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This work makes original contributions to the debate surrounding academic production in 

Latin America, using a comparative approach to examine academic output within CONICET 

and CNPq. It successfully advances the discussion by highlighting elements of convergence 

and divergence between these two contexts. However, there are two aspects that could be 

improved:  ​
a) The Bourdieusian analysis is proposed but only partially executed, as there is little 

emphasis on the symbolic struggles at play and limited references to Bourdieu’s own work;  ​
b) Greater investment in the literature (especially Brazilian) that addresses concrete cases 

related to the production logics of CNPq researchers would be beneficial. For instance, works 

such as  "As lógicas da Produção acadêmica de bolsistas de Produtividade em Pesquisa do 

CNPq da área de sociologia" (2024) could provide valuable insights.  ​
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