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Abstract

Jealousy plays an important role as an “adaptation” for human reproduction and survival in social
environment. From the perspective of evolutionary psychology, this paper summarized and sorted
out the research methods, sources and physiological mechanism of jealousy involved in gender
differences of jealousy. At present, there are doubts about the validity of jealousy results and
measurement methods. Future studies can examine the variables related to jealousy through ERP
and fMRI magnetism.
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