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Abstract 
Background. Over the last few decades, capoeira has been highlighted as one of the most fascinating human activities. Parallel to 
the growing number of practitioners worldwide, capoeira has increasingly been the focus of academic concerns, particularly in 
university contexts. 
Problem and aim. This study aimed to identify how capoeira has been addressed academically. For this purpose, it sought to develop 
a bibliometric analysis of published articles on capoeira over the last decade.  
Material and methods. 353 articles written in the Portuguese, English, Spanish and French languages were identified in the Pubmed 
(n = 27), Web of Science (n = 176), and Scopus (n = 150) databases, from 2010 to 2020, using the word “capoeira”. After that, 227 
articles were removed because they were repeated, with unavailable access or dealt with another matter, resulting in 126 records 
for analysis. They were analysed based on the relative frequency of occurrences considering: (i) area of knowledge, (ii) authorship, 
(iii) type of research, and (iv) journal.  
Results. The articles on capoeira belonged in the disciplines of Social Sciences, Life Sciences and Biomedicine, and Arts and Human-
ities. The most frequent subareas were Sport Science, Education Educational Research, Hospitality Leisure Sport Tourism, and 
Social Sciences Interdisciplinary.  The main journals were :  Movimento, Archives of Budo, Ido Movement for Culture, Revista de 
Artes Marciales Asiaticas, and Periferia. Qualitative research was the method most utilised. Furthermore, most articles were pub-
lished in co-authorship, which involved authors from different institutions from the same and different countries. 
Conclusions. These findings contribute  to clarifying the state of research into the set of capoeira and as an important step for the 
researcher to raise questions, select research methods and define publication targets. 
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Introduction

Capoeira refers to a Brazilian game, also recognized 
as a martial art, in which two individuals interact in 
opposition through attack, defense, and counter-attack 

movements that include kicks, sweeps, dodges, threats, 
feints, swings, jumps and acrobatics. This opposition 
develops constrained by individuals who surround it 
by singing and playing instruments. It is the ways of 
playing an instrument called berimbau and chants that 
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determine the form and purpose in which individuals 
oppose, characterizing the capoeira as fight, play, dance 
or art [Areias 1983; Miranda 2012; Rosa 2012; Lipiainen 
2015]. For instance, the fight occurs when individuals 
seek to win; the play emerges when an individual con-
stantly seeks to deceive the other, leading him/her to 
perceive a situation when, in truth, it is another one; art/
dance arises when the opposition is placed in the back-
ground, giving way to beauty and spectacle. 

There is still a lot of uncertainty about the origin 
of the capoeira in Brazil, mainly due to the lack of doc-
umentation on the subject [Campos 2001; Assuncao 
2005; Dettmann 2013; Capoeira 2015]. However, some 
hypotheses have been developed suggesting that: (i) it 
was created by quilombolas (runaway slaves who lived 
in communities called quilombos) in the Brazilian colo-
nial period (1530-1822), as they did not have sufficient 
military resources to oppose the Portuguese empire. The 
quilombolas would have developed the capoeira based 
on the movements of animals and the structures of the 
dances and combat games they brought from Africa 
[Areias 1983; Campos 2001]. The etymology of the word 
capoeira is inserted in this context, since it referred to 
a type of undergrowth existing in the place where the 
runaway slaves practiced capoeira and to a bird named 
Uru (Odontophorus capueira) which, during the rite of 
struggle, female performs movements that were mim-
icked in capoeira [Areias 1983; Silva 2002]; (ii) on the 
other hand, capoeira would have emerged in the first 
half of the 19th century as a predominantly urban phe-
nomenon. The urban slaves had some social mobility 
that allowed them a certain autonomy, which would have 
been essential for the interaction with other slaves and, 
consequently, the development of the capoeira [Assun-
cao 2005; Brasil 2007; Soares 2008; Lussac, Tubino 2009; 
Silva, Vasconcelos 2014; Assuncao 2019].

The status of the capoeira has evolved from the 
beginning of the last century, from an activity practiced 
by marginalized people to its recognition as cultural her-
itage [Fonseca, Vieira 2014; Correa, Walter 2016]. Over 
the last few decades, its polysemic and polymorphic 
characteristics have increasingly highlighted the capoe-
ira as one of the fascinating human activities [Assuncao 
2005; Ugolotti 2015; Correa, Walter 2016]. It has been 
practiced in more than 100 countries on five continents, 
in different contexts (e.g., schools, gyms, leisure areas, 
and official competitions) and by individuals of differ-
ent ages, needs, and expectations (e.g., children, athletes 
and disabled people) [Jasinski 2008; Burt, Butler 2011; 
Aceti 2013; Correa, Walter 2016; Mocarzel 2016; Jordan 
et al. 2019; Teixeira, Mota 2018].

Interestingly, parallel to the growing number of 
practitioners worldwide, capoeira has increasingly been 
the focus of academic concerns, particularly in univer-
sity contexts [Campos 2001; Silva 2002; Brito et al. 2018; 
Assuncao 2019; Lima, Brasileiro 2020]. This study aimed 

to identify how capoeira has been addressed academi-
cally. For this purpose, it sought to develop a bibliometric 
analysis of the published articles on capoeira over the 
last decade. This refers to a method of quantitative anal-
ysis that has emerged as a reliable way for investigating 
the trends during the scientific research development 
[Pendlebury 2008; Salini 2016]. 

A bibliometric analysis was chosen because it allows 
for identifying trends in the evolution of knowledge, esti-
mating the coverage of scientific journals, identifying the 
most productive authors and institutions, investigating 
relationships between disciplines and areas of knowl-
edge, and evaluating scientific production [Stork, Astrin 
2014]. In addition, it makes possible the establishment 
of inclusion and exclusion of criteria for (i) accessing 
the availability of specific data, (ii) choosing publication 
types, a field and time frame, (iii) deciding on the type 
of measure to use as numerical dependent variable, and 
(iv) filtering and comparative data analysis [Pendlebury 
2008]. In recent years, this method has been used to 
identify trends in studies on various martial arts or com-
bat sports such as jiu-jitsu [Perez-Gutierrez et al. 2021], 
judo [Peset et al. 2013], taekwondo [Perez-Gutierrez et 
al. 2015], boxing, fencing, and wrestling [Franchini et al. 
2018], to name a few. For instance, a study by Perez-Gut-
ierrez et al. [2015] developed a bibliometric analysis of 
one-hundred-seventy-six articles on taekwondo pub-
lished from 1989 to 2013 in journals indexed in the Web 
of Science. They revealed that the highest percentage of 
articles were published in the sport sciences area; Willy 
Pieter was the main author; South Korea, the United 
States of America and Turkey were the countries that 
produced the most articles; and Journal of Strength and 
Conditioning Research was the journal that published 
the majority of taekwondo articles.

Notwithstanding the importance of the knowledge 
from books and chapters of books, this study focused on 
articles because, in addition to their importance, they 
made it easier to access publications. Obviously, this 
procedure limited the conclusions to publications of 
articles. Finally, there is no doubt that many important 
works have been published since the first half of the last 
century [e.g., see those seminals by Marinho (1945) and 
Pastinha (1964)]. However, the aim of the present study 
was not to highlight the important authors or publica-
tions on capoeira, but to contribute to the understanding 
of how it has been addressed in the scientific literature by 
considering the foregoing increasing of academic inter-
est. For this reason, this bibliometric analysis considered 
the articles published in the last ten years as a sample 
that allowed enough data to characterize the publication 
tendencies on capoeira by answering the following ques-
tions: how many and which journals have the articles 
about capoeira published? What is the distribution of 
these journals in terms of areas of knowledge? Who are 
the authors that publish about capoeira, and where are 
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they from? In addition, a content analysis of the types 
of research allowed its bibliometric analysis. 

Method

Data collection
The identification, screening, eligibility and inclusion 
processes were based on Pendlebury’s (2008) rules for 
bibliometric analysis (Figure 1). The first phase involved 
identifying articles in specific databases (Pubmed, Web 
of Science and Scopus) using the word “capoeira”. It is 
an unambiguous term about the phenomena of combat 
sports and martial arts, and it is easily retrieved from 
databases (Perez-Gutierrez et al. 2011). For this pur-
pose, searches considered articles written in Portuguese, 
English, Spanish, and French languages, from 2010 to 
2020. Then, the articles’ titles and abstracts were ana-
lysed in the screening phase. Here, the articles whose 
access was not available were excluded, and those in 
more than one database were also removed in order to 
remain just one.

Fig. 1. Flow chart summarizing the data collection procedures.

In the third phase, eligibility criteria for the arti-
cles were defined. In this case, all articles were read, and 
those not about capoeira itself were removed. In this case, 
although the word capoeira appeared in some parts of 
the text, it did not refer to the phenomenon under anal-
ysis. For example, although the word capoeira is in the 
article “Parkour as acrobatics: an existential phenome-
nological study of movement in parkour”, the latter is 

the focus and not capoeira. Finally, the resulting articles 
were considered for analysis.

Therefore, to be included an article should have 
capoeira or one of its dimensions (e.g., art, dance, com-
bat sport, martial art) as the main focus of study. On the 
other hand, articles that (i) did not address capoeira as 
the main focus of study/analysis, (ii) were inaccessible, 
or (iii) referred to capoeira as another phenomenon (e.g., 
grass-capoeira) were excluded.

In summary, 353 articles were obtained from the 
initial identification (Scopus = 150; Web of Science = 176; 
Pubmed = 27). The screening allowed identifying 217 
repeated articles and 2 others with unavailable access. 
Finally, based on the eligibility criteria 8 articles were 
removed, resulting in 126 records for analysis. Figure 
1 presents a flow chart summarizing these procedures.

Data analyses
The articles were analysed based on the relative frequency of 
occurrences considering: (i) area of knowledge, (ii) author-
ship, (iii) type of research, and (iv) journal. These variables 
were also analysed regarding distribution over the years.

The Web of Science’s research areas were utilized for 
the classification of the areas of knowledge (https://images.
webofknowledge.com/images/help/WOS/hp_research_
areas_easca.html; accessed on 04/15/2022). They are: (1) 
Arts & Humanities, (2) Life Sciences & Biomedicine, (3) 
Physical Sciences, (4) Social Sciences, and (5) Technology. 
In addition, given the complex nature of these areas, the 
articles were also classified according to their subarea of 
knowledge. The foregoing database provides 153 subareas 
of knowledge by considering the following distribution: 
Arts & Humanities (n = 14), Life Sciences & Biomedicine 
(n = 76), Physical Sciences (n = 17), Social Sciences (n = 
25), and Technology (n = 21). It is important to highlight 
that some articles were classified in more than one area. 
For example, an article by Hedegard (2013) was classified 
in the areas of Social Sciences and Arts & Humanities; 
Levin (2016) was classified in the areas of Life Sciences & 
Biomedicine and Social Sciences. In this case, both areas 
were registered. Still, for some articles the Web of Science 
database identified a subarea that did not belong to any of 
the areas listed. This was the case of the Hospitality Lei-
sure Sport Tourism subarea.  

The authorship was analyzed in relation to the num-
ber of authors per article, collaboration between authors 
from different institutions in the same and different coun-
tries, and main authors and their origins.

Regarding the types of scientific research, they were 
[Ader, Mellenbergh 2000; Thomas et al. 2015]: histori-
cal, philosophical, synthesis, descriptive, experimental 
and quasi-experimental, qualitative, surveys, epidemi-
ological, and mixed-methods research.

Finally, five articles were randomly selected for rea-
nalysing in order to verify the intra- and inter-analyzer 
reliability. This procedure involved two analysers (experi-



78  “Ido Movement for Culture Journal of Martial Arts Anthropology”, Vol. 24, no. 2 (2024)

enced capoeiristas and academics, one being a professor 
at a local university) and the results indicated a strong 
positive correlation (r = 0.89 and r = 0.83, respectively) 
[Levin et al. 2012].

Results

Regarding the areas of knowledge, the results showed 
that the articles on capoeira belonged to Social Sciences 
(44%), Life Sciences and Biomedicine (34%), and Arts 
and Humanities (22%) (Figure 2A). Results also showed 
that, although there was a hierarchy among these areas, 
all of them showed an increasing trend in the relative 
number of publications over the years (Figure 2B).

Thirty-nine subareas of knowledge were identi-
fied relative to the published papers. From them, those 
most frequent were Sport Sciences (21%), Education 
Educational Research (19%), Hospitality Leisure Sport 
Tourism (15%), and Social Sciences Interdisciplinary 
(11%) (Figure 3). It is interesting to note that the rel-
ative frequencies of publication in these subareas have 
decreased in the last years, giving way to an increase in 
other sub-areas (e.g., History, Humanities Multidisci-
plinary, Theater, and Anthropology) (Table 1).

The articles about capoeira were published in 100 
journals. Among them, the following journals presented 

the highest relative frequencies: Movimento (6%), Archives 
of Budo (5%), Ido Movement for Culture and Revista de 
Artes Marciales Asiaticas (4%), Periferia	 (3%), Jour-
nal of Exercise Physiology, Loisir et Societe/Society and 
Leisure, Nuances-Estudos sobre Educacao, Patrimonio e 
Memoria, Qualitative Research, Revista Inclusiones, Sport, 
Education and Society, Staps, Sciences et Techniques des 
Activites Physiques et Sportives and Urdimento-Revista 
de Estudos em Artes Cenicas (2%). The other journals 
obtained 1% of publications (Figure 4).

Fig. 3. Distribution of articles by subareas of knowledge.

In relation to the types of research, Figure 5 shows 
that the qualitative one was the main methodological 
trend with 52% of articles. It is also interesting to note 
that the second-largest type of research (descriptive) 

Fig. 2. Distribution of articles by area of knowledge.

Table 1. Distribution of articles by subarea of knowledge and year.
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Sport Sciences 1.7 0.0 0.9 2.6 2.6 2.6 2.6 3.4 2.6 1.7 0.0
Education Educational Research 1.7 0.9 0.0 0.9 1.7 2.6 1.7 0.0 4.3 2.6 2.6
Hospitality Leisure Sport Tourism 0.9 0.0 0.0 1.7 2.6 1.7 1.7 2.6 0.0 2.6 0.9
Social Sciences Interdisciplinary 1.7 0.9 0.0 0.9 1.7 1.7 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.0
Sociology 0.0 0.0 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0
History 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.9 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.9 1.7
Humanities Multidisciplinary 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.9 1.7 1.7
Music 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.9
Anthropology 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9
Theater 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.7
Public Environ. Occup. Health 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.9
Psychology Multidisciplinary 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9
Environmental Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9
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obtained less than a third of qualitative research (17%). 
However, this latter was the type of research with the 
clearest growth tendency over the years (Figure 5B). 

Fig. 4. Distribution of articles by journal.

Regarding authorship, it was composed by two hun-
dred and sixty authors. The results showed that articles 

on capoeira involved from one to ten authors. In terms 
of a specific number of authors per article, figure 6A 
shows that those most frequent were with one author 
(39%) followed by articles published with 3 (23%) and 
2 (19%) authors. Therefore, although the percentage 
number of articles with one author stands out from the 
others, the results show that most of them were pub-
lished with more than one author (61%).

Considering articles published with more than one 
author, the results revealed that most of them (61%) 
involved authors from different institutions (Figure 6B). 
Specifically, 39% of co-authored articles involved authors 
from the same institution; in 14% of the articles the 
authors belonged to different institutions in the same 
country; and, in 47% the authors belonged to institu-
tions from different countries. 

Results also showed that authors were from 17 coun-
tries (Figure 6C). Most authors were from Brazil (55%), 

Fig. 5. Distribution of articles by type of research.

Fig. 6. Distribution of articles in relation to authorship.
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which was followed by less than a third by authors from 
the United States of America (11%), the United Kingdom 
(9%) and Australia (8%). It was also revealed that the num-
ber of articles per author varied from 1 to 4. As Figure 6D 
shows, 86% of authors published 1 article, 9% published 2 
articles, 5% published 3 articles and 1% published 4 arti-
cles. Table 2 presents the main authors in terms of number 
of articles. It shows that Neil Stephens (Cardiff School of 
Social Sciences, United Kingdom) and Sergio Moreira 
(Federal University of Vale do Sao Francisco, Brazil) are 
those with the highest number of articles.

Table 2. Authors who published the most articles on capoeira.
Author 4 Articles 3 Articles

Neil Stephens, Cardiff School of 
Social Sciences, United Kingdom X

Sergio Moreira, Federal University of 
Vale do Sao Francisco, Brazil X

Ana Rosa Jaqueira, University of 
Coimbra, Portugal X

Benjamin K Weeks, Griffith 
University, Australia X

Diego P. Jeronimo, Campinas State 
University, Brazil X

Fabiano F. da Silva, Instituto Federal 
de Educacao, Ciencia e Tecnologia, 
Brazil

X

Greg Downey, Macquarie University, 
Brazil X

Landulfo S. Junior, Universidade 
Camilo Castelo Branco, Brazil X

Renato Souza, Instituto Federal de 
Educacao, Ciencia e Tecnologia, 
Brazil

X

Robison P. Costa, Instituto Federal 
de Educacao, Ciencia e Tecnologia, 
Brazil

X

Sara Delamont, Cardiff University, 
United Kingdom X

Sergio Gonzalez Varela, Universidad 
Autonoma de San Luis Potosi, 
Mexico

X

Wellington Carvalho, Instituto 
Federal de Educacao, Ciencia e 
Tecnologia, Brazil

X

Alfredo A Teixeira-Araujo, Federal 
University of Vale do Sao Francisco, 
Brazil

X

Discussion

In general, scientific journals are born from the need for 
discussion, reflection, organization, and dissemination 
of knowledge about a given phenomenon. Furthermore, 
they reflect the concepts and methods adopted by differ-
ent scientific communities. Historically, the phenomena 
have been grouped into categories that reflect their nature 
or specificity, called areas of knowledge. Analyzing the 

articles by areas of knowledge, it was found that the Social 
Sciences were that with the largest number of articles. 
It may be that the different sociocultural meanings that 
have emerged throughout the development of capoeira, 
as well as the social implications of its practice, consti-
tuted the main recent focuses of researchers [e.g., Joseph 
2012; Rosa 2012; Varela, Gonzalez 2013; Wulfhorst et al. 
2014; Lipiainen 2015; Mom et al. 2019]. 

However, it is important to note that studies devel-
oped under the Life Sciences and Biomedicine and Arts 
and Humanities areas also showed a tendency of increas-
ing over the years. One could say this has occurred 
because of the polysemic and polymorphic character-
istics of the capoeira [Correa, Walter 2016]. In this case, 
one might think that the researchers have also been 
increasingly concerned with understanding capoeira 
from its different dimensions, implications, and contexts. 

It is also interesting to note the subarea with the 
highest number of articles did not belong to Social 
Sciences. According to the Web of Science categoriza-
tion, Sport Sciences subarea belongs to Life Sciences 
and Biomedicine. This finding is similar to the trends 
of studies on jiu jitsu [Perez-Gutierrez et al. 2021] and 
taekwondo [Perez-Gutierrez et al. 2015], which showed 
a significant number of publications in journals related 
to Sport Sciences. Perhaps this is related to the growth of 
capoeira in the sporting dimension as well. In addition 
to being recognized as a martial art, capoeira has been 
practiced as a competitive sport linked to official insti-
tutions (e.g., World Capoeira Federation; International 
Federation of Capoeira), whose objectives involve trans-
forming it into an Olympic sport [Correa, Walter 2016]. 

There was also a similar number of articles in the 
Education Educational Research subarea, with a notice-
able increase in the number of publications over the 
years. This may have resulted from the growing pres-
ence of capoeira in the school environments [Nogueira 
et al. 2014; Radicchi et al. 2019; Abma et al. 2020]. In 
fact, the pedagogical dimension has been focused on 
since the first publications on capoeira, mainly by the 
propositions of gymnastic methods [Marinho 1945]. 

The observed tendency of diminishing of the num-
ber of articles in these subareas in the last year may 
reflect the foregoing growing focus on other dimen-
sions of capoeira. For instance, the fact of articles in the 
Theater subarea to have increased in the last few years 
may signify that attention has been paid on capoeira’s 
dimensions of art/dance and spectacle. This can occur 
by focusing on the Angola game that involves tradition, 
memory, playfulness, malice and trickery; Amazonas 
and the Samba de Roda that involve dance, exhibition, 
beauty and party; or the Iuna with an emphasis on con-
centration, death, fusion and recreation from all other 
games [Areias 1983].

Regarding the type of research, it was found that 
qualitative research clearly increased over the years, 
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which was also the most used type. This is probably 
because field observations, case studies, ethnography 
or narrative accounts are methods present in studies of 
subareas of different areas of knowledge as Anthropology 
[Downey 2010], Development Studies [Kraft, Prythercch 
2016], Environmental Sciences and Public Environmen-
tal Occupational Health [Abma 2020], History [Siqueira, 
Zanirato 2019], and Sport Sciences [Jordan et al. 2019].

The results also showed that articles on capoeira 
were published in a significant number of journals: one 
hundred. Despite this diversity, the journals with the 
most publications can be classified into two main groups: 
journals specific to martial arts/combat sports (Archives 
of Budo, Ido Movement for Culture, and Revista de Artes 
Marciales Asiaticas) and Brazilian sociocultural-oriented 
journals (Movimento and Periferia). It seems reasonable 
to think that this may be related to the fact that capoeira 
has been recognized as a martial art [Silva 2002; Assun-
cao 2005;] and to its intrinsic relationship with Brazilian 
political and social development [Mello 1996], respec-
tively. It is important to highlight that these martial arts/
combat sports-oriented journals are among those with a 
significant number of publications on other martial arts 
[Perez-Gutierrez et al. 2015, 2021].

There was also a diversity of authors. There were 
260 authors from 17 countries from Europe (United 
Kingdom, Poland, Portugal, Germany, France, Nether-
lands, Spain, Finland, and Switzerland), North America 
(United States of America, Mexico, and Canada), South 
America (Brazil, Colombia, and Chile), and Oceania 
(Australia and New Zeland). This may reflect the recog-
nition of capoeira as an intangible heritage of humanity 
by UNESCO or as a cultural heritage of humanity [Lus-
sac, Tubino 2009; Correa, Walter 2016]. 

Despite this diversity, most authors are Brazilian, 
which may be related to the sociocultural value that 
capoeira has for Brazilians. Although there are several 
gaps about the origin of capoeira, there seems to be a 
certain consensus that it is a Brazilian cultural man-
ifestation, whose role has been mainly significant in 
Brazil’s political and social history throughout the twen-
tieth century [Capoeira 2015]. It is interesting to note 
that the Brazilians are among the authors that  publish 
most. Other authors in this category are from United 
Kingdom, Portugal, Australia, and Mexico. It is also 
interesting to note that despite some hypotheses about 
the African influence on capoeira [Assuncao 2005], no 
author linked to a research institution on the African 
continent was found in our research.

It appears that studies on capoeira present the scientific 
tendency of collaboration through co-authorship [Woolley 
et al. 2015; Haddow et al. 2017]. It was verified there were 
co-authorship involving authors from the same institution 
(e.g., universities), different institutions in the same country, 
and mainly institutions from different countries. As stated 
by Perez-Gutierrez et al. [2015], collaboration refers to the 

interactions between authors who might work together 
or not. On the one hand, these collaborations can have 
occurred because researchers seek help or contributions 
from their peers to build their knowledge. One could say 
that this is a basic procedure of the scientific enterprise. On 
the other hand, such collaborations may happen in search of 
increasing of number of citations, productivity, and impact 
[Haddow et al. 2017]. These results are like those of studies 
on other martial arts (e.g., jiu jitsu and taekwondo), which 
showed tendencies of publications involving collaborations 
[Perez-Gutierrez et al. 2015, 2021].

In conclusion, as with any complex phenomenon 
the comprehension of capoeira demands investigations 
at different levels of analysis (e.g., from biochemical to 
sociocultural), methods (e.g., qualitative and quantitative) 
and theoretical backgrounds. Our findings contribute not 
only by showing the main research trends as a scenario 
composed by areas and subareas of knowledge, types of 
research, journals, and authorship characteristics, but 
for clarifying the research state of the art on the capoeira 
as an important step for a researcher to raise questions, 
select research methods and define the publication tar-
get. There seems to be some recognition on the part of 
the scientific community about the value of publications 
in the form of an article, mainly because it involves peer 
review and easier accessibility. However, this is not the only 
way to publish and access knowledge. In fact, over the last 
few years the quality of publications of books and book 
chapters has been increasingly valued by the academic 
community, including in the elaboration of rankings of 
scientific publishers for the evaluation of scientific pro-
duction [Ugrinowitsch et al. 2021]. Based on the above, 
it can be thought that not having analyzed the publica-
tions of books and book chapters can be characterized as 
a limitation to be considered in future studies.
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Trendy w badaniach nad capoeirą: analiza  
bibliometryczna

Słowa kluczowe: capoeira, sztuka walki, obszar wiedzy, pro-
dukcja naukowa, artykuł 

Streszczenie. 
Wprowadzenie. W ciągu ostatnich kilku dekad capoe-
ira stała się jedną z ciekawszych sportowych aktywności. 
Równolegle do rosnącej liczby adeptów na całym świecie, 
capoeira jest coraz częściej przedmiotem zainteresowania 
akademickiego, szczególnie w kontekście uniwersyteckim.  
Problem i cel. Niniejsze badanie miało na celu określenie, w jaki 
sposób capoeira została potraktowana akademicko. W tym celu 
starano się opracować analizę bibliometryczną opublikowanych 
artykułów na temat capoeiry w ciągu ostatniej dekady.
Materiał i metody.  W bazach danych Pubmed (n = 27), Web of 
Science (n = 176) i Scopus (n = 150), od 2010 do 2020 roku, przy 
użyciu słowa “capoeira” zostały zidentyfikowane 353 artykuły 
napisane w języku portugalskim, angielskim, hiszpańskim i 
francuskim. Następnie usunięto 227 artykułów, ponieważ pow-
tarzały się, były niedostępne lub dotyczyły innego zagadnienia, 
co dało 126 artykułów do analizy. Zostały one przeanalizowane 
na podstawie względnej częstotliwości występowania, biorąc 
pod uwagę: (i) obszar wiedzy, (ii) autorstwo, (iii) rodzaj badań 
oraz (iv) czasopismo.
Wyniki. Artykuły na temat capoeiry należały do nauk społec-
znych, nauk przyrodniczych i biomedycyny oraz sztuki i nauk 
humanistycznych. Najczęstszymi poddziedzinami były nauki 
o sporcie, edukacja, badania edukacyjne, turystyka sportowa 
i interdyscyplinarne nauki społeczne. Movimento, Archives 
of Budo, Ido Movement for Culture, Revista de Artes Mar-
ciales Asiaticas i Periferia były głównymi czasopismami. 
Najczęściej stosowaną metodą były badania jakościowe. 
Większość artykułów została opublikowana we współautorst-
wie, w którym uczestniczyli autorzy z różnych instytucji z tego 
samego i różnych krajów.
Wnioski. Wyniki te przyczyniają się do wyjaśnienia stanu 
badań nad capoeirą, co jest ważnym krokiem dla badacza w 
celu postawienia pytań, wyboru metod badawczych i określe-
nia celu publikacji.


