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Tablel.

Major Meta-Analyses of Research on Psychological Gender Differences

Hyde(2005)

Study and variable Age No. of reports d
Cognitive variables
Hyde, Fennema, & Lamon {1990)
Mathematics computation All 45 -0.14
Mathematics concepts All 4] -0.03
Mathematics problem solving All 48 +0.08
Hedges & Nowell {1995)
Reading comprehension Adolescents 5* -0.09
Vocabulary Adolescents 4* +0.06
Mathematics Adolescents é* +0.16
Perceptual speed Adolescents 4* -0.28
Science Adolescents 4* +0.32
Spatial ability Adolescents 2* +0.19
Hytﬁa, Fennema, Ryan, et al. (1990)
Mathematics selt-confidence All 56 +0.16
Mathematics anxiety All 53 -0.15
Feingold {1988)
DAT spelling Adolescents 5* ~0.45
DAT language Adolescents 5* -0.40
DAT verbal reasoning Adolescents 5* -0.02
DAT abstract reasoning Adolescents 5* -0.04
DAT numerical ability Adolescents 5* -0.10
DAT perceptual speed Adolescents 5* -0.34
DAT mechanical reasoning Adolescents 5* +0.76
DAT space relations Adolescents 5* +0.15



>
Table2. Hyde, 2005
Selected Meta-Analyses Showing Developmental Trends in the Magnitude of Gender Ditferences
Swdy and variable Age [years) No. of reports d
Hyde, Fennema, & Lamon {1990)
Mathematics: Complex problem solving 5-10 11 0.00
11-14 21 -0.02
15-18 10 +0.29
19-25 15 +0.32
Kling et al. {1999)
Selt-esteem 7-10 22 +0.16
11-14 53 +0.23
15-18 44 +0.33
19-22 72 +0.18
23-59 16 +0.10
>60 6 -0.03
Maijor et al. {1999)
Self-esteem 5-10 24 +0.01
11-13 34 +0.12
14-18 65 +0.16
19 or clder 97 +0.13
Twenge & Nolen-Hoeksema {2002)
Depressive symptoms 8-12 86 -0.04
13-16 49 +0.16
Thomas & French {1985)
Throwing distance 3-8 - +1.50 to +2.00
16-18 - +3.50

9



/8

d=0 0.35

Hyde & Linn,

10



m Jamieson & Harkins(2007)

antisaccade task
-iIntroduction-

11



o 4

Combined Z
P

12



G Power

13



2002 2007

TA

14



Cohen d

15



(Y X
000
o
Table3.
No. SD SD 0 F
1 2002 29 138 1.22 2.45 0.93 p<.01 11.33 0.66
2 2003 23 144 117 2.96 1.04 p<.05 29.49 1.13
3 2004 19 153 131 2.74 121 p<.05 5.75 0.55
4 2005 23 187 1.39 2.09 1.06 n.s. 0.50 0.15
5 2006 21 2.19 091 243 0.79 n.Ss. 0.92 0.21
6 2007 26 192 117 2.65 1.04 p<.05 5.87 0.48
SD
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