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[ Abstract)
tures of competitors. Methods: 302 college students were assessed using the New Sex—Role Inventory(CSRI-50) and the

Objective: To find out which theory can better explain why males and females are jealous of different fea-

contextual questionnaire of the rivals characters reducing romantic jealousy. Results: The features of rivals that cause most
jealousy were different between genders. Females were more jealous of physical attractiveness of rivals, while males were

more jealous of social resources. However, the latter phenomenon was not significant. Sex role doesn’t show significant ef-

fect. Conclusion: The results partly support the explanation of evolutionary psychology theory.
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