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Abstract

Romantic relationships have a very important place in personal relationships, but romantic jeal-
ousy can have a huge impact on relationships. Attachment theory can explain the difference in
jealousy among individuals. But the current results are too crude, and there is a lack of more
nuanced sorting out of the components of jealousy. This paper sorts out the differences between
attachment anxiety and attachment avoidance in the three types of jealousy. Future studies should
further analyze the differences in online jealousy among insecurely attached individuals and ex-
plore the dynamic development and changes of jealousy.
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1. 53|

TRIE IR 2RI OC R IE BRI, BRI A oo, SRR, P L o IO B RE AR A
R FRTET] RIS YR BN 9 A2 32 ) 3 S BB AR g 1 7= A8 (10 SR, 1% BRI T A I B2 A 4 A (White & Mullen,
1989). White H1 Mullen 3t — I\ K AR B0 BE AR IF s R IR AP AE MR TP I 22 53 o [EIRE, AR XU 2 18
T4 R TA RN BRAZ AT Y 22 53K [X 43 f) (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991), BRI ZEAN A gk 444 36 F1 2655 _E i
A REAETE R RIS 22 57 . DU A5 BB G — 0 45 SO B R BUANMARE B S R kK, [l Y AR
AR 47K F(Hazan & Shaver, 1987; Kim, Feeney, & Jakubiak, 2018; Hira & Bhogal, 2020). {HiXFh&h 5§
RIEHRE o RO 3 N En g, 18 SR AT ikt , =38 e il BPAT B0, mT DA IS 3 AH
H s (Pfeiffer & Wong, 2016). H HAS B H k5 VR 18 5% R I 2 M 1 3 AN 5€ 4 —F((Tandon et al., 2020).
DR AR ) A 22 4 AR AR FE TR I8 Bk 7 vh SE AN E) 22 5 w2 A1 L B o It DAAS SO A B A 22 R A A
TEMRP BN RE, BRI & ARG RIS TR I ZE 5, AR SRBH FE S (8T IR A0 A7 0 L%

2. SRIBHKIA

TRIB RGN A R AENE (RIA RN R ™) o 13 (BRI ) AT 9 (BT i) I S 25, el
XA N BRSO 2 BN B 5 | JES 1 o 33 B N PR 45 2 BB oK 1 X6 A AR RN T 2 (A1 TS FE YR8 W 5
JIREA(White & Mullen, 1989). WF5T A GURKIL 7 WGP IS AN EIR 7 . ARIG ANk . Bk, Bk
QP ARG R AR R 7 RN AT B S o AT AR — A A AR AN RS A B B B M AN . 41
PEAVREE (40, FRAHAS TR B T REAE A NS AE), 1015 Ik & F8 — AN AR 51 R g i B A 22 15
g(Bilan, WwRFAIPAEMBANZE, RESIEEAL). LMK R FIRAR, B = W R 56 1)
—#B5r, WE BB B & RT B 2 9 7E 0 T (Muise et al., 2009).

TR I8 R HE — A N R SR AL BRI 17 28 (AN [F)AT 9 OBE . R ILERSIA 77725 (Buunk & Dijkstra, 2001;
Dijkstra & Buunk, 2002; Pfeiffer & Wong, 2016). 17 R4S J 245 R0 F-(E SL 0 BAR S ) BN A 2 U
B, — AN RIS MR8 T (B a0, A BB IS, B fAB MRS B Tl ) o AT Nk (4
BHEBAERE N AR AL, B 11 MRS R S A Guerrero et al. (2011) X LeR ik —0
SRV 1) @RI, ZREASH, WEE. BRIE BRAMEMER S, QR RAEBCRE
BWRE 70): 2) BEREER(Ban, SEvaiE, A FEekia B e, S 0 VAEY B AR B R 1 8
hEAT A, PLCE TR B R () R R0 F)s 3) [RIBERS (NPT BRER S IN); LAR 4) PLSEdxtF o
O, BRBIZARTE ST, S 5T RCL “UB7 B RBEE S0t T, SUH SRS R I 5 8K).

&L, WHRNRWTIT AR SR IR 4T 9(Dijkstra, Barelds, & Groothof, 2010) AR 51 % #:47
[R5+ FHRFAE (Dijkstra & Buunk, 2002). A #[{1/&, Dijkstraetal. (2010)& 3, B& T ASEHISLhrifkE 246, 55
TR PIEBAT AR T IEAE . B AORUL, AR UL, ARATTX B ORI AEAR 45 5 1 L R A A
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KRG SEAT VIR BN, AR B B S A TEE M BRI R BOC &R . R s AR
— SRS N EEAT ORI BL, AT DU B R B LR I PR P 458 45 94T 9 (Wang et al., 2017).

3. EEREKTHIT -

JRNARZS Lo BRI PR 9 P A AR % LU IR 2 nT A M A ST, 2 A F
— PR P A S AR AR 2R 22 4 (14 75 XA (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991). 224 i 7% 1y AARAE AT 1B A5
ez, MOREINRRTATEER . X A0 A RS ] PO R EREGE, AT A OB FF (Mikulincer et al,
2014). HAX T2 AR, FEREMARIHE R R BEOE FORFRFF R . Hergilfitl, AERBAI AT T 2K
WA GRS AT AR BABAT T PEAR, BT AR S MA1 . BhAh, Alfi1E 02 MR5E
H OB EAEE, JF0 8 RKTEE R THUR. BB MARRIL S g R M oha, DL
TP 22 4O 22 1K) 5K 2 57 & (Florian et al., 2002) . [A1#E B A& B HFAE S 43T TR IO 2R3 o AT T 75
YRR RKLEN, IR ERREREE . AT SRR RO, DUREF SRR I
AOARAL . AT X DR A R ANET B o DRIUE, (B3 ZRY AN A0 i - AT B E SRS R, RBLHIRKF
HIfE RIS, AT NE SRR RARS N, WAKKE . SGRTivt ikl EiREXRAR,
WRARSRAY AN I 2 o B 2 [ AFAE — BUR AR G

4. EREMTMESRIBHF

Sharpsteen I Kirkpatrick (1997)W\ A, KZRFNMELr 2/ DU L [FREAE: 1) PR &R T AL o
YeRE R RIISAE: 2) WHAE S BRSEPRBB T B 5] K15 3) P &0 KARRIRIIG KRG T, s
W, HRE. BEREEG ST 4) BIE 2 BIRMER OB BRI . Guerrero (1998)I A [H
(R0 20 IRURS TT DLARRE B AR R AIE . V2 I TR B, 0 IRURS 11 22 S AL 2 s i i g 1 R0k
Yumbul et al. (2010)48H, 7EIRIEXRFRT, BEA HEET GRS NS S Wy, o BEER 2 4
A,

A 22 A MR B T i A FH P SR R P 38 AR B (AN ), FE IR & T AR IE E A BRORIIA— 2L,
FE R SCRHT TP IR .

4.1. FREENMESRBEP

4.1.1. SRR SHKIPAE

FE R AN R £ Rk T £ ) 545 5 B4 H (Sharpsteen & Kirkpatrick, 1997); 4 5 i /K~ A %0tk 4
(Rodriguez et al., 2015). A& AR 1)/ MAK I DUk EZ M N G R TIE R, I HEBAG Wk R
B, % INAHECHRME. PRI ERAAEN . X T BUE AR AR 2 4 1 5 RFR B 1)
TR 9K 2R B (LA B I 77 AR R AR 7 2R G5 3ty ) 0 B KRR FE PR Bk A B, DR 1 1) 56 28 Jgl Bk (M kulineer
et al., 2014). ARATHECABATHI B 2 IEMATRE SN, A 22 MATE SRR AR IRk
XIS L o DRI BN 5 5 v i P AR B R K 2R T e R R SE AN B ATARAT TR O 2R

J: P W 48 5 I A DG IR g, &8 R T AR A Xl ] S kU R 56 (Muise et al., 2009) . BfF 7T B,
FERAAME S G By £ IEARDE, FEREACHRRE, KBk /KFHlkE (Nitzburg & Farber, 2013; Hira &
Bhogal, 2020). fEEKEFEAMAN G HAH 7 EEZ 0% MiTFEHECARZE%Z. MRS E.
A5 AT R B i A5 X AN X, DB AE I 31— SS FRR 1 BBl (Arikewuyo et al., 2020). TR FE R B,
J:F A FH IS TR) S5 g K AR ORI TRDBRG,  BRZS 5 7 AE kP (Muise et al., 2009). 11T HALAS Pk b )6
BIE B SR AAME TR G AR ikl . RN AR AN S M dw 1a) 1 B XA i 07 S04 HAE B BIRH(E
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LA T AR, HETT A B KT B R (Noller, 2005; FHAHSE, FRJE, 2018). {HIZH AR T
HE S WA (RIIE T 0 K EL A0 3 D D RR P RS 5 R, T RN RS 25 R (A E R DGR AR 16
LRI A I RE T 5% R R AR BN BRIEAORAL I B IR VF R, Rl gy S5 15 28 kg
X3 T RAEARAT AL ZE o

LR EPTE, RIS RMARR 5 2 I 2 KPR .

4.1.2. FREBSHPRIE

TEWR Y RIETT T, FERERIAMAE B 2 R YEAT A, anvEAyA i (Fox & Frampton, 2018), B2 [k
B 5 AT A(Wegner et al., 2018) 4 o £8 B AU 5 51K (1) 74) 38 i & 1EAH 9 (Candel et al., 2021). Simpson et al.
(2018) i FH e B F+ 2136 s 72 T AR IR B AMA IR M B A 84k, IR IR B S B 2 B4, JEE
5 BBINEE R AR 0 B B A9 4T 3 . Fox & Frampton (2018)38 35 17 1 1 48 70 1 22 A2 8 36 9 12k gk 4
AR R I, R R TR AN A 2 B R A A FH B M SR SR SR i iy o IR 5 A — Bl ki Rk R R —
Foft 5 A2 AR B S S AN gk i T K 1% 2 H F A S B (Wegner et al., 2018). £EREARIANMA 55 Sk i B IEAH
K, FEE I BEh R RE AR 3 B A8 T AKAE S AR AR R TR B 4ES 5 O 2 ER ARG R
H f(Wegner et al., 2018). {H H §ixf T REAMA G S WY AT IR B, SRS EMMER, Xk
BRIEEI, DL ORI 23 7= A 10 5 RAEE A B 45 . Overall et al. (2013) (1 703K B AR R /M
2 R BRSO A A AR IR B A O T B 22 4 S5 R, IR ) AHED, AR BN F i S kg i 07 2k
FARWRY P RE 2 AR KB RN AR, TR T B O R R R, IR R A

BEE R IR 8, FEERIANAST Tkl (O F kB 1 — R 10 7 R— W28 i . KA s R,
FERAME S m KPS TE4T 4. Reed et al. (2015) KL FEMA S5 B 7 NR RIEAI L. HIEAMARE N
W EAR LGSR ORIE, X AR B AR LA TAR SRR T 22 (I [R)AE AL A I A b, A B8 A B A A I A Sk il 2>
FERE XU, B EIAE A M 4547 R I K BT o (Bt A BF 72 R B WA 45 AT R IRIE R R TP A — E R FE .
Wang Fil Lu (2017) I\ A W4T AT e A2 W 28 B AR T BRI L - 3R AT, mTREXS S P AR 1) 6 RS A 2
{HR MR E G A E RS B MR p B3 . T B8 DR A R B AMA R Wk r 2 PR o, SRS TH )
R (Simpson et al., 2018), RMERAERITUA IR REI B A BRI RN . (HIX R TR IAT]
Wl — NS ISR, FTRERBEE R R IR, B OGRS BB I D .

ZE LRTR, FEEAMAE 2 MR AT AT S KT R AT

4.2. EBERMESIRBESR

4.2.1. EBH SR

[ 3 Rk 2 B 22 () SRR R R 4, TR I L BE A /K P BN A %7 (Rodriguez et al., 2015) . [a] 3R> f4
HARM K BB (Mikulincer et al., 2014), [FUt, TEEME R RSB, [BERAMATE £ 2 KN
N OB 52 2 i P AR B S o 1 RN [ A R B T AR A AR, B2 R
Felg (Mikulincer et al., 2014), Xf3E% K RIRIFIER, A BMA LR EEAE F, I BRI xt
TEEA AT B IR BRI B ¢ 2R B 2 45 T S D R GV RS, BT DA SBEAR A i

SBR[ AR R I T AR R B %7 (Muise et al., 2014; Hira & Bhogal,
2020). BIRA R F 2 B 058 ALANMA 5 X 48 B A 9% (Vaillancourt-Morel et al., 2019), Bl [A]58 RIAMAH 25 1E
PR B TAIEAL AT N 26 b, H R T H OS50, ARA A 28 R B I (] G AR A I 5 DT, AT ™
ARG . B S SRR AR, H RO T B IR SO AT Sy, IR RERE [l Tk
BIANMAAE 4128 I 26 RN e g e A7 26 gk 7 #88 J T- SLAR K KT o IR AR B Preiffer A1 Wong (2016) I A3
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ARG R 28 W 4P 2 P AT AH ELAE AR
L5 LRIk, RN 2 22 ) AR KPR A 56

4.2.2. BB SR RIE

TEWERGPRIB T T, BRI 2 58 2 1 (R 8EEAT 2 . Fox & Frampton (2018)3d 3 V5 IR VE TR 7T 4120 1
PRAEIE WP IR T B I, Tl B A 0] gt 14 7 gl 2 [l P S, I de B LR ey AR B
FAF LS BOATAS BRI OGTE  [E B MR S5 1 40 15 30X — Wk 1A 77 UK R RATIRAS A . — LLHF U 3R
P A7 1E IEAH ¢ (Dandurand & Lafontaine, 2014), {H 55— LeAfF 03 B 5 35 1% A 5% (Wegner et al., 2018).
AT RS RN SRR o< R BTG R 25 57 . B FRE S RIA R, [R1EE AL AN AT CEAR A1 25 i
B, xRS e, S T 2 RS S RIE TR

T 7E 25 44T NIX — 7 TH, (I8 R AR B K I 347 v (Muise et al., 2014; Hira & Bhogal,
2020). fH Wang fIl Lu (2017)7EFR FOAMK A RS 5 0 25 15 35 K A5 AR RS2, KA 7 APIM R RS T T
TOUHE L. SR I 4% i s AR 2 AR AR AMA ) B IR D0 R R IR R, {H BB SR AR [ e 2
TR R o AR 2 T AR R L1 R I\ 0 IR A B2 R 2% R e Rk 1) 7 2mT RS i 1 5

5. INESRE
5.1. 4ELMLEERIPEIFTS

BRGSO, H RTER O IG B T 700 2 LU T Gt . B, TEALAC N4 b 1N g R I 26 Ik i
RESETH—SEE AR5 . BRI A LIS Pleiffer A1 Wong (2016) I\ A1k & A5 2 ik i 8 %
X Muise 7F 2009 4= il (G ol o i R AT A4k, JE T I B AL 28 W28 T A R RIS 28 Iy, R Ak
TAMRTEA A W2 IR RIS OB RN T ff . FLR, A2k B itk fErpE, PRIRE AR
JB T AT AR, (EAA 1204 B AR HHAE(Chen et al., 2019). fis B ASLrE, AT R EHE e
H AEGE DU BB LA SEAE G A 25 o 22 A AR AR AMATE 1K P Rl AL 22 A4 b [ R4 S R P A
ANE, Bl MR RGN IE o BRI AR R 0T E 22 A R A AMALEAS Rl AL A SR F I ik i 22 S RO AR 7
A LEN
5.2. BIPHIEISM- TR EES

gty 2 o= BEAG I TR AR A R e R A AR A [F) (AT R S It i A AR 784k . BRIt L ik 0 I Bh 3
AN O TR AR A BB . X TRy I EhE AR, W LM Simpion 7E 2018 AR5 H R NS
N WAL HRIL 5 MIEFFHE 0 51 R R S S ONE 2153 0 5 AR R, BP9 A 2R 5 (R ),
HART A QR HEATIEY . RN RO APIM BRI 2007 Wl 284k, AT X 1 Kk S
—ANTEEANN T R
5.3. NXRLXRNAERIHRPATN

B MR B RLR, REEBT, SEMESH T mACE AR A 21T .
AR A R R IR R RN X1 Bl B AN 5 Wk 7 15 5 S (R AN B A 2 A P e R MG R
KRR A AT IR o TR AR SR AT DA It 1B (B M i 78, AR A 37 56 R B8 Ja o0 R 2 IR iy
R Ak .

&E ik
FRRSE, MRIE(2018). ASEMKZS XAS & e 12 m i 25T Rin T X Re. O ZEF R, 25(3), 467-475

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.133089 739 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.133089

il
i

Arikewuyo, A. O., Efe-Ozad, B., Dambo, T. H., Abdulbagi, S. S., & Arikewuyo, H. O. (2020). An Examination of How
Multiple Use of Social Media Platforms Influence Romantic Relationships. Journal of Public Affairs, 21, e2240.
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2240

Bartholomew, K., & Horowitz, L. M. (1991). Attachment Styles among Young Adults: A Test of a Four-Category Model.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 61, 226-244. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.61.2.226

Buunk, B. P., & Dijkstra, P. (2001). Evidence for a Sex-Based Rival Oriented Mechanism: Jealousy as a Function of a Ri-
val’s Physical Attractiveness and Dominance in a Homosexual Sample. Personal Relationships, 8, 391-406.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.2001.tb00047.x

Candel, O.-S., Carciuc, R. M., Minzat, M., Cracan, D., & Lungu, A. L. (2021). Is the Quality or the Frequency of Commu-
nication? The Communication on Social Networks Sites moderates the Association between Attachment and Relational
Satisfaction. Psihologija, 54, 49-73. https://doi.org/10.2298/PS1190426020C

Chen, L., Hu, N., Shu, C., & Chen, X. (2019). Adult Attachment and Self-Disclosure on Social Networking Site: A Content
Analysis of Sina Weibo. Personality and Individual Differences, 138, 96-105. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.09.028

Dandurand, C., & Lafontaine, M.-F. (2014). Jealousy and Couple Satisfaction: A Romantic Attachment Perspective. Mar-
riage & Family Review, 50, 154-173. https://doi.org/10.1080/01494929.2013.879549

Dijkstra, P., & Buunk, B. P. (2002). Sex Differences in the Jealousy-Evoking Effect of Rival Characteristics. European
Journal of Social Psychology, 32, 829-852. https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.125

Dijkstra, P., Barelds, D. P., & Groothof, H. A. (2010). An Inventory and Update of Jealousy-Evoking Partner Behaviors in
Modern Society. Clinical Psychology and Psychotherapy, 17, 329-345. https://doi.org/10.1002/cpp.668

Florian, V., Mikulincer, M., & Hirschberger, G. (2002). The Anxiety-Buffering Function of Close Relationships: Evidence
that Relationship Commitment Acts as a Terror Management Mechanism. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
82, 527-542. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.4.527

Fox, J., & Frampton, J. R. (2018). Social Media’s Role in Romantic Partners’ Retroactive Jealousy: Social Comparison, Un-
certainty, and Information Seeking. Social Media + Society, 4. https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305118800317

Guerrero, L. K. (1998). Attachment-Style Differences in the Experience and Expression of Romantic Jealousy. Personal Re-
lationships, 5, 273-291. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.1998.th00172.x

Guerrero, L. K., Hannawa, A. F., & Babin, E. A. (2011). The Communicative Responses to Jealousy Scale: Revision, Em-
pirical Validation, and Associations with Relational Satisfaction. Communication Methods and Measures, 5, 223-249.
https://doi.org/10.1080/19312458.2011.596993

Hazan, C., & Shaver, P. R. (1987). Romantic Love Conceptualized as an Attachment Process. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 52, 511-524. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.52.3.511

Hira, S., & Bhogal, M. S. (2020). Predicting Facebook Jealousy in Romantic Relationships: Further Support for Attachment
Style and Trust. Current Psychology, 41, 6166-6169. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-020-01115-2

Kim, K. J., Feeney, B. C., & Jakubiak, B. K. (2018). Touch Reduces Romantic Jealousy in the Anxiously Attached. Journal
of Social and Personal Relationships, 35, 1019-1041. https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407517702012

Mikulincer, M., Shaver, P. R., Bar-On, N., & Sahdra, B. K. (2014). Security Enhancement, Self-Esteem Threat, and Mental
Depletion Affect Provision of a Safe Haven and Secure Base to a Romantic Partner. Journal of Social and Personal Rela-
tionships, 31, 630-650. https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407514525887

Muise, A., Christofides, E., & Desmarais, S. (2009). More Information than You Ever Wanted: Does Facebook Bring out the
Green-Eyed Monster of Jealousy? CyberPsychology & Behavior, 12, 441-444. https://doi.org/10.1089/cpb.2008.0263

Muise, A., Christofides, E., & Desmarais, S. (2014). “Creeping” or Just Information Seeking? Gender Differences in Partner
Monitoring in Response to Jealousy on Facebook. Personal Relationships, 21, 35-50. https://doi.org/10.1111/pere.12014

Nitzburg, G. C., & Farber, B. A. (2013). Putting Up Emotional (Facebook) Walls? Attachment Status and Emerging Adults’
Experiences of Social Networking Sites. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 69, 1183-1190.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22045

Noller, P. (2005). Attachment Insecurity as a Filter in the Decoding and Encoding of Nonverbal Behavior in Close Relation-
ships. Journal of Nonverbal Behavior, 29, 171-176. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10919-005-4848-9

Overall, N. C., Simpson, J. A., & Struthers, H. (2013). Buffering Attachment-Related Avoidance: Softening Emotional and
Behavioral Defenses during Conflict Discussions. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 104, 854-871.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0031798

Pfeiffer, S. M., & Wong, P. T. P. (2016). Multidimensional Jealousy. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 6,
181-196. https://doi.org/10.1177/026540758900600203

Reed, L. A,, Tolman, R. M., & Safyer, P. (2015). Too Close for Comfort: Attachment Insecurity and Electronic Intrusion in
College Students’ Dating Relationships. Computers in Human Behavior, 50, 431-438.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.133089 740 o E 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.133089
https://doi.org/10.1002/pa.2240
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.61.2.226
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.2001.tb00047.x
https://doi.org/10.2298/PSI190426020C
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.09.028
https://doi.org/10.1080/01494929.2013.879549
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.125
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpp.668
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.4.527
https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305118800317
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.1998.tb00172.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/19312458.2011.596993
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.52.3.511
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-020-01115-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407517702012
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407514525887
https://doi.org/10.1089/cpb.2008.0263
https://doi.org/10.1111/pere.12014
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22045
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10919-005-4848-9
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0031798
https://doi.org/10.1177/026540758900600203

B
s
By

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.03.050

Rodriguez, L. M., DiBello, A. M., @verup, C. S., & Neighbors, C. (2015). The Price of Distrust: Trust, Anxious Attachment,
Jealousy, and Partner Abuse. Partner Abuse, 6, 298-319. https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.6.3.298

Sharpsteen, D. J., & Kirkpatrick, L. A. (1997) Romantic Jealousy and Adult Romantic Attachment. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 72, 627-640. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.72.3.627

Simpson, J. A., Huelsnitz, C. O., Farrell, A. K., Griskevicius, V., & Szepsenwol, O. (2018). Attachment and Jealousy: Un-
derstanding the Dynamic Experience of Jealousy Using the Response Escalation Paradigm. Personality and Social Psy-
chology Bulletin, 44, 1664-1680. https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167218772530

Tandon, A., Dhir, A, & Mantymaki, M. (2020). Jealousy Due to Social Media? A Systematic Literature Review and
Framework of Social Media-Induced Jealousy. Internet Research, 31, 1541-1582.
https://doi.org/10.1108/INTR-02-2020-0103

Vaillancourt-Morel, M.-P. et al. (2019). For the Love of Being Liked: A Moderated Mediation Model of Attachment,
Likes-Seeking Behaviors, and Problematic Facebook Use. Addiction Research & Theory, 28, 397-405.
https://doi.org/10.1080/16066359.2019.1672667

Wang, K., Zhou, M., & Zhang, Z. (2017). Can Insecurely Attached Dating Couples Get Compensated on Social Network
Sites? The Effect of Surveillance. Computers in Human Behavior, 73, 303-310. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.03.046

Wang, Z., & Lu, A. (2017). Collectivism and Commitment in Chinese People: Romantic Attachment in Vertical Collectiv-
ism. Social Behavior and Personality: An International Journal, 45, 1365-1373. https://doi.org/10.2224/shp.6272

Wegner, R., Roy, A. R. K., Gorman, K. R., & Ferguson, K. (2018). Attachment, Relationship Communication Style and the
Use of Jealousy Induction Techniques in Romantic Relationships. Personality and Individual Differences, 129, 6-11.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.02.033

White, G. L., & Mullen, P. E. (1989). Jealousy: Theory, Research, and Clinical Strategies. Guilford Press.

Yumbul, C., Cavusoglu, S., & Geyimci, B. (2010). The Effect of Childhood Trauma on Adult Attachment Styles, Infidelity
Tendency, Romantic Jealousy and Self Esteem. Procedia—Social and Behavioral Sciences, 5, 1741-1745.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2010.07.357

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.133089 741 o E 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.133089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.03.050
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.6.3.298
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.72.3.627
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167218772530
https://doi.org/10.1108/INTR-02-2020-0103
https://doi.org/10.1080/16066359.2019.1672667
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.03.046
https://doi.org/10.2224/sbp.6272
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.02.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2010.07.357

	非安全依恋者浪漫嫉妒的个体差异
	摘  要
	关键词
	Individuals Differences of Romantic Jealousy among Insecure Attachment 
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 浪漫嫉妒
	3. 非安全依恋的特点
	4. 非安全依恋个体与浪漫嫉妒
	4.1. 焦虑型个体与浪漫嫉妒
	4.1.1. 焦虑型与嫉妒体验
	4.1.2. 焦虑型与嫉妒表达

	4.2. 回避型个体与浪漫嫉妒
	4.2.1. 回避型与嫉妒体验
	4.2.2. 回避型与嫉妒表达


	5. 小结与展望
	5.1. 细化网络嫉妒的研究
	5.2. 嫉妒的动态和二元研究相结合
	5.3. 从关系发展的角度探讨嫉妒的变化

	参考文献

