1. Recent Reviews on Sex Differences in Cognition and Emotion

Note: These reviews support the statement by Harvard president Lawrence Summers in his
NBER talk that there are statistical differences between the sexes in many measures of
cognition and temperament. Moreover, they report several kinds of evidence suggesting
that some part of these differences (though not all of them) are likely to be caused by
biological differences: (a) cross-cultural prevalence or universality; (b) prevalence in
other primates; (c) systematic relationships with changes in current hormone levels, both
from normal fluctuations and from pathology or deliberate manipulation; (d) systematic
relationships with differences in prenatal hormone levels, both from by normal variation
and from pathology; (e) anatomical differences in the brains of the two sexes, including
the distribution of receptors for hormones; (f) occurrence in children assigned a social
gender that differs from their biological gender; (g) lack of measured differences in
parenting practices or social expectations (other than those caused by actual differences
between boys and girls), (h) patterns of strengths and weaknesses in the two sexes that do
not correspond to any stereotype, implicit or explicit, (i) differences in women with
Turner’s syndrome depending on whether their X-chromosome was maternally or
paternally imprinted.
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