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« Eight hundred and twenty-seven unique individuals were included from Table 2. Facial Ratios and Masculinity-Femininity
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features in determining male and female sex; however, these

have relied on prototypical renderings or artificial faces
(Russell 2003).

Mal

 Ratios were used to
characterize relative
representation of facial
features, where higher ratio
scores indicated increased

facial feature representation
(Table 1).
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 Moreover, previous studies tend to include a relatively small
sample size of both individual photos and raters (Russell
2003) which may call into question the generalizability of
results.

Figure 2. Facial Ratios Predicting Sex. Conditional estimate plots with 95%
confidence intervals predicting male (1) and female (0) sex for A: upper third ratio
ratio; B: middle third ratio; C: lower third ratio; D: chin ratio; E: philtrum ratio; F:
nose width ratio; G: facial ratio; H: nose length ratio; I: lip ratio; J: eye width ratio; K:
eye height ratio. Statistical significance denoted with *p<0.05; **p<0.01; **p <
0.001.

Figure 1. Facial Anatomic Measurements in Chicago Face Database
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