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DISCUSSION

In past studies of opposite-sex friendship, men have reported more physical attraction, sexual attraction, and romantic interest toward their friends than women have.2+3
However, when we approached and surveyed male-female friends who were engaged in everyday interactions, the sex difference was weak and statistically unreliable.
We reasoned that in past studies, the moderate-strong sex difference in attraction occurred because men and women had fundamentally different types of people in mind
when they thought of an “opposite-sex friend.” In Study 3, we tested that hypothesis by asking men and women about the person who comes to mind when asked to . Reeder, H. M. (2000). ‘I like you . . . as a friend": The role of attraction in cross-sex friendships. Journal of Social and Personal
think of an opposite-sex friend. We found that men were less likely than women to characterize the person only as a friend and more likely than women to characterize Relafiansfigly PR320 305,
the X S e e ¢ both a friend and  th e attracted to. This pattern implics that fic cally defi Kaplan, D. L., & Keys, C. B. (1997). Sex and relationship variables as predictors of sexual attraction in cross-sex platonic friendships

c PC'“O“ as 9_1 er someone they 4“'_0 attractes _0 or as both a Iriend and someone they are attrac C_ 0. 1his pattern _1mp TES Ul e THOTS 0_ Sl enia o CIne.ail between young heterosexual adults. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 14,191-206.
opposite-sex friend as “a member of the opposite sex to whom I am attracted and would pursue given the opportunity,” and women more often mentally define an . Bleske-Rechek, A., Somers, E., Micke, C.. Erickson, L., Matteson, L., Schumacher, B., Stocco, C., & Ritchic, L. (2012). Benefit or burden?

opposite-sex friend as “a friend of the opposite sex.” Atraction in cross-sex friendship. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, Online first: April 25, 2012.
doiz10.1177/0265407512443611
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Our samples were relatively homogenous in both age and ethnicity; it is unclear whether our findings would generalize to a more heterogeneous sample. Future research

with participants of varied ages and ethnic backgrounds will provide useful information on the psychological mechanisms underlying people’s mental representations of
opposite-sex relationships. With this broad caveat in mind, we tentatively conclude that heterosexual young adult men’s and women’s everyday experiences with ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

opposite-sex friends differ systematically from their mental representations of opposite-sex friends. A deeper understanding of opposite-sex friendship dynamics might This research was supported by a grant from the University of Wisconsin-Eau Claire for Summer
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