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 Fig. 2.2. Hogue and Yoder (2003) replicated the “depressed entitlement” effect wherein women’s self pay for work, judged to be equal in quality to men’s, was lower than men’s in the control condition. However, when women’s status was raised with either a gender or education manipulation, this gap in pay closed.
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Fig. 2.4. Line graphs of three combinations: (a) two frequency distributions with no overlap; (b) two distributions showing that 98% of girls throw a ball slower than the average boy; and (c) overlapping curves illustrating women’s and men’s math abilities (Hyde, 1994).

Table 2.1

Interpreting Effect Sizes


d = (0.20
small
overlap=85%
not detectable, but





potentially important


d = (0.50
moderate
overlap=67%
detectable


d = (0.80
large
overlap=53%
grossly perceptible

Table 2.2. Sample Meta-Analytic Differences

________________________________________________________________________


   d
Larger for
Size

                                                 _______________________________________________

PHYSICAL AND MOTOR COMPARISONS


Heighta
+2.60
men
huge


Throwing velocity
+2.18
boys
huge


Arm hang
  +.01
equal in children


Flexibility
   -.29
girls
small


Motor Activity
  +.64
grade school boys
moderate to large

COGNITIVE ABILITIES


Memoryb
-.20 to -.56
women
small to moderate


Verbal Abilities
-.20 to -.30
women
small


Math Abilities
+.32 to +.43
men
moderate


Spatial Abilities
+.13 to +.73
men
small to large

SOCIAL VARIABLES


Aggression
+.29 to +.50
men
small to moderate


Helping

+.34
men
small to moderate


Self-Esteemc
+.10 to +.33
men
small to moderate


                                              (adult)   (high school)


Anxietyd

 -.30
girls and women
small to moderate


Empathy (self-report)

 -.91
girls and women
large


Leader Emergencee

+.49
men
moderate


Smilingf

 -.41
girls and women
moderate


Gazing during conversations

 -.68
women
moderate to large


Risk-taking (observed driving)g

+.17
men
small

PERSONALITY TRAITSh

Neuroticism (self-report)
 -.23 to -.44
women
small to moderate


Agreeableness (self-report)
 -.19 to -.43
women
small to moderate

PSYCHOLOGICAL WELL-BEING


Life Satisfaction
 -.03
equal in adults


Well-Being
 -.01
equal in adults

Note. Unless otherwise noted, data taken from Hyde & Frost (1993).

aThomas & French, 1985; bsingle studies reported by Halpern, 2000, pp. 92-93; cKling et al., 1999;. dFeingold, 1995; eEagly & Karau, 1991; fLaFrance et al., 2003; gByrnes et al., 1999; hCosta et al., 2001.
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