number of papers related to
psychological and physical disorders, and health
and mental health treatment and prevention. ge-
neral psychology, social psychology and psycho-
logy and the humanities are the areas with more
interest declared among the network members.
Data also revealed that there is an interest to
cooperate in different areas and that coauthored
papers from different investigation areas could be
expected in the future as a result of interaction
among members.

Although specific research interests are more
diverse, they would more likely generate coope-
ration. Hence, some subareas or specific topics
cited five times or more are possibly those from
which some kind of cooperation could rise, as it
is the case of history of psychology, neuropsycho-
logy, gender studies, positive psychology, cultural
and cross cultural psychology, cognition and lear-
ning, community psychology, drug addiction, and
so forth.

Considering the modality of cooperation, partici-
pation in a Latin American Research Group (n =
207, 69.0 %) obtained the highest score. We eva-
luate the interest in participating in Latin Ameri-
can research groups as a networking phenomenon
and also as the need to more collective coopera-
tion efforts in Psychology. Even though the parti-
cipation in research groups was informed by 207
members, groups formed in the network are few
yet. We suppose that a next stage in the develop-
ment of cooperative research in Latin America (or
involving Latin American researchers) should be
the development of thematic groups within the
network.
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Most members were seeking full research
partners (n = 164, 54.7 %). In this sample, it is
clear that traditional research activities are es-
sential. Another possibility chosen was searching
for assistant research partners (n = 96, 32.0 %).
We considered that the objective is fundamentally
scientific in both cases. It is interesting to note
that searching full research partners is more fre-
quent than trying to find assistant research part-
ners, though. We could suppose that the network
members are more interested in egalitarian coo-
peration, in which both investigators share similar
roles than in a more asymmetrical collaborative
effort in which an assistant would possibly contri-
bute to the main researcher’s project.

Surprisingly, conference organization partners
are attributed great importance (n = 114, 38.0 %).
Conferences are more related to the product of
investigations rather than previous categories,
which were more related to the process of scienti-
fic production. Nonetheless, it indicates that coo-
peration is not restricted to the research process,
since other activities related to science are also
mentioned by a number of participants.

Another activity related to scientific investiga-
tion is graduate education. A total of 61 mem-
bers (20.3 %) were looking for Graduate Education
Development Partners. This is another indicator
that those looking for cooperation in scientific ac-
tivities may also be interested in cooperation in
related areas such as graduate education. If we
consider conference organization as a posterior
stage of scientific activity, we could consider gra-
duate education as a prerequisite for researches
and even the participation of a fair number of in-
vestigators.

Mentoring is another aspect of scientific activity
and several possibilities of mentoring have been
studied, from both professors’ and students’ pers-
pectives. In three cases, mentoring was considered
from the standpoint of mentors. In this case, they
were mentors looking for undergraduate students
(n = 42, 14.0 %), for Ph. D. program candidates (n
= 43, 14.3 %) and Master’s Program students (n =
43, 14.3 %). Numbers were quite similar, indicating
that all three levels are considered important for

Cooperacion en Latinoamerica: red cientifica de psicologia

research activity. There was a smaller number of
students looking for advisors in two levels: Master’s
Program Advisor (n = 13; 4.3 %) and Ph. D. program
advisor (n = 25, 8.3 %). This possibly is related to li-
mited number of students in the network. Conside-
ring postdoctoral opportunities, it was more usual
to find candidates looking for supervisors (n = 30,
10.0 %) than the opposite, i.e. supervisors looking
for candidates (n = 13, 4.3 %). Both cases occurred,
indicating that this should be considered in efforts
to develop cooperative research in Latin Ameri-
can Psychology. In sum, all mentoring alternatives
were indicated, what suggests that all levels of
cooperation may be considered by members.

Conclusion

Although cooperation in Latin American Psycholo-
gy has been considered little by several authors,
the analysis of this Latin American research net-
work indicates a real potential to develop colla-
borative research in the continent. Data also indi-
cated that there is a wide interest in all research
areas, what suggests the emergence of more di-
versified cooperative investigation in future.
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