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The world this week
Politics
Jul 31, 2025 01:04 PM



Israel suspended military operations for several hours a day in parts of Gaza and opened a humanitarian corridor to allow aid into the strip. The Israel Defence Forces dropped flour, sugar and tinned food by plane into Gaza for distribution by the UN, but reiterated that there was “no starvation”. Jordan, Egypt and the United Arab Emirates also carried out air-drops. The UN said the aid was not nearly enough. The WHO warned that malnutrition was at “alarming levels”. Donald Trump acknowledged there was now “real starvation” in Gaza. Meanwhile, hopes for a ceasefire evaporated.
An idle threat?

Sir Keir Starmer, Britain’s prime minister, said his government would recognise a Palestinian state in September unless Israel agreed to a ceasefire in Gaza and a two-state solution, among other things. Binyamin Netanyahu, Israel’s prime minister, warned that this would reward Hamas and that “Appeasement towards jihadist terrorists always fails.” 

After France also said it would recognise a Palestinian state, it joined  Saudi Arabia to host a high-level conference at the UN in order to discuss a two-state solution. The resulting seven-page declaration set out “irreversible steps” towards that goal, including a “transitional administrative committee” in Gaza under the auspices of the Palestinian Authority. The statement, which was signed by Egypt, Qatar and Saudi Arabia, also called on Hamas to disarm and give up power in Gaza. It also condemned Hamas’s attack on Israel on October 7th 2023. Canada, which will also recognise a Palestinian state in September, also endorsed the declaration. America and Israel did not attend the conference.

Dozens of civilians have been killed in northern Togo by jihadists this year, according to its foreign minister. The west African state borders the Sahel region, where Islamic militants have fought government forces in several countries for a decade. May and June saw a big increase in violence in the Sahel and there are fears that the fighting will spread.

Sudan’s rebel Rapid Support Forces unveiled the leadership for a parallel government in the parts of the country it controls. Muhammad Hamdan Dagalo, the RSF’s leader, will head a 15-person “presidential council”. A meeting in Washington with Egypt, Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates that was meant to advance the peace process was called off over disagreements about the text of a planned declaration.

Alassane Ouattara, the president of Ivory Coast, said he would run for a fourth term in elections in October, reversing a previous promise to step down. Mr Ouattara justified his decision with the need to “preserve stability”. With his main rivals disqualified from running, his chances of winning are good. The country’s constitution limits presidents to two terms in office.

Mr Trump shortened his deadline for Russia to take a genuine step towards a peace deal with Ukraine to August 8th. The president had given Russia a 50-day deadline, but said as no progress was being made there was no reason for him to wait to impose what he promises will be crippling sanctions on Russia. The Kremlin said it had taken note. In Ukraine a Russian strike on a prison in the front-line region of Zaporizhia killed 16 people. 

An earthquake of magnitude 8.8 was registered off Russia’s Pacific coast, triggering tsunami alerts or advisories in Japan, Pacific islands and across the ocean in the United States and Latin American countries. No casualties were reported. The quake could be one of the largest ever recorded if the 8.8 reading is confirmed.

A judge in Colombia convicted Álvaro Uribe, a former right-wing  president, on charges of attempting to bribe a witness and “procedural fraud”.  The controversial court case has dragged on for years. Mr Uribe is a towering figure in Colombian politics. As president, his hard-line security measures improved life for many after decades of conflict. Yet critics point to his government’s stained human-rights record. The ruling is already dividing the nation and has irked Marco Rubio, America’s secretary of state. Mr Uribe still maintains his innocence.

Donald Trump stepped up his fight with Brazil over what he describes as a “witch-hunt” against Jair Bolsonaro, a former right-wing president charged with trying to stop the democratic transfer of power. Mr Trump imposed sanctions on Alexandre de Moraes, the Supreme Court judge overseeing the trial of Mr Bolsonaro, and signed an order imposing a 50% tariff on Brazilian goods, though it excludes many Brazilian exports to the US.

Gunmen attacked a bar in the Guayas province of Ecuador, killing 17 people. A week earlier nine people were shot dead at another bar in the coastal region. There was a marked decrease in gang-related deaths across Ecuador last year amid the government’s crackdown on criminality, but gang violence has surged again this year, especially in Guayas.

Paul Dans, the chief mastermind behind Project 2025, which has reshaped the federal government under the Trump administration, launched a Republican primary challenge for Lindsey Graham’s South Carolina Senate seat. Mr Graham, one of America’s most prominent senators, has held the seat since 2003. The race promises to be one of the most interesting in next year’s primary elections.

In next door North Carolina Roy Cooper, a Democrat, launched his bid for a Senate seat that will be left open by the retirement of Thom Tillis, a Republican. Mr Cooper is a former governor. The Democrats hope his will be one of a handful of races that will help them win control of the Senate in 2026.

Cambodia agreed to cease hostilities along their border following the worst fighting between the two countries in three decades, which killed at least 40 people and displaced hundreds of thousands on both sides. Thailand accused Cambodia of breaking the ceasefire, which Cambodia denied.

Amit Shah, India’s powerful minister for home affairs, said that the security forces had “eliminated” the three men behind the terrorist attack in Indian-controlled Kashmir in April that killed 26 people. The attack sparked the most serious military conflict between India and Pakistan in five decades. According to Mr Shah the three men belonged to Lashkar-e-Taiba, a militant group based in Pakistan.

The Supreme Court of the Philippines dismissed the impeachment in February of Sara Duterte, the vice-president, by the lower house of Congress because the process was unconstitutional, though it did not clear her of the charges. Her trial in the Senate, which had been held up by the political and legal wrangling, cannot now proceed. The court’s decision revives Ms Duterte’s ambition of running for president in 2028.
No entry

Taiwan’s president, Lai Ching-te, will postpone a trip to Paraguay after America refused to give him permission for his flight to transit through New York, according to reports. America is negotiating a trade deal with China and the Chinese government was hopping mad at the prospect of Mr Lai setting foot on American soil, which it somehow sees as violating its claim to rule Taiwan. Taiwan’s foreign ministry denied the reports and said Mr Lai had no travel plans “in the near future”.



At least 30 people died during flooding in Beijing and another 80,000 were evacuated. The city’s suburbs, especially Miyun and Huairou, were hardest hit by the deluge.

In Britain downloads of virtual private networks soared, after new internet age-verification rules came into force. VPNs, which can make users appear to be from a different country from the one they live in, are one way to dodge the effects of the Online Safety Act, which aims to limit children’s ability to see “harmful content”, a category that includes porn, self-harm, suicide, depictions of violence, “dangerous stunts” and more. Some firms seem to be erring on the side of over-blocking, with social networks restricting access to footage from political demonstrations and even some speeches in Parliament. Critics argue that such nannying is hard to square with the government’s ambitions to lower the voting age to 16.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.economist.com/the-world-this-week/2025/07/31/politics
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The world this week
Business
Jul 31, 2025 01:02 PM



The European Union reached a preliminary  with America, which gave Donald Trump most of what he wanted. EU exports to America will be subject to a 15% tariff. Mr Trump had threatened 30%. The 15% duty applies to cars made in the EU, a lower rate than Mr Trump’s sectoral levy. Meanwhile, the bloc will eliminate tariffs on American-made vehicles and a range of other goods, including aircraft and chipmaking equipment. The EU also committed to buying more American energy and investing more in the United States. Ursula von der Leyen, the president of the European Commission, insisted the deal was “the best we could get”.

Other countries scrambled to reach trade deals with America before an August 1st deadline. An agreement with South Korea leaves it with a 15% tariff on its goods. It had faced a 25% duty.
Caught in the trade winds

More companies reported the impacts from tariffs. Mercedes-Benz blamed the duties for a decline in sales in North America and Asia in the first half of 2025, year on year. Taking the EU trade deal into account, it now expects sales for the full year to be “significantly below” last year’s. Ford ran up $800m in tariff costs in the second quarter and swung to a net loss.  And Procter & Gamble said trade levies would cost it $1bn, and that it would have to raise prices across a range of consumer goods.

The Federal Reserve kept its benchmark interest rate on hold, at a range of between 4.25% and 4.5%. The central bank said that inflation remained “somewhat elevated”, but recognised that growth had “moderated”, possibly signalling a future rate cut. For the first time since 1993, two governors dissented from their colleagues and voted for a cut.

The Bank of Japan left its key interest rate unchanged, at 0.5%, but raised its forecast for inflation.

Microsoft’s net profit soared by 24% in the second quarter, year on year, to $27.2bn, as revenue from its data centres surged. The company announced even more investments in AI. And Meta’s stock shot up after it reported solid earnings. “Superintelligence” is going to improve every aspect of the business, said Mark Zuckerberg.

Tesla signed a $16.5bn deal with Samsung for the South Korean company to supply it with chips from its factory in Texas. Samsung will make Tesla’s next-generation A16 chips for use in autonomous cars and robots, though production is still years away.



America’s economy grew by 3% in annualised terms during the second quarter, a better showing than most economists had expected. A drop in investment was offset by an increase in consumer spending, among other things, said the Bureau of Economic Analysis. Separate data showed the trade deficit in goods narrowing to its lowest level in two years in June, as imports fell sharply.

The IMF raised its forecast of GDP growth for the world economy this year to 3%, from the 2.8% it projected in April. That is partly because America’s tariff increases have not been as big as threatened on Mr Trump’s “Liberation Day”. A weaker dollar has also cushioned the blow for many countries. America’s economy is now forecast to grow by 1.9%, up slightly from April’s estimate, and China’s by 4.8%, up from 4% in April.
Riding the train

America could get its first-ever rail operator to transport goods seamlessly from coast to coast. Union Pacific, which carries freight in the west of the US, agreed to buy Norfolk Southern, which operates in the east, creating a transcontinental company worth $250bn. The deal will attract intense scrutiny from regulators, and could be blown off track by objections from unions and other interested parties.

Novo Nordisk, which makes the Ozempic and Wegovy weight-loss treatments, issued a profit warning for the year amid increasing competition in the American market from compounded versions of the drugs and from Eli Lilly’s rival remedies. Its share price sank by almost 30%. The company appointed a new chief executive, Maziar Mike Doustdar, though that did little to allay investors’ concerns about its growth prospects. Parvus Asset Management, an activist hedge fund, is reported to be building a stake in the Danish firm.

Renault also got a new chief executive. François Provost was the surprise choice to succeed Luca de Meo, who has left to run Kering, a luxury-goods company.

There was some evidence that the efforts by Boeing’s chief executive, Kelly Ortberg, to turn round the business were gaining traction. The company’s cash burn, the rate at which it spends cash reserves or capital to fund operations, slowed to almost nothing in the second quarter and it recorded a smaller net loss than Wall Street had expected.  Boeing‘s delivery of 280 aircraft in the first six months of 2025 was the most in a first half since 2018.

America’s Federal Communications Commission approved Skydance Media’s acquisition of Paramount Global, ending the takeover’s lengthy legal saga. The transaction is expected to close within weeks.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.economist.com/the-world-this-week/2025/07/31/business
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Dig deeper into the subject of this week’s cartoon:

What opponents of the EU-US trade deal get wrong·

The trade deal with America shows the limits of the EU’s power

Who’s feeling the pain of Trump’s tariffs?

The editorial cartoon appears weekly in The Economist. You can see last week’s here.
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Greenlash
The climate needs a politics of the possible 
To win voters’ consent, policymakers must offer pragmatism and hope 
Aug 01, 2025 05:16 AM



Curbing climate change was never going to be easy. The fundamental energy balance of a planet cannot be changed overnight; nor can a fossil-fuel-based economy that serves billions of people be replaced without furious political objections. But today the problem looks particularly hard.

On July 29th, continuing President Donald Trump’s gutting of efforts to reduce emissions, America’s Environmental Protection Agency said it would renounce its main authority to regulate greenhouse gases. That goes along with his reckless attacks on climate science. In Europe the war in Ukraine has spurred growth in defence budgets, squeezing spending on green policies, which also face renewed political opposition . Some voters think the cost of cutting emissions is too high, or should fall on others. In poor countries, which have historically emitted far less than rich ones, many resent green policies they see as foreign and heedless of the desperate local need for energy. Sensing the political winds, big global firms have gone quiet about greenery, though many still pursue it.

None of this deprives the world of its technical ability to decarbonise a great deal of its economy; on that score things have never looked better. The cost of clean energy is tumbling, as the demand for it continues to grow. 
	America is slashing its climate research
	Donald Trump’s war on renewables
	The humbling of green Europe
	The remarkable rise of “greenhushing”



The problem is politics. Many people do not believe that the strict “net zero” targets to which some governments have tied their climate policies are in their interest—or that they will bring benefits to anyone else. Some think they are being taken for chumps, paying good money to meet bad targets while businesses and people elsewhere are belching out carbon, chuckling as they do so. Seeing an ever-more-powerful China emitting more than Europe and America combined makes resentful Western voters seethe.

The scientific rationale for net zero is strong. An end to warming requires the level of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere to stop increasing. That means either a world with no such emissions or one which takes as much greenhouse gas out of the atmosphere as it puts in (the “net” in net zero). The logic is inescapable. The political rationale is clear, too. Saying you will hit net zero by a certain date is a definite goal, easily articulated. Hard, ambitious targets have advantages: you never know for sure what can be done until you try.

However, reaching net zero in the nearish future would require emission cuts to be quick, deep—and painful. For countries which have not yet seen any decline in emissions—which, worldwide, is most of them—the steepest cuts would have to come very early. In many cases such scenarios are barely physically imaginable, let alone politically feasible.

If a target is so hard that it cannot win consent, then it needs to be changed. But how? For rich countries to abandon stringent net-zero targets outright would demoralise greens, energise climate nihilists and make sensible reforms harder. Better to find ways to ease them into the “more of a guideline” category. There will be resistance from those who believe that all problems can be solved by “more political will”, but as a famously iron-willed German once said, politics is the art of the possible.
Better to be Bismarck

Some politicians get it. Mark Carney, Canada’s prime minister and an economist, understands that, in many situations, the most efficient way to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions is to tax them. But many voters hate such taxes, so he has been quick to rescind the aspects of Canada’s carbon-pricing scheme that affect them directly.

Instead of charging for pollution, many governments have subsidised its avoidance. Some subsidies have borne fruit. Extra demand has driven the virtuous cycle of larger volumes and lower prices that have seen wind, solar and batteries become more available and cheaper. Costs are now so low that unstimulated demand will drive them even lower. That more or less guarantees a growing amount of decarbonisation come what may. Even post-Big-Beautiful-Bill America will see its emissions shrink, albeit more slowly than they could have.

Nonetheless subsidies still distort markets and reduce emissions less cheaply than a carbon price normally would. So it makes sense to charge for emissions when it is politically feasible (for example, when it does not affect voters directly). Governments should also scrap the many subsidies that harm the climate, such as those still applied to fossil fuels.

They should try harder to reduce the pain inflicted when decarbonisation involves lots of ordinary people. Do not bully them into buying heat pumps when there are too few technicians to install them. Make switching to an electric car easier by building charging infrastructure and letting in cheap imports from China. Apply the same pain-reducing logic to adaptation. Marine Le Pen, the leading French populist, struck a chord when she complained that France’s elite had air conditioning but its masses did not.

America will play an unusual role so long as Mr Trump is in charge: as a cautionary tale. Some promising clean-energy technologies, such as advanced geothermal and possibly even fusion, now have bipartisan support. But Mr Trump’s war on climate action will leave the country worse off. At a time of rising energy demand, some of it needed to power artificial intelligence—a national-security priority—prices will rise. Efforts to establish an American renewables industry to rival China’s will wither.

Voters everywhere prefer cleanliness to pollution and a future in which they can thrive to one that looks dangerous. Those are more potent rallying cries than an abstract target. Stories that make people feel they are participating in progress still play well. The idea of not being subject to swings in fossil-fuel prices is attractive, too. “The art of the possible” may sound flat. But a politics of new possibilities could put climate policy on a more sustainable footing, as well as offering hope. That is what those fighting climate change need to offer. ■

For subscribers only: to see how we design each week’s cover, sign up to our weekly Cover Story newsletter.
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Transatlantic trade truths
What opponents of the EU-US trade deal get wrong 
Internal reform matters more than external trade
Jul 31, 2025 04:13 PM



The critics were quick to jump in. Soon after the European Commission struck its trade deal with President Donald Trump on July 27th, it was being savaged in European capitals. François Bayrou, the French prime minister, called it a “dark day when an alliance of free peoples, united to affirm their values and defend their interests, resolves to submit”. Friedrich Merz, Germany’s chancellor, worried about “severe damage” to the German economy. Viktor Orban, Hungary’s populist leader, twisted the knife, saying that Mr Trump “ate Ursula von der Leyen for breakfast”.

The deal is certainly unlike any other the EU has struck before. Exports to America will face a tariff of 15%, lower than the 30% that had been threatened had no deal been struck, but nearly ten times as high as the rate that prevailed before Mr Trump returned to the White House. In turn, the eu will eliminate its own tariffs on imports of American industrial goods, and provide easier access for some farm produce. The bloc is also expected to buy more energy from America, and invest hundreds of billions across the Atlantic. For those who see trade as a zero-sum game in which deficits are for losers and exporters are winners, the EU got fleeced.

The naysayers are misguided, however. Unfortunately, Mr Trump’s love of tariffs means the old days of low duties are not coming back while he is in power. And the deal is not as catastrophic as its critics claim. The EU has secured similar terms to Japan’s, so its relative trading position remains the same. Cars made in Europe will no longer face higher, sectoral duties. And the EU has not had to surrender its plans to regulate digital services, which mainly hit America’s tech giants.

Some bemoan the asymmetry of the deal; that European manufacturers face tariffs, while Americans gain market access. But trade is not a zero-sum game. European consumers will benefit from greater choice and lower prices, whereas the bulk of the tariff cost will be borne by American businesses and shoppers, even if some foreign firms do cut their prices.

Last, the broader geopolitical context meant that escalation was never an attractive option for the EU. If trade were the only thing on the agenda, the bloc could have better afforded to hit back, in the hope of forcing America to relent. But “it is [also] about security, it is about Ukraine,” Maros Sefcovic, the EU’s trade commissioner, has said about the negotiations. Because Europe has for decades outsourced its security to America, it needed to offer trade terms that would keep a mercurial president happy and willing to stay engaged in Europe.

The EU’s critics ignore the fact that its problems run deeper than a single trade deal. The economy badly needs reform, innovation and investment, as Mario Draghi, a former head of the European Central Bank, laid out in a colossal report in 2024. Mr Trump’s 15% transatlantic tariff pales in comparison with the cost of internal trade frictions; the IMF reckons barriers within the eu amount to a staggering 44% tariff on goods and 110% on services. Europe’s capital markets are too shallow and fragmented to fund risky, innovative ideas. And the continent is far from adding the extra investments needed to close the productivity gap.

Rather than focusing on what America is doing wrong, the EU should look closer to home. Member states are stymieing reform. Germany is loth to boost its own capital markets, let alone integrate capital markets across Europe. France is the biggest obstacle to making more trade deals that would help diversify exporters’ markets. Almost a year since the Draghi report, barely any of its recommendations have been acted on. Damaging as a trade war would have been, it might at least have shaken politicians out of their torpor. Instead of pointing fingers, the critics should roll up their sleeves. ■

Subscribers to The Economist can sign up to our Opinion newsletter, which brings together the best of our leaders, columns, guest essays and reader correspondence.
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Block off the old chips 
America is easing chip-export controls at exactly the wrong time 
The ban on sales to China was working, and should be kept in place
Jul 31, 2025 04:13 PM



In the six months since China stunned the world with DeepSeek, its progress in artificial intelligence (AI) has continued to impress. In July alone three labs unveiled top-flight ai models, matching and in some cases even beating America’s best. The bosses of America’s leading modelmakers say that advanced ai, able to outperform the average human at all cognitive tasks, could be just a few years away. The race is not just commercial, but geopolitical: the country that gets to superintelligence first would enjoy mighty military advantages, too.

This is the backdrop against which the Trump administration has abruptly changed its mind on the export of America’s world-beating ai chips to China. In April it blocked the sales of Nvidia’s h20 chips to the People’s Republic. On July 14th the firm said it had been given permission to resume them. The U-turn came shortly after a meeting at the White House between President Donald Trump and the boss of Nvidia, Jensen Huang. Nvidia is the world’s most valuable company, and its fortunes move markets. To a president who views the S&P 500 as a personal approval tracker, that may give it sway that other firms lack. But even without the grubby optics, the decision is a grave mistake at the worst possible time.

That is because as impressive as Chinese models have been, America’s chip controls were clearly working. When Nvidia devised the h20 to comply with an earlier set of rules, it inadvertently created a chip that was hobbled for training new AI models, but perfect for running them—a process called inference. Since exports of the H20 were banned in April, even the Chinese labs that had overcome the shortage of training chips to produce world-class AI models have been unable to access enough computing capacity to offer those models to paying customers. They have had to resort to relying on outsourced hosting, and making the most of the limited quantity of AI chips produced by Huawei and other Chinese hardware firms. But the trend seems clear: without H20s, Chinese companies cannot keep up with demand.

And as AI adoption increases, having enough capacity for inference will become ever more important, making export controls even more potent. America’s ban on the export of H20s, in short, has impeded China’s progress in AI. It seems perverse for America, engaged in an arms race with China, to give up this advantage.

Moreover, rapid progress in AI argues for restricting chip sales now, even if that ends up boosting China’s hardware industry in the longer term. There is no question that blocking Chinese firms’ access to foreign inputs has stimulated demand for Chinese alternatives. It has turbo-charged innovation and the development of an alternative ecosystem in a way that even President Xi Jinping and his deep pockets could not manage. China’s domestic chipmakers remain years behind the industry’s cutting edge, but export controls have strengthened their commercial incentive to catch up. America thus faces a trade-off: it can limit China’s AI software industry today at the expense of emboldening its AI hardware industry in the longer term, or vice versa.

Mr Trump’s ai adviser, David Sacks, says allowing chip exports will make China dependent on America’s technology ecosystem, and discourage it from developing its own. The more Chinese firms use Nvidia’s chips, goes the argument, the harder it will be for Huawei and other local firms to develop a commercially viable alternative. America’s commerce secretary says he wants China to be “addicted” to American chips.

Yet given the stakes of the AI race, the risk that China’s hardware supply chain will be strengthened in the long run is worth taking. The fiendish complexity of chipmaking means catching up will take many years. And if there is even a small chance that the time-frame for AI development suggested by America’s AI leaders is correct, the race for superintelligence may have been won by 2030. Accordingly, America should do everything it can to win that race in the short term, even if that means it fails to hamper the development of China’s hardware industry in the longer term.
Nvidia’s comparison

When it comes to many of the ingredients of artificial intelligence, China measures up well against America. It has deep reservoirs of talent, data and capital, and plenty of power-generating capacity. Chips, however, are its Achilles heel. As artificial-intelligence models wow the world, and even bigger advances loom on the horizon, it is foolish for America to give its main geopolitical rival any assistance. ■

Subscribers to The Economist can sign up to our Opinion newsletter, which brings together the best of our leaders, columns, guest essays and reader correspondence.
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A selection of correspondence
The consequences of age-related testosterone decline in men
Also this week, Chris Wright, academic pay, UAE foreign policy, cameras, ice cream, brand manipulation
Jul 31, 2025 01:03 PM



Letters are welcome via email to letters@economist.comFind out more about how we process your letter

Keeping fit prevents decline

You thoughtfully highlighted the consequences of age-related testosterone decline in men (“Hormonal men”, July 12th). Important aspects to consider are why this decrease happens and whether it is inevitable. In contrast to menopause in women, in which the reduction of oestrogens occurs regardless of lifestyle, we found that diminishing testosterone is not necessarily a biological fate (our study was published in Maturitas in 2018).

We analysed 2,994 men aged 50-80 undergoing preventive health exams, including a maximal treadmill test to measure cardiorespiratory fitness objectively. The results showed that men who remained physically fit and maintained a healthy weight did not experience the typical age-related drop in testosterone. In other words, lifestyle, particularly fitness and weight control, plays a critical role.

Testosterone decline is preventable, and this fact deserves attention in discussions of male ageing and hormones. The hormonal trajectory of ageing men is not fixed.

Dr Ugis Gruntmanis
Professor of endocrinology
Dartmouth-Hitchcock Medical Centre
Lebanon, New Hampshire

Your article on hormone-linked depression may send melancholy male readers racing for a testosterone test (“When hormones hijack the mind”, July 12th). They can keep their sleeves rolled down. The best evidence available, a randomised, placebo-controlled trial in 2024 of more than 5,000 men with low testosterone, found that testosterone replacement lifted mood only marginally and left sleep and cognitive function unchanged. In our own eight-year cohort of more than 4,000 Australian men, baseline testosterone levels, whether high, low or middling, predicted nothing about who later became depressed.

Whatever sparkle some men report after testosterone replacement is largely the placebo effect. Chasing yet another biochemical quick fix may enrich laboratories and prescribers but will help few patients. Trimmer waists, fewer drinks and brisk walks remain cheaper, safer tonics for low mood.

Dr Malcolm Forbes
Consultant psychiatrist
Geelong, Australia

Why Wright is wrong

The By Invitation (July 14th) from Chris Wright, America’s energy secretary and a former oil and gas chief executive, was dismissive of climate change and the enormous progress made by renewable energy. His own department’s Energy Information Administration reports that in 2024 solar, wind and batteries provided 94% of new electric capacity in America, 61% from solar alone, not because they are clean but because they are now the lowest cost electricity generators. Unlike oil and gas, which are finite resources that fluctuate wildly in price, solar and wind are free fuels that will never cause future price shocks.

Mr Wright argued that electricity accounts for only one-fifth of primary energy consumption. But the energy transition involves not only replacing fossil-fuel electricity with renewables but also electrifying buildings, transport and industry. Instead of burning methane gas in homes, which incurs an energy loss, modern heat pumps convert one kilowatt-hour of electricity to as much as five kWh of heat. And as the Department of Energy explains, electric vehicles are about three times as efficient as gasoline ones.

Secretary Wright’s reversal of the national energy programme may benefit the fossil-fuel industry, but it will put America much further behind China. According to the EIA, last year alone China installed more than twice the total American capacity of utility-scale solar electricity. What should be a Sputnik moment is being met with a futile attempt to save a declining industry, which will subject us all to worsening climate-change disasters.

Charles Kutscher
Fellow
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Institute 
Boulder, Colorado

Mr Wright promotes a fantasy of “bettering lives through unleashing a golden age of energy dominance” while the North Rim of the Grand Canyon burns and dozens of families in Texas still mourn the loss of their loved ones in flash floods. Climate change has exacerbated the frequency and intensity of these types of weather events.

Yes, cheap and abundant energy drove, and continues to drive, economic progress, but so did science, and the science on climate change is clear. Its impact on human lives and the economy cannot be ignored. The World Health Organisation estimates that approximately 250,000 additional lives will be lost because of climate change every year between 2030 and 2050.

The world may stand at an “energy crossroads”, but we also stand at one that is existential. We should hope our leaders have the courage to recognise that before it truly is too late.

Tyler Dooling
New York

The UAE responds

The foreign policy of the United Arab Emirates is guided by a clear vision, which is to foster stability, economic opportunity and long-term partnerships across the Middle East and Africa. We believe this is the only sustainable path to building a region in which people can truly thrive. This approach is often misunderstood and misrepresented, including in your recent coverage (economist.com/video).

Your reporting echoes outdated stereotypes that reduce Gulf foreign policy to simplistic rivalries. In reality, the UAE has pursued a deliberate strategy of regional de-escalation and economic integration, grounded in the belief that the region needs more co-operation, not confrontation. This vision has been reflected in restored diplomatic ties, deepening economic partnerships, and a growing emphasis on connectivity, trade, and shared development across the Middle East.

The same principles underpin the UAE’s partnerships across Africa. As one of the largest investors on the continent, the UAE has made significant contributions in renewable energy, infrastructure and digital innovation,  from solar plants in Togo to data centres in Kenya. We are also one of the major aid providers to Africa, having provided approximately $20.9bn in development and humanitarian aid to the continent over the past ten years. To portray such engagement as destabilising is not only inaccurate, but dismisses the UAE’s development-driven strategy and its commitment to building mutually beneficial, long-term relationships with African nations.

This approach has also guided our engagement in Sudan, where the UAE built strong ties with the civilian government before its overthrow in 2021. Today, the military factions that removed that government are fighting each other and committing terrible atrocities. We do not support either of them. We believe Sudan’s future must be a civilian-led government independent of military control. The most recent reporting of the UN Panel of Experts tasked with monitoring the arms embargo on Darfur makes no findings against the UAE, and the International Court of Justice dismissed related accusations brought by the Sudanese Armed Forces, one of the warring parties.

Our objective is clear: to support a peaceful, stable, and prosperous region in which the aspirations of its people, whether in Sudan or elsewhere, can be realised. This is the vision the UAE embodies and is committed to.

Afra Alhameli
Director of communications
UAE Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Abu Dhabi

Professors on a pittance

Visa costs are not the main reason why Britain may not benefit from an exodus of researchers from America (“Brain gain?”, July 19th). With a few exceptions, the vast majority of British and European universities pay pre-tax salaries to academics that are well below international standards (the deviation is even larger after tax). The differences are often measured in multiples, not percentage points. The only beneficiary from this will be China, where institutions increasingly pay internationally benchmarked, market-based salaries that are much larger than those offered by European universities.

Aris Stouraitis
Director
Centre for Corporate Governance and Financial Policy
Hong Kong Baptist University

Japan’s political future?

Your otherwise excellent coverage of Japan’s upper house election (“Japan’s political kaleidoscope”, July 26th) missed, like almost all media coverage, perhaps the most interesting development in the election: the emergence of Anno Takahiro’s Team Mirai. Mr Anno is a 34-year-old science-fiction writer. Team Mirai did a number of unprecedented things when it crossed the 2% threshold to become a national party and elect its first member to the House of Councillors. These include becoming the first party in the world that harnesses AI for public participation to receive national representation and the first party in Japan led by the under 40s to win representation. Amid the handwringing about the decline of democracy, perhaps we should celebrate the hopeful possibilities that technology and youth are opening.

E. Glen Weyl
Arlington, Massachusetts

Cameras for an analogue life

In addition to the resurgence of old analogue media mentioned in your article, “Rage against the machine” (July 19th), instant photography is also making a return. Polaroid is back from near extinction and sells over 1m film packs a year (that’s 80m photos). It recently introduced two entirely new cameras. Fuji sells 97m packs of Instax film a year. The enthusiasts’ market for Polaroid cameras has developed entirely new printed circuit boards that permit granular control of vintage SX-70 cameras through apps on smartphones. A nice mix of old and new.

Jim McCartney
Calgary, Canada



Life’s a rocky road

I couldn’t help notice that John Robbins, a campaigner for healthier living, died at the age of 77 (Obituary, July 5th). Robbins spurned the family’s Baskin-Robbins ice-cream business, which was co-founded by his father, Irv, in 1945. After a difficult doctor’s appointment in his 70s Irv was forced to read a copy of his son’s “Diet for a New America”, which was “dense with charts and tables of the shocking levels of fat Americans ate”. But I’m not sure Irv didn’t have the last laugh.

John lived a healthy vegan lifestyle and died at 77. But his father lived to 90, despite his ice-cream empire and accompanying health issues. It recalls a piece of advice passed down in my ice-cream loving family: “Life’s uncertain, eat dessert first.” 
PETER DARCH
Chicago

Emotional manipulation

Bartleby’s column about the emotional attachment to brands (July 12th) reminded me of the psychology behind Apple’s packaging. Apple designs its boxes to open with some resistance, building a sense of anticipation and excitement for the person opening them. To the consumer, the boxes can stir positive emotions and memories about Apple. It took Apple hundreds of attempts to come up with the patent for the iPod box.

Robert Clarke
Auckland, New Zealand

Thom Yorke, the main songwriter for Radiohead, has long warned about this kind of emotional engineering, where systems subtly shape our thoughts and feelings, leaving us with only the illusion of control. Through clever branding, genuine memories are often replaced by manufactured sentiments.

What is at stake is not just consumer choice, but emotional autonomy. These brands don’t simply sell products, they sell emotionally tailored narratives.

Denis Golovenko
Basingstoke, Hampshire

As an AFOL (Adult Fan of Lego) I take exception to Bartleby’s claim that most adults do not continue to have frequent interactions with the toy. This implies that AFOLs are an aberration among grown-ups, and unhelpfully supports the claims that our spouses have been making for years. The fact that Lego’s extensive line of tastefully packaged sets for years 18-plus (with very adult price tags) make up around 15-20% of its sales should demonstrate that we are a culture to be taken seriously.

On behalf of the AFOL community I expect a retraction that I can show my wife.

Trygve Kalland
Oslo




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.economist.com/letters/2025/07/31/the-consequences-of-age-related-testosterone-decline-in-men
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