
RESEARCH ART ICLE

What Does Politics & Gender Publish? Trends,
Methods, and Topics in Gender and Politics
Research

Carolyn Barnett1 , Michael FitzGerald2 , Katie Krumbholz2,3 and
Manika Lamba4

1School of Government and Public Policy, University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ, USA; 2Political
Science, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ, USA; 3YouGov, London, England, UK and
4School of Library and Information Studies, University of Oklahoma, Norman, OK, USA
Corresponding author: Carolyn Barnett; Email: carolynbarnett@arizona.edu

(Received 23 October 2024; revised 12 December 2024; accepted 17 December 2024)

Abstract

We draw on a comprehensive dataset of metadata about journal articles substantively
related to gender and politics published in 37 political science journals through the end of
2023, including Politics & Gender, to characterize and compare trends over time and themost
prominent topics addressed by these journals. We show that the volume of work published
by Politics & Gender has increased over time, has become increasingly quantitative in nature,
and tends to focus on questions related towomen running for political office and the nature
ofwomen’s political representation. These patterns closely reflect broader tendencies in the
gender and politics research published by general-interest political science journals. Other
journals dedicated to research on gender and politics tend to publish more qualitative
research on topics including care work, the diffusion of equality norms, and conflict.

Keywords: publication trends; gender; machine learning; methods; topic modeling;
political science

Introduction

Historically marginalized within the discipline of political science, research on
gender and politics has become increasingly mainstream — both numerically
and in terms of the placement of research articles in top field journals — over
time (Barnett et al. 2022; Barnett et al. 2025). While attention to gender has

© The Author(s), 2025. Published by Cambridge University Press on behalf of the Women, Gender, and Politics
Research Section of the American Political Science Association. This is an Open Access article, distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike licence (http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0), which permits non-commercial re-use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the same Creative Commons licence is used to distribute the re-used or adapted article and the original
article is properly cited. The written permission of Cambridge University Press must be obtained prior to any
commercial use.

Politics & Gender (2025), 21: 1, 6–22
doi:10.1017/S1743923X24000540

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1743923X24000540 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2108-0866
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9250-0894
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2438-8025
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2022-3098
mailto:carolynbarnett@arizona.edu
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1743923X24000540
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1743923X24000540


grown in general-interest journals, journals specifically committed to advancing
knowledge about how gender operates in and through political phenomena,
including Politics & Gender, have created spaces where such research does not
have to compete with all other topics examined by political scientists, or justify
the relevance of gendered or feminist theoretical approaches or empirical
phenomena related to gender. To date, however, no one has quantified the
relative contribution of Politics & Gender and similar journals to the body of
scholarship on gender and politics, or evaluated how different journals have
contributed to types of gender research published in political science. How has
the volume and content of research articles published in Politics & Gender evolved
over time, and how does it compare to trends in gender and politics research
published in other leading journals? To address these questions, in this article,
we analyze a comprehensive dataset of metadata from original research articles
substantively related to gender and politics published in 37 political science
journals, including Politics & Gender, through the end of 2023.

The data come from 33 general-interest or subfield-specific political science
journals (henceforth “non-gender-dedicated” journals) and four journals focused
specifically on gender and politics (“gender-dedicated” journals). We constructed
the dataset using a combination of theoretically informed hand-coding of system-
atically gathered abstracts available through 2019 (Barnett et al. 2022, 2025),
machine learning models trained on the human-coded data to add information
about articles’methodologies and incorporate work published through the end of
2023, and computational topic modeling techniques to identify the substantive
topics most prevalent in the published research. Our analysis focuses on original
research articles and excludes other types of publications in Politics & Gender, such
as Critical Perspectives pieces and “Notes from the Field.”

In this article, we first briefly describe the methodologies used to construct
the original dataset covering research published through 2019, update it with
articles published from 2020–23, and code the primary methodological approach
of each article. We then analyze basic patterns in the relative number of articles
published in Politics & Gender and other journals over time, comparing trends in
the publication of articles using primarily quantitative or primarily qualitative
methodologies. Finally, we present the results of a computational topicmodeling
process, which inductively categorizes the titles and abstracts of gender-related
research articles in our dataset. While the topic modeling algorithm struggled to
classify a large percentage of the gender research articles, the common topics
that it did identify enable us to draw comparisons across journals.

We find that the volume of research published by Politics & Gender has
increased over time, as has the volume of gender-related research published
in numerous general-interest political science journals. In fact, in the dataset
overall, the annual number of published gender and politics research articles
tripled from the mid-2000s, when Politics & Gender was founded, to 2023. While
Politics & Gender has always published a mix of qualitative and quantitative
research articles, qualitative work was more prevalent than quantitative work
for much of the journal’s history. That has changed since 2019, after which the
journal has published more quantitative work than qualitative work. This
reflects broad patterns in political science publishing of work about gender
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and politics, which has tended to bemore quantitative than qualitative, although
the volume of both types of work published has grown in recent years. Patterns
in Politics & Gender also resemble those in another gender-dedicated journal, The
Journal of Women, Politics and Policy (JWPP). In contrast, the other gender-dedicated
journals in our dataset (Social Politics [SP] and the International Feminist Journal of
Politics [IFJP]) have tended to publish more qualitative research.

The most common topics addressed in gender research articles varied across
journals. In Politics & Gender, JWPP, and non-gender-dedicated journals (pooled
together), the most common research subjects related to women running for
office (including work on ambition, stereotypes, quotas, and other aspects of
women’s candidacies) and the nature of women’s political representation in
legislative and executive office. Other common topics included feminist theory
and concepts, women’s movements, and various dimensions of the political
gender gap. In contrast, SP and the IFJP featured more research on care work,
the diffusion of equality norms, and conflict, among other topics.

We conclude by discussing the implications of the topic modeling algorithm’s
failure to classify many of the research articles into the topics that the algorithm
identified. Examining the content of some of these unclassified articles that were
published in Politics & Gender, we argue that the high volume of “unclassifiable”
research both reflects the inclusivity of our data-gathering procedure and is a
testimony to the diversity and nuance of topics studied by scholars of gender and
politics. This article thus demonstrates the contribution that Politics & Gender has
made to advancing research on gender within political science not only through
the volume of scholarship it has published, but through the diversity ofmethods,
theoretical approaches, and topics addressed in that scholarship. Ultimately,
Politics & Gender’s commitment to methodological pluralism and diverse concep-
tions of “gender and politics” research has facilitated the growth of a subfield and
its integration into the discipline while also compensating for the comparatively
narrow range of gender and politics research articles published in general-
interest journals.

Data & Methods

Data Preparation

We draw on an original dataset compiled in 2020 and updated in 2024 that
includes metadata on 4,504 research articles published in 37 political science
journals that can substantively be considered “gender and politics” research. Of
these articles, 3,273 were published during the period when Politics & Gender has
existed (2005–23). We explained the procedure for compiling this dataset in
detail in a 2022 article published in PS: Political Science and Politics (Barnett et al.
2022, 2025) and its supplementary material. In brief, we compiled the original
dataset, covering work published through 2019, by first identifying relevant
journals and then conducting wide-ranging keyword searches in the Web of
Science and SCOPUS databases for items published in those journals classified as
“research articles” (versus, for example, book reviews, symposia introductions,
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etc.). We exported metadata for all of these items into a dataset, for which we
then undertook the following cleaning and categorizing steps:

1. We identified and removed duplicate items.
2. We identified items missing abstracts and checked to see whether those

abstracts existed on the journals’ own websites.
3. Where abstracts were missing, we used a text-summarizing function in

Python to scan the article text and generate an “auto-abstract,” when
feasible.

4. As a research team, we read every title and abstract and hand-coded all
items in the dataset, assigning them to one of the following categories:
unambiguous gender research; ambiguous gender research; excluded by
content, meaning we judged the article was not actually gender research;
and excluded by type, meaning the item was not an original research
article. Items in the former two categories were ultimately included in our
dataset as “gender research,” which we define in expansive and inclusive
terms.

Each item was assigned to two coders, and discrepancies were adjudicated by
assigning a third coder or eventually reviewing the item as a whole team. Our
2022 article discusses the “ambiguous” and “unambiguous” categorizations at
length; in essence, these categories distinguish between articles that have
something to do with gender at least tangentially and those we theoretically
believe qualify as “gender and politics” research. At the end of this process, we
had identified 3,568 gender and politics research articles published between 1913
and 2019. Our 2022 article presented the dataset and analyzed some basic trends
in this data across journals.

For this article, we updated the dataset, gathering metadata on articles
published in the same set of journals from 2020 through 2023. After completing
the deduplication process and eliminating from this set items that were either
not actually research articles1 or were missing abstracts (11 articles), we were
left with 1,479 new research articles.

Supervised Machine Learning

After our initial data collection, we decided to additionally codewhether articles’
primary method of analysis was quantitative or qualitative.2 Two coders hand-
coded a sample of 400 abstracts from 1978–2019, with disagreements resolved
through additional coding rounds or team discussions. We then used a machine
learning model, with this set of abstracts as a training dataset, to identify
whether the remaining articles (in both the old and new data) should be
considered primarily quantitative or qualitative. The Appendix contains details
about the machine learning model and its output. The results of this classifica-
tion are presented in the next section.

In addition, after gathering the new metadata from 2020–23, to determine
which among these articles should be considered “gender research” under the
definition we applied during our hand-coding of the original dataset, we applied
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supervised machine learning again. We consolidated our previous coding cat-
egories, combining both “unambiguous” and “ambiguous” gender research into
a new unified “gender research” category; all other items were marked as “not
gender research.” This data was used to train themachine learning classifier. We
split the data 80-20, where the training dataset consisted of 3,944 articles and the
test data consisted of 987 articles. We tested five classifiers on the articles’
abstracts for the classification task and found that the AdaBoost classifier per-
formed the best for our data in comparison to others (see Appendix Figure A.1 and
Table A.1). We applied our machine learning model to the abstracts from the
new articles gathered (published from 2020–23) to predict if they should be
considered gender research or not gender research. Of articles in the new
dataset, 1,131 were classified as gender research, whereas 348 were classified as
non-gender research.

We validated these results two different ways. First, we checked the classifi-
cation of articles published between 2020–23 in the gender-dedicated journals,
which we assume are gender-related. Of the 181 research articles published by
Politics & Gender during 2020–23 in our dataset, all were correctly classified as
gender research. The model also correctly classified more than 97% of the
research articles in the other gender-dedicated journals as gender research.

Second, we reviewed the abstracts and classification of a randomly selected
10% (N = 89) of articles from non-gender-dedicated journals in the new data. Of
these 89 randomly selected articles, 59 were classified by the model as gender
research, and 30 as non-gender research. Overall, we found that our hand-coding
procedure would have produced a different coding for six of these articles
(approximately 7% of the validation sample): two articles classified as gender
research should not have been, according to our criteria, while four articles
classified as non-gender research should have been classified as gender research.
Notably, all four such articles would have fallen into the category of “ambiguous”
gender research that we included in our dataset only to be as inclusive as
possible. Specifically, they are all cases of articles whose focus theoretically
and empirically is not gender, but which highlight findings related to sex or
gender within the abstract. We thus conclude that while further manual review
of the dataset will be required before we can claim to have correctly classified
every individual article, we have confidence that the aggregate data presented
below describing trends in the publication of gender research are generally
accurate. If anything, the results presented here may modestly undercount
articles that we would classify as gender research.

Topic Modeling

Once we classified all the articles as gender or non-gender research, we used
topic modeling to identify the latent semantic concepts among the set of articles
identified as gender research. We used the BERTopic algorithm (Grootendorst
2022) to perform topic modeling. The BERTopic algorithm identifies coherent
topics in the corpus of study through a class-based Term Frequency-Inverse
Document Frequency (TF-IDF) procedure. Figure 1 shows the three main steps to
create the topic representation using the BERTopic algorithm. Initially, each
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document is transformed into an embedding using a pretrained language model.
For this study, we used the paraphrase-MiniLM-L12-v2 sentence transformer. Next,
the dimensionality of these embeddings is reduced to improve the efficiency of
the clustering process using UMAP and HDBSCAN. Finally, topic representations
are derived from the document clusters using a class-based version of TF-IDF.We
present the results of this analysis and discuss its limitations later in the article.

Results

Publication Trends: Quantity and Methodologies

We first analyze trends in the quantity of articles published over time and their
primary methodologies.

Figure 2 shows the number of research articles in our dataset by year (2005–
23) that appeared in Politics & Gender. The solid line indicates articles coded as
using primarily qualitative methodologies, while the dotted line indicates art-
icles coded as using primarily quantitative methodologies. The total quantity of
research articles published annually by Politics & Gender has increased over time.
From a low of 14 articles in our dataset in 2013, the journal increased output to a
high of 61 articles in 2020 (driven, in part, by publications specifically about the
gendered impacts of COVID-19; see below). There are 52 articles in our dataset
published by Politics & Gender in 2023. For much (but not all) of the journal’s
history, qualitative work has slightly outpaced quantitative work. Since 2019,
however, that pattern has reversed. In 2020, 2022, and 2023, more quantitative

Figure 1. Diagram showing the working of BERTopic algorithm.

Source: BERTopic 2022.
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than qualitative articles were published, and an almost equal number of each
type were published in 2021.

The next figure compares the trends in Politics & Gender to other journals. In
Figure 3, the dotted lines show the same trendlines for Politics & Gender that we
displayed above in Figure 2, while the solid lines show the total number of gender
and politics articles published in all other journals in our dataset, pooled. For
both sets of articles, the triangular points indicate quantitative work, while the
circular points indicate qualitative work. Complementing the increased volume
of articles published in Politics & Gender is a dramatic increase in gender-related
work published in political science overall over the last 10 years. In our prior
work (Barnett et al. 2022, 2025), drawing on data covering 1980–2019, we
documented this emerging trend and argued that gender research was becoming
increasingly mainstreamed in political science. That trend has only accelerated
since 2019. In fact, in the dataset overall, the annual number of gender and
politics research articles published tripled between the mid-2000s and 2023.

Figure 3 also shows that over this period, the volume of both quantitative and
qualitative work published has increased, although quantitative research has
accounted for more articles published each year from 2018 on. Figure 4 shows
that the relatively equal attention given to qualitative research, and a large part
of the total increase in published gender research, is driven by trends in the
gender-dedicated journals. These journals — Politics & Gender, along with the
JWPP, SP, and the IFJP3— have increased their collective output of research over
time, from an annual low of 42 articles in 2007 to 169 in 2023 (more than 300%
growth). Among these journals, qualitative research has tended to be published

Figure 2. Publication trends in Politics & Gender.
Note: The figure shows the number of original research articles published each year by Politics & Gender,
separately plotting articles using primarily quantitative methodologies (dotted line) and those using

primarily qualitative methodologies (solid line).
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Figure 3. Publication trends in Politics & Gender vs. other journals.
Note: The figure plots, separately for Politics & Gender (dotted lines) and all other journals (solid lines) in
the dataset combined, the number of original gender research articles published each year, separately

plotting articles using primarily quantitative methodologies (triangles) and those using primarily quali-

tative methodologies (circles).

Figure 4. Publication trends in gender-dedicated versus other journals.

Note: The figure plots, separately for gender-dedicated journals (dotted lines) and non-gender-dedicated
journals (solid lines) in the dataset combined, the number of original gender research articles published

each year, separately plotting articles using primarily quantitative methodologies (triangles) and those

using primarily qualitative methodologies (circles).
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more than quantitative research, but publication of both types of research has
increased. Figure 4 also shows a relatively steady gap in the volume of qualitative
research published compared to quantitative research in the gender-dedicated
journals. As we noted above, however, for Politics & Gender specifically, quanti-
tative work has recently outpaced qualitative work. The non-gender-dedicated
journals have consistently published more quantitative research than qualita-
tive research related to gender and politics.

Finally, we offer a snapshot of how the trends in Politics & Gender compare to
individual non-gender-dedicated journals. Figure 5 shows trends in the eight
non-gender-dedicated political science journals that we identified as having the
biggest “jumps” in publishing gender research, which we define as the largest
increase from the average per-year count of gender articles prior to 2020 to their
average per-year count of gender articles from 2020 on. The increased output of
Politics & Gender and the other gender-dedicated journals has been matched by
increases — in some cases large increases — in gender research published by
journals including the American Political Science Review (APSR), the British Journal of
Political Science (BJPS), Comparative Political Studies (CPS), and the Journal of Politics
(JOP).Notably, the APSRwas led by an all-female editorial team from 2020 to 2024.

Figure 5. Trends in specific non-gender-dedicated journals.

Note: The figure shows, for each journal, the number of original gender research articles published each

year, separately plotting articles using primarily quantitative methodologies (dotted lines with triangles)

and those using primarily qualitative methodologies (solid lines with circles).
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Whereas Politics & Gender has increased its output over time of both qualitative
and quantitative research, Figure 5 shows that other political science journals
have expanded their publication of gender-related research almost exclusively
by publishing quantitative scholarship.

Gender Topics in the Journals

We next turn to the results of the topic modeling process. Because the topic
modeling algorithm requires many observations to function well, and to enable
comparability across journals, we applied the algorithm to the entire dataset of
research articles identified as gender research in all years from 1913–2023 (N =
4,504). The algorithm output identified 52 distinct conceptual clusters to which it
could assign articles. We combined these into 21 consolidated clusters4 based on
our substantive knowledge of the discipline and the relationships between
different topics. Around half of the gender research articles in the dataset were
not automatically assigned to any of these clusters— a point to which we return
below. As a result, the specific percentages discussed below are useful mainly for
the purposes of comparing patterns across journals in the publication of research
clearly related to these topics, rather than drawing any conclusions about the
absolute number of articles published by each journal on each topic. The
Appendix contains the full list of topics identified by the BERTopic algorithm
and indicates how we grouped them.

Table 1 provides an overview of the topics most frequently appearing in the
gender-dedicated journals and the non-gender-dedicated journals in the dataset,
pooled together. Among gender-dedicated journals (including Politics & Gender),
welfare and care work, women’s representation and women in office, and
women’s movements are the most common topics. Among the non-gender-
dedicated journals, women running for office, women’s representation and
women in office, and feminist theory and concepts were the most common
topics.

Table 2 shows the topics and the percentage of gender research articles
identified as belonging to each one from work published between 2005 and

Table 1. Most common topics in gender-dedicated vs. other journals

Gender-dedicated Non-gender-dedicated

Welfare and Care Women Running for Office

Representation/Women in Office Representation/Women in Office

Women’s Movements Feminist Theory and Concepts

War and Violence Abortion/Reproductive Health

Diffusion of Equality Norms and Policies LGBT Issues/Queer Theory

Women Running for Office Welfare and Care

Note: The table shows the topics to which articles were most frequently assigned using the BERTopic algorithm, separately

for the gender-dedicated journals and non-gender-dedicated journals.
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2023 in Politics & Gender, each of the other gender-dedicated journals individually,
and all non-gender-dedicated journals, pooled. In Politics & Gender, the two most
common topics are work on women running for office — which encompasses
research related to political ambition, female candidates, and gender quotas
(9.2%) — and women’s representation and women in office (7.5%). Work on
women’s movements, women in specific regional or national contexts, feminist
theories and concepts, gender gaps (including work on political knowledge gaps),
and COVID-195 also each account for at least 3% of the published articles. Topics
that are prominent in other journals but which have received comparatively

Table 2. Prevalence of topics in Politics & Gender vs. other journals (2005–23)

Topic P&G JWPP SP IFJP Non-gender

Unclassified 51.6 51.9 41.0 59.7 55.6

Women Running for Office 9.4 8.0 0.6 1.2 6.5

Representation/Women in Office 7.7 8.9 0.4 0.2 4.8

Women’s Movements 5.0 2.0 3.7 6.0 0.8

Country/Region Specific 4.4 2.6 2.4 5.0 1.1

COVID–19 4.0 0.3 1.5 0.2 0.1

Feminist Theory and Concepts 3.3 0.6 0.9 2.6 3.9

Gender Gaps and Political Knowledge 3.3 1.7 0.9 NA 3.0

Diffusion of Equality Norms and Policies 2.3 1.4 11.9 4.8 1.0

LGBT Issues/Queer Theory 1.7 NA 1.3 1.9 4.3

The Judiciary 1.5 3.7 NA NA 2.8

War and Violence 1.5 1.4 3.0 16.2 2.3

Abortion/Reproductive Health 1.3 2.3 1.7 1.2 2.3

Black Women 1.2 3.7 NA 0.2 1.3

Harassment, Abuse, GBV 1.0 4.0 2.4 0.7 1.8

Religion 0.6 1.4 0.6 1.4 3.9

Welfare and Care 0.6 6.3 26.8 0.7 2.1

Migrant Women/Migration 0.2 NA 4.1 1.7 0.1

Miscellaneous 0 0 0 NA 1

N 530.0 356.0 480.0 436.0 1471.0

Notes: Table 2 shows the percentage of gender research articles assigned to each topic within each journal in the period

2005–23: Politics & Gender (P&G); the Journal of Women, Politics and Policy (JWPP); Social Politics (SP); the International Feminist
Journal of Politics (IFJP); and all non-gender-dedicated journals, pooled. The top row shows the percentage of articles not

assigned to any topic. The bottom row indicates the total number of gender research articles in each journal or group during

this period. Four topics are omitted from this table for brevity, but are included in theAppendix: Socialization, Social Policies,

The Media, and Miscellaneous.
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little attention in Politics & Gender include sexual harassment and abuse, religion,
welfare and care work, and migration.

The overall distribution of topics in the pooled group of non-gender-
dedicated journals is similar. In these political science journals, work on women
running for office is the single most-covered topic (6.5%), with women’s repre-
sentation and women in office in second place (4.8%). Other relatively frequent
topics include LGBT issues and queer theory (4.2%) and feminist theories and
concepts (3.8%). Abortion and reproductive health make up 2.2%; however,
abortion is frequently a topic in political science journals when scholars use
related laws and court cases as examples or case studies in the study of courts,
the judiciary, and state politics, as we discuss in the supplementary materials to
our previously published article (Barnett et al. 2022, 2025). Feminist theories and
concepts, the judiciary, war and violence, religion, gender gaps (including work
on political knowledge gaps), and welfare and care work also each account for
around 2% or more of the published gender research articles in the non-gender-
dedicated journals.

The distribution of topics in Politics & Gender is also similar to the distribution
for JWPP. Research articles in JWPP are dominated by work on women’s repre-
sentation (8.7%) and women running for office (7.9%). Other frequent topics in
JWPP include welfare and care work (6.2%), sexual harassment and abuse (3.9%),
Black women (3.7%), and the judiciary (3.7%).

SP and the IFJP tend to publish different kinds of research. SP is dominated by
research related to welfare and care work (25.8%) and also publishes often on the
diffusion of equality norms and policies (11.5%), while publishing very little
research on women running for office or women’s representation. IFJP publishes
frequently on topics related to war and violence (15.6%), women’s movements
(5.7%), women in specific regional or national contexts (4.8%), and the diffusion
of equality norms and policies (4.6%).

What Makes Gender Research Unclassifiable?

While these findings enable some comparisons across journals, they should be
treated with caution. In addition to the substantive topics, Table 2 shows the
percentage of articles that were not allocated to any topic (“Unclassified”).
Many articles were unclassified, ranging from around 40% (in SP) to more than
half of the articles in the other individual journals and in the pooled set of non-
gender-dedicated journals. Across all the journals in the dataset, the lowest
“unclassified” rates were found in two journals clearly linked to defined topics:
Politics & Religion, and the Journal of Law & Courts, each of which had around 15%
of their gender research articles unclassified. At the other end of the spectrum,
journals with high rates of unclassified gender research articles included New
Political Science (76%), Political Analysis (79%), and Presidential Studies Quarterly
(100%).

One drawback of BERTopic, a generative probabilistic algorithm, is that any
individual item is probabilistically assigned to only one topic, and the algorithm
may struggle to find a “home” for items that do not clearly belong to one of the
latent clusters identified. The coherence of the topics that did emerge, combined
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with the high volume of unclassified articles, demonstrates both the advantages
and drawbacks of thismethod. Upon running the algorithm, we were immediately
struck by how the categories reflected easily identifiable, popular subfields of
gender and politics scholarship. At the same time, the computational techniques
need to be supplemented by human expertise to classify all the gender research
articles comprehensively and coherently. Hand-coding the remaining articles to
identify their topics is beyond the scope of this article, but planned for future
work.6 In the remainder of this article, we explore what some of these unclassified
articles look like, and why the algorithm may have failed to link them to defined
topics.

As the above statistics about “unclassified” rates across journals suggests, the
inclusivity of our data collection may have made some articles that are only
peripherally gender-related difficult to classify in relation to the corpus of more
clearly gender-related research. For example, from Political Analysis, there are
14 articles (total, across all years) that we consider gender research by our broad
criteria, and themajority of these were unclassified by the topicmodel. Given the
journal’s focus, all of these are articles with a primary focus on exploring
questions of quantitative research methodology that happen to apply their
techniques to a gender-related issue. The abstracts, accordingly, include little
information that would help link the articles to one of the defined topics.

This does not explain, however, why somany articles in the gender-dedicated
journals, including Politics & Gender, were unclassified. We argue that the nuance,
diversity, and cross-cutting nature of much published gender and politics
scholarship helps account for why it is “unclassifiable” by the algorithm. To
illustrate this, we selected 10 articles published in Politics & Gender that were
unclassified by the topic modeling algorithm. Table 3 lists the titles, publication
years, and authors of these articles. The example articles sometimes span
multiple topics identified in Table 2, but also move beyond them, demonstrating
the diversity of issues that gender and politics scholars investigate.

Several of the articles relate to political leadership, which is related to the
topics of women running for office, women’s representation, feminist theories
and concepts, and socialization, without falling neatly into any of them. Lay et al.
(2021), for example, study the content of educational materials and how they
shape children’s gender stereotypes about political leaders. Erikson and Josefs-
son (2023, p. 1061) explore the “leadership ideals, evaluations, and treatment of
men and women leaders in the numerically gender-equal Swedish parliament”;
this article could potentially be grouped with work about women’s representa-
tion, but the contribution of the article is really to work on the nature of
leadership and gendered experiences of it. Snipes and Mudde’s (2020) study of
Marine Le Pen’s leadership in France spans the topics of intersectionality,
leadership, and radical right politics, with none of these topics emerging from
the topic modeling algorithm.

Other articles address the position and status of women around the world
along various dimensions. Cassola et al. (2014) take stock of the extent of gender
equality as enshrined in constitutions around the world. Cabeza Pérez, Alonso
Sáenz de Oger, and Gómez Fortes (2023) examine the manifestos of regional
political parties in Spain to identify the preferences of political parties on salient
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gender issues. Doğangün (2020, p. 258) catalogues the “revival of traditional
gender norms” and resurgent narratives of conservatism in Turkey and Russia
and their detrimental effects on gender equality. All, perhaps, could be con-
sidered part of a related topic— the status of gender equality— yet their diverse
approaches would make this difficult to discern via mechanical parsing of the
abstracts.

A final set of articles we examine features intersectional approaches to
research, which may have obscured their affinity with some of the broader
identified topics. Herrick (2018) looks at the gender gap in identity and political
attitudes specifically among American Indians. This work could in principle be
added to the topic on the gender gap and political knowledge, our understanding
of which the article extends in an important way through its examination of a
specific population. Tolley (2023) compares the aspirations to political office of
white and racialized women in Canada and argues that parties’ efforts to
diversify their candidate pools have primarily benefited white women. This
could be categorized with the literature on “women running for office.” Other

Table 3. Examples of “unclassified” articles in Politics & Gender

Title Authors Year

The Role of Intersectional Stereotypes on Evaluations of Gay and

Lesbian Political Candidates

Doan and

Haider-Markel

2010

Where Do Women Stand? New Evidence on the Presence and

Absence of Gender Equality in the World’s Constitutions

Cassola et al. 2014

WhenDissident Citizens AreMilitant Mamas: Intersectional Gender

and Agonistic Struggle in Welfare Rights Activism

Sparks 2016

TheGender Gaps in Identity and Political Attitudes among American

Indians

Herrick 2018

‘France’s (Kinder, Gentler) Extremist’: Marine Le Pen,

Intersectionality, and Media Framing of Female Populist Radical Right

Leaders

Snipes and

Mudde

2020

Gender Climate in Authoritarian Politics: A Comparative Study of

Russia and Turkey

Doğangün 2020

Time for Kids to Learn Gender Stereotypes: Analysis of Gender and

Political Leadership in a Common Social Studies Resource for

Children

Lay et al. 2021

Gender is Not a Proxy: Race and Intersectionality in Lagislative

Recruitment

Tolley 2023

Feminine Leadership Ideals and Masculine Practices: Exploring

Gendered Leadership Conditions in the Swedish Parliament

Erikson and

Josefsson

2023

Ideology and Party Positions on Gender Issues in Spain: Evidence

from a Novel Data Set

Cabeza et al. 2023

Notes:Table 3 lists the titles, yearof publication, and authors of 10 articles published in Politics &Gender that were unclassified
in the topic modeling procedure that we discuss in the text. Full citations for these articles are listed in the references.
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work defies simple categorization. Doan and Haider-Markel (2010) define and
explore how “intersectional stereotyping” affects the prospects of gay and
lesbian political candidates, finding that whether stereotypes based on candi-
dates’ gender or perceived sexual minority status mattermore varies by context.
This article would fit within either the “women running for office” or LGBT issues
topics — yet which topic should be its primary “home” is subjective. Finally,
Sparks (2016) investigates the role of “intersectional formations” in dissident
practices, focusing on the welfare rights movement in the United States in the
1960s–1970s. Sparks’s use of the term “militants”may have made it difficult for
the algorithm to determinewhether this article should be part of the topic of war
and violence, which includes research on female combatants, or something else.
Sparks’s article could feasibly be grouped with the topics of welfare and care
work or women’s movements, or potentially a new topic on intersectional
research (as could the above articles).

In future work, we plan to manually inspect more of the unclassified articles
to determine when articles such as these could easily be added to existing topics,
and when their substance is more ambiguous. However, the fact that several of
the works discussed here would slot into topics that are already identified as
relatively prevalent in the data suggests that we can still take the existing results
of the topic modeling as indicative of broad patterns in the subjects most
frequently addressed in gender and politics research.

Conclusion

Twenty years after the establishment of Politics & Gender, the journal has facili-
tated the contribution of hundreds of original research articles to an increasingly
broad, deep, and high-profile literature on gender and politics. Fromour original,
comprehensive dataset gathering research substantively about gender and
politics from 37 political science journals, we demonstrate that both Politics &
Gender and other journals have increased their volume of output in recent years,
while publishing work that covers a wide range of issues and themes, and
generally balancing the publication of quantitative and qualitative work,
although the former has outpaced the latter in recent years in Politics & Gender.
Notably, however, the balance of methodologies in Politics & Gender contrasts
with the fact that general political science journals have expanded their atten-
tion to gender almost exclusively through the publication of quantitative
research. Thus, Politics & Gender appears to have both helped spearhead the
increasing prominence of gender and politics topics within political science
research (after decades of marginalization) while also compensating for general-
interest journals’ relatively narrow interest in work that examines gender and
politics quantitatively.

We also demonstrated that the most frequent clearly identifiable topics
addressed by authors in Politics & Gender, the JWPP, and general interest political
science journals are women running for office and women’s political represen-
tation. At the same time, the diversity and nuance of the field made a large
proportion of the articles in our dataset difficult for an algorithm to classify. As
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scholars of gender and politics continue to innovate and extend their gaze
beyond “typical” political science topics, the subfield’s landscape is likely to
become only more complex over time. Politics & Gender’s commitment to plur-
alism in the topics, theories, andmethods employed by its authors makes it well-
positioned to continue to identify and publish a wide range of scholarship within
this rich field.

Supplementary material. The supplementary material for this article can be found at http://
doi.org/10.1017/S1743923X24000540.
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Notes

1. We identified 51 non-research articles while manually examining records that had no abstract.
The remaining non-research articles were identified via use of a page count filter (to identify items
that were likely not research articles because they were too short) combined with manual analysis.
2. If an author indicated usage of quantitative methods in the abstract, the article was coded as
primarily quantitative; if not, it was coded as qualitative. Non-empirical theory articles were also
coded as qualitative. We then additionally coded whether articles might involve mixed or multiple
methodologies (true or false). We do not analyze that outcome in this article.
3. The European Journal of Politics and Gender (EJPG), which was founded in 2018, was excluded from our
initial data collection efforts because it had not yet been indexed by Web of Science and SCOPUS,
whichwe used to construct the dataset. For consistency, we also exclude it fromour analysis here, but
we hope to add it to the dataset in the future.
4. We display results for 17 of these topics in Table 2. Data related to four additional topics are in the
Appendix.
5. The prevalence of work on COVID-19 reflects solicitation of articles focused on the gendered
implications of the pandemic by the journal in 2020.
6. 2,308 gender research articles in the dataset remain to be assigned to topics.
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