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Study One




Two-Way ANOVA Table
(Study 1: Sex x Test Difficullty)
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Dependent Variable: GRE-style math performancg
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Sex 1,52 3.99 .050
Test Difficulty 1,52 137.27 <.001
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FIG.1. Performance on a math test as a function of sex of subject and test difficulty




“Our position is that women experience
stereotype threat—the possibility of
being stereotyped—when taking math
tests, and this stereotype threat is
especially likely to undermine
performance on difficult tests.”






Two-Way ANOVA Table
(Study 2: Sex x Test Characterization)

GENDER STEREOTYPES AND MATH
Dependent Variabe: Math test performance

(first test only)
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Sex 1,50 5.66 <.05
Test Characterization 1,50 — n.s.

Sex x Test Characteriza- 1,50 4.18 <.05
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FIG. 2. Performance on a difficult math test as a function of sex of subject and test characterization
Total 54




“Iin any situation where the stereotype
applies, behaviors and features of the
Individual that fit the stereotype make
it plausible as an explanation of one’s
performance.”
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ABSTRACT

Although the effect of stereotype threat concerning women and mathematics has been subject to
various systematic reviews, none of them have been performed on the sub-population of children
and adolescents. In this meta-analysis we estimated the effects of stereotype threat on perfor-
mance of girls on math, science and spatial skills (MSSS) tests. Moreover, we studied publication
bias and four moderators: test difficulty, presence of boys, gender equality within countries, and
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