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The impasse on gender differences in intelligence: A meta-analysis on WISC batteries





CHC AREA: g factor (full-scale IQ)
Figure S1
Forest plot of all effects aggregated by sample, for g factor/FSIQ. Error bars represent 95% CIs. Larger dots indicate higher precision (i.e., smaller standard errors). The diamond below represents the overall meta-analytic mean effect (its width represents the 95% CI).
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Figure S2
Funnel plot of all effects (aggregated by sample) for g factor/FSIQ, graphically clustered by study with PET-PEESE meta-regression method applied (dot with 95% CI at SE = 0 indicate the estimate bias-free effect).
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Figure S3
Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for g factor/FSIQ. The plot shows how the estimated mean meta-analytic effect varies with each individual study being removed one at a time. Shaded area represents the variation of the 95% CI of the meta-analytic estimate.
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CHC AREA: fluid reasoning (gF)

Figure S4
Forest plot of all effects aggregated by sample, for fluid reasoning (gF). Error bars represent 95% CIs. Larger dots indicate higher precision (i.e., smaller standard errors). The diamond below represents the overall meta-analytic mean effect (its width represents the 95% CI).
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Figure S5
Funnel plot of all effects (aggregated by sample) for fluid reasoning (gF), graphically clustered by study with PET-PEESE meta-regression method applied (dot with 95% CI at SE = 0 indicate the estimate bias-free effect).
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Figure S6
Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for fluid reasoning (gF). The plot shows how the estimated mean meta-analytic effect varies with each individual study being removed one at a time. Shaded area represents the variation of the 95% CI of the meta-analytic estimate.
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CHC AREA: visual spatial factor (gV)

Figure S7
Forest plot of all effects aggregated by sample, for visual spatial factor (gV). Error bars represent 95% CIs. Larger dots indicate higher precision (i.e., smaller standard errors). The diamond below represents the overall meta-analytic mean effect (its width represents the 95% CI).
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Figure S8
Funnel plot of all effects (aggregated by sample) for visual spatial factor (gV), graphically clustered by study with PET-PEESE meta-regression method applied (dot with 95% CI at SE = 0 indicate the estimate bias-free effect).
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Figure S9
Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for visual spatial factor (gV). The plot shows how the estimated mean meta-analytic effect varies with each individual study being removed one at a time. Shaded area represents the variation of the 95% CI of the meta-analytic estimate.
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CHC AREA: crystallized intelligence (gC)

Figure S10
Forest plot of all effects aggregated by sample, for crystallized intelligence (gC). Error bars represent 95% CIs. Larger dots indicate higher precision (i.e., smaller standard errors). The diamond below represents the overall meta-analytic mean effect (its width represents the 95% CI).
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Figure S11
Funnel plot of all effects (aggregated by sample) for crystallized intelligence (gC), graphically clustered by study with PET-PEESE meta-regression method applied (dot with 95% CI at SE = 0 indicate the estimate bias-free effect).
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Figure S12
Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for crystallized intelligence (gC). The plot shows how the estimated mean meta-analytic effect varies with each individual study being removed one at a time. Shaded area represents the variation of the 95% CI of the meta-analytic estimate.
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CHC AREA: short-term memory (gSM)

Figure S13
Forest plot of all effects aggregated by sample, for short-term memory (gSM). Error bars represent 95% CIs. Larger dots indicate higher precision (i.e., smaller standard errors). The diamond below represents the overall meta-analytic mean effect (its width represents the 95% CI).
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Figure S14
Funnel plot of all effects (aggregated by sample) for short-term memory (gSM), graphically clustered by study with PET-PEESE meta-regression method applied (dot with 95% CI at SE = 0 indicate the estimate bias-free effect).
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Figure S15
Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for short-term memory (gSM). The plot shows how the estimated mean meta-analytic effect varies with each individual study being removed one at a time. Shaded area represents the variation of the 95% CI of the meta-analytic estimate.
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CHC AREA: speed of processing (gS)

Figure S16
Forest plot of all effects aggregated by sample, for speed of processing (gS). Error bars represent 95% CIs. Larger dots indicate higher precision (i.e., smaller standard errors). The diamond below represents the overall meta-analytic mean effect (its width represents the 95% CI).
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Figure S17
Funnel plot of all effects (aggregated by sample) for speed of processing (gS), graphically clustered by study with PET-PEESE meta-regression method applied (dot with 95% CI at SE = 0 indicate the estimate bias-free effect).
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Figure S18
Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for speed of processing (gS). The plot shows how the estimated mean meta-analytic effect varies with each individual study being removed one at a time. Shaded area represents the variation of the 95% CI of the meta-analytic estimate.
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Table S1. Codebook Variable Definitions and Coding scheme (selected variables example only)

	Term
	Definitions

	
	

	Study
	Include the reference for each included study (e.g., Mercer et al., 1972).

	Sample ID
	Contain the reference of each study divided for sub-samples (e.g., Mercer et al., 1972 - Sample1; Mercer et al., 1972 - Sample1).

	Country [Block Continent] 
	Include the information of the Country [and correspondent Continent] where data were collected.

	Battery [Battery regrouped]  
	Specify the Battery edition (e.g., WISC; WISC-R; WISC-III; WISC-IV; WISC-V). 
The grouping variable identifies the editions as follows:
WISC 1-2 when WISC and WISC-R;
WISC-345 when WISC-III; WISC-IV; WISC-V.

	Task
	Name of each sub-test of the WISC batteries. When not all sub-tests were listed, main Indexes were coded instead (e.g., Verbal IQ; Performance IQ; FISQ; VCI; PRI; WMI; PSI)

	CHC
	Include the correspondence with the CHC factorial model (e.g., gC; gQ; gV; gF; gS; gSM).

	Male– Female [N/M/SD]
	Number of participants, means and standard deviations for each sub-test or index reported were coded with reference to male and female participants.

	Age Range
	Age range of the overall sample was reported.
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