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Abstract :

Interview is a critical process in employment recruitment. Few corporate does not
have job interview. In the past, there are many studies discussing relevant antecedents of
interviewer rating and the interaction effect in the interview. Resume, not only can be used
to screen the applicants in the recruitment process, but can also be used during the
interview as an information source. Nevertheless, few studies discuss how the information
variance influence interviewer rating. This current study is going to explore the

assimilation and contrast effect.

Past research has confirmed that the interview structure can reduce evaluation error,
making interviewers focus their attention on job-related information and helping
interviewers distinguish applicants' performance. Data was collected from undergraduate
and master degree entrance selection interview, which was highly structured. The results
show that non relevant factors do not exert their effects, such as applicant physical
attractiveness, implying that interview structure may works. Furthermore, concerning
assimilation and contrast effect, the variance between applicant's supporting materials

indeed influences the variance between final evaluations.
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Carlson (1971) %17 f3% 6 3% F 4h o Mficy vl & ok = A ¥ i i1 i
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BRa v g2 dfardidamte FALLT RERR - LFEFHFRELD
Springbett ( reported by Webster, 1964) %7 5 % % - 3k o
e London ¥ Hakel (1974) e#= 7 R s am # % - [l s P m R AL
L

TR Jo ST G SR T AT 5 BRACE R B R i SR o 2 8 jE

\\
%

~

g

¢

=

TR T @

WEARTE PRS- BARBTAITY LT o 64

F_k
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X
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“m\i-
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ey
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A EF 4 &+m)ﬁ%4¥£—£ MILPF > B RTE Vo
(0% - R Y-S IRl BRINCE < g R o S RN R Ve S Riaal) Bl SR
Ao RkRERY OB - BARERADBEE L LA § XTI - 2
eS BE SR

Carlson (1971) 4= London £ Hakel (1974) ¥+t 7 {8 {3l e f % IR 32
il ?gu@ﬁ“xiﬁi B omBEHA TR %;mf@ﬁﬁ:iﬁ HRE gk RRERT B Hm
2T B R 2 R IRET G AT TR 0§ FA R BT AL
() itk

BouITE genh e o it 2 e bl EF #1356 (analogy and case-based reasoning) i 4
P e AR AP i > 3 Y I E R0 2 AP I iR 1T L ST R ik 0 @ 7
ggd ¥ it SRR (normative rules) k) TR AEfR A AR (BEF 0 2005)

Shen £ Su (2003) % Bei ¥ Shen (2003) #H % - BHEM AT EH &

.éi
\TN
A

P S e A ATA SR D A G S R BB T LR g Y

B

ﬁ?%%*%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁo¥&%%W£prm%w%F’Nﬁﬂ %

S Bk B AT R A S YT - S ATA SR B 8 R

YF R TR o fe - B R AT WA B

7
S
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=
1
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o
z
|
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A& ARG 0 B A T2 BT E G hF B AP it 0 ¢ £ (overshadowing)
Se 2 B edp B o PR A ATRAE W A T A B B FERGES B ETeh S e i sk
% fpt 72 P kg (Stapel & Koomen, 1997; Stapel, Koomen & Van der Pligt, 1997) -
Bepl - AN T G HERE Y RT %-"‘ ERAR I R 7S L S

B R BT A EA R ARPERE . X 3R ok R 6 R HB
HFEaniawR g R gL T B Pae ARG G R LG R A anti
g AL kPl 2 e e B JER ] o

Foho FE- BEMAFTEN F RIS R A DA SBEET AR BB
$t ok T e A A SRR R R E R B SR RATHE W A
Sl BRI 3 B R A e & (Stapel & Koomen, 1997, Stapel et al., 1997) - & *
Tl shfrs 2™ o RIF Bl 2 15 HETH 3 DR L BRI AR h > 752
ST R A - A R G M FFRIR G m R T RS B R L
AR RAPF o U ahl it (8 82 ¢ 5 P AT o

WA ALY IR 55 ARG AT LR o Kg A (e
(Bargh, 1992; Schwarz & Bless, 1992; Strack 1992; Wegener & Petty, 1995) » # ## & 3%
%%@E%%%ﬁ%&ﬁé&éiiz%ﬁﬁ%ﬁo%%$%Wﬁﬁ—%&i#ﬁg
W H DR FY R - BEATUE NV A ERBEL FFE R &
e FApL AR WP H EREFRG ST HRDDRR AT G FRATHU W F
FAEAS A RZERS BT e AFRT Y RIF - g)@ﬁziﬁ bRFFTAL 5 AR

ERRAVCRI R R LN Y

%
ke
(w

SR I S S ety o ok

FRLE 2 3  AADELRE 0 GRF L IE IR P J R AR L Jiﬁ*‘u%‘—kfﬂﬁﬂ

9

Mg 2 BREIIL 42 26O FIt 6 R F 85 8 iFens gk ey ¢F NP L

Rolfck 2 T 5 3 A Hee i B4k it -

3

W HIRERAEF DL HL o
Flpt AP LD LT AR
G P B A RAFER I BATR I GG B A LS LV

VRI2-1 A b - BEGRE AR e RO A BT Bt ock A
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Ao FEF S EE S P Al AR A § - IS L AR FTRA
Boj A APE S $hk k2 o F 4 WG R A ] LA RDR

wEERTH

I

i : [ =
H (#HexF)

W 2-1 Fe fv %t a2 %

(=) el L1 0RH G EF FA ST
wgﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁaiaﬁiﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ%*@%ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ml%°
PRk Bl - i S E A VRT A M B R G e TR T T

R G SR AT A B AR PR i AT 4 g 4 (Stapel &

Winkielman 1998) = #1234 & B fofled 22 B e BT B fe — B A6 PF o 5iié 5 B

Tetfef 22 B 5 4p3 A Apehghs > AR RAPG o o i (Y doika §AE K 0 4o

S ok i Pl T 5 F S rg_ﬁwtgﬁ?a/} BlARFe e WS Jﬁiﬁ?

ARG S PER o gt iER L gg e 4 (Stapel & Winkielman 1998) o B 3Z 0 g 5

By 2 et B Bl - G B TR R AS A2 W eip RS e F R

REAZEEF 2 FEASFRTALNEG 5 0 B B %G S AT

HASZEHES L5 2 R EF o AGAERT L IFF dock § A3 it

Bo¥ gk (WEF 0 2005) -

AR HERT R RERDIR LT R B AENF T RS 2
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EREB PR D o FI T e R Y R S - R R E R R
fobe it o s aglag o B - BB A RFFRES o BEH Y Gk o kg
T - B lcE 310 0BT HRAE AME T L LB Liok 3 - 2 ik 4
JH o IRAFH TR B 2 G R A el B R AR e F -

.f‘:E'_}f%EJ:'*Ff LB T — ﬁi)f%}{('ﬁ A2 AR MR VBB EY S ,.‘sf_},f%&zﬁ

¥ F B~ F (narrow bracketing) i A P Al K S E - B L iR
hE o dm Lo T AR FTROPF ATRRAFF TR AR R FRL &
% w| % 2+ (Brenner, Griffin, & Koehler, 2005; Griffin & Tversky, 1992; Massey & W
2005) o Gl4cd & R F T im - él@ﬁz—fg 2=/ /@ﬁz—?{ il BB T R Ak
ARG DB hic A R A F ALERE By - ATE o i b B Rl -
e 3% Read ~ Loewenstein & Rabin (1999):0#= 3 » 2% I % ficeiid-j a\ RS L % F 1

PRORE B P AR E ARG Y EEE L - T e e F

S

Simonsohn ¥ Gino (2012) #& M § A P e A @K ¥ 2 ¢ ¥ § Fl2 wiPEs
s N ERT K TR TR e N0 ¥4 Wﬁﬁ?’*‘ﬂ’“%’iﬁaéﬁ *AE SN
= =~ k& (Tversky & Kahneman, 1971) > Simonsohn £ Gino (2012) » 325 X i ¢

WA AR BAEE PRI e NERD Y et - R R RHH LT - Len

Mol B & =P B R FFRLLET S0 TARME L G2 AL R S
o L LR 0 o R LRAE T R G B R g BT 2GR

3B 5 ERACE T AR TRRE f MK IR W6 R R

Simonsohn £ Gino (2012) #% 417 B 5~ 2§ > - B 24t sk > o ,7&,{3’: W
FBT R Tl eh- TBHCE 1T S RO dok 2 DR G TR AE S RN L

Totes tod R F PP %ﬁug BWRGE R Rk 2 bl 2 MW (B Bl &
R E B o ﬁ%‘ug R g R o - B AV SEACE  (non-random sequencing of

applicants) > % — ##e BE el NI LB Dy 218 0 TRARTES S v AR



,

B iR 2R T A
PR R PR RS B AR R G AT A MR A ¢ A e
%t (Higgins, Rholes, & Jones, 1977; Srull & Wyer, 1979) » @ — i = B et >
RN e TR R FI R T AL & IR o BldrREd &
ERp Ve S R A m@ﬁiﬁ@’ﬁﬁ'ﬁ IR g - B2 27 FOplic SR LA
SR H SR o A AU Bl B R R AR RIEH 2 6 E T P VR AR
BA& 4 > dok G2 F F RFEIR A F - X T 2 TRl
WEFRRE v B3R AR Tl g e
Row HEERCF PR A R ehAp F SRRIAIGL G B F T R T d F g P S
- B i IS bRs RS RN 20 SR 0 S e i S e
BB A B 03 4 Bl S o et A0 e L R - R R A R e
FEFRHTHORRRE S Lo ek BPEF - X %1 5 50 B R
fr*‘u% ER
PR ARG R A FEAR DAL KRG A R IIF B AR 0 R
5415 % (Read et al., 1999) o 3 L &7 » AP F FF M > A P2 s S enfgd &
w3 £+ (Brenner et al., 2005; Griffin & Tversky, 1992; Massey & Wu, 2005) -
Bk Y A E T N PR RIE PN T 3 T

RETRILS 5320 § 4 s 320 i -
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Aotem P I G R T HORAE B A AT R WA R g 2 1 3G

WA L R -

THE L AEEFLNE L E 104 B R OALFIE 2 FEUE 6 3L

ERN =Rt 2
THE LR AR 104 ERORLITE A X FIE G 0 20 R R
BB E S i@ﬁg%ﬁjﬁLﬁioﬁﬂ:iiégi#&ﬁf]}%i&hji’g)\ﬁﬁﬂF?'
IRFEFH O BRSU N A TR I B AR 504 - B
FURE O FL P E GG ER RET L AR F AP AP ¢
BHET G - RIER G R FANON e 2 L) B EM AR SRR E g
TR kTR > T RE A R YRR T - B RRERL  F 25
Ha A -dm B oo RFLFRr I pBRFEL T FFR A 2 o BF 4 HER
LB ETRRE - BS 2 EARAANE BREGRT BT L g R

WM# % WAﬁ%%ﬁ’” ﬁ§4m>§%§
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W 3-1 AFIERRE
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AFTF AR BB TR R AR F AT TR B R A R .
BB B R FEA S U T REA R BR E R - R e
(- ) "8 Bk

TEEAH

DR A RETE G EBTREFRTL P I BAHE -p B frED
GE P73 ES 5 Adcs 0-100 4 » B@r F EE S A A R R e

TF o3 FABAGF F R T A ML IR H P LA ek o
2. )ﬁ%ﬁzii.‘“' B
1A-B¥2A
Flr o E A A e r AR B RE M EIGEE 2B G AL
=S R A VAN SN A?i?;ﬁ&ﬁn» Al L Bgz;;_a;ﬁ;sg,,;\ B o
(=) &3¢ ik
1. & kA K

HENE R AREs S a T a4 Adch 0~100 4 o
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Bhoofe i B R o
1. )

Fo8 sy
104 5 & RATFI~ BEUEZ B2 £ 3 33 4 0 F P A H28 4 0 L REGEE 2 14
GBS T AP B E f 20068 T106 0 B¢ B EFBA 2 F4 § 210%

— ~ P M Rl T
PR (FFFACABERR) G Y R (6 e ) H B R (125
B ToLY) (T%3E 2 i Pearson 48~ 47 » RIE 2T el ¥ ARAP B ¥ @
Hiessa3 a4 307) 7 Btk (430 04~07) MR M (<04)-
TFATIor BT GRAYEI] AL M (r=0.78-p<0.01)(r=0.95"
P<00l); r FLIHELBFELAFARFFELEBALIAAM (r=093>p<0.01) L3R* A
kR B ¥ TiaE g RTa (r=052 p<0.01)-

% 3-1 1AM Chdkd AP FELE

M [SD] 1 2 3 4 5 6
ERY 0.29 | 0.46

2.1 B 9.21 | 4.95 | -0.14

3.AB 3§ & 1.54 | 051 | 0.11 |-0.09

48 %12 80.65 | 5.96 | -0.07 | 0.14 | 0.37

5.3 8T 76.89 | 6.68 | -0.24 | -0.19 | 0.13 | 0.52**

6.0 T4 8| 83.62|5.75| -0.23 | -0.10 | 0.00 | 0.19 0.78**

TEGRR S 80.25 | 5.86 | -0.25 | -0.16 | 0.07 | 0.39 0.95** | 0.93**

*p<0.05 **p<0.01
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WENA BT REF R R BRI 0 RT3 LR e AR
Pldod 38 F dok LT PSR~ 3L ooy Y m“fﬁ%* ¢ Flm @3 o
PHe e § LI FAE AT FARS GRFH 0 R Bl R B
G R TR WH G A TR R G R BB R A R R G
ERCRLE o T 2 N Ts»% PR S g2 B REAR S v F AR T A
BERFR > FRARFT o o hm ;;{%Iﬁﬁ‘uf‘ R IAF3= FIPL 5 0 71 3o R EFF
FRdiEE s Y AR LEEFEFENEr ARZEBREDLEER
Easg 1 RE PEFNTHEG A AGEIFTPRLAR FH AR 4 A Bk L
TR EIEsam A AR Ea B PRt IREFDLY o
LiEr Az B4 TaE s 5 8425 A kit r BREHE 4 T 5 % 836
BE 077 A7A 24 nTEg g BFOLE Lk
FFEFERCGRTLFEIRRLEZ KEHEA A ER G B F LG
FARGEMZFENFEREFFL G FLFF 7 2 Blm S F L 205 a2y
- T S
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AFIHUFERRZER FRIZ AT LR ¢ 104F &R FLE G > 32

AERE DR e ATIORE T 5 20
i
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SheaE o)
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B JERE A P 0 A T PIETEI L e, ficie o B G 04 B

35754

-

4 TR

pul

dIREE A RENET e A FFTHREFTL 2 FRAGE P B-EYE S
4 #cw 0~100 4~ -
(=) ® 7 Rk

Bl TERELFA g AR G HARSACTF AR Fd AL B
fRIZ PR gt g 40 e Y R TR o
1. 45l

51 % Tsai ~ Huang 4= Yu (2006) #= % » < BAE3E > I @ * 2 5. 4558 R £ %
g G=2A2¥FL 1= 2 FR)
(1) AEE e byt 2dpy & xsld
(2) Medcg et > BRI S A B wald o
Q) Bty L+ 3 4~ e ¥
(4) Ty > F P4
+t o 4Bk &exsl 4 3838 eo Cronbach’s alpha 8 081> p 3n— kT £ X (Hair,
Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998) -
2. Wk A IR

LAPTIE e Bl RS A v EREORRATFRE O P FE FAEHR
e AN F 2800 ER A L e F AT w § R LT R e R SR
R*2AB5BREAFE G= AFFA 1= AFIRA)-
3. 2kr 4R

AR AR b r Rl SR BHCE T AL Y anbr FE g F TS R
Gldc el & F Mo~ BRER 215 GEE TG R AR v B RALPE 6 0 e g e

FORPZIAFOBLARELAFE G=AVRR L= AN ARR) FEFENE
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4@ enzbe TR D foi T A F L o

Iy

S AATE R

AEFE % SPSS2L0 KT A FALA4TL B A 4F ik & § 1 Pearson 4p B A
7o fF A 47 o
(-) BRA

BRAEAS A ARELF DR VHI GRSV AEREL S H AL OE
Efr- R &R AR BT AE R 0 0 BREEAEFRIEE 2K
EAEF @ hil Rk > ;% 555 Chronbach’salpha H & % 77 & % 4878 2= 2
S 38— R R PR AR fepr 2 R B aup i ARR .

(= ) Pearson #p B " $c A 47

IFERE S B R B enpd B A (degree of association) PF o F € @ * ApRf ik dc
(correlation coefficient) h= ;¢ kigAk o 5 B Rz FHER 3 - 1M Gl
HiEs g g% &8 P2 LG 0wk (positive correlation) » % # ¥ — B % #iceh
BERAE V- BREOES ERFHFS S F LAY - BREDER AT V- R
Beenie B om gl o Bl For e P2 B A_f w4p R (negative correlation) o
(=) = §F~ 17 (Regression)

W FA TR R 2 R R R AR R SRR R R Rl o e
PR - BE RREOREEA A SATRE R BRHE
B %0 p BB R RHTRIN A R RPN A B A2 R g e
RS 047 WEE AR ESEOR: 147 $Bi 2 2R kR

o8 fHaEsngt
AT GRS A P R (A S R R ) s (D
BHEFFH G RAR ¢ AT Foa HARM)UE RRE(F R L) TR
a A
BELREE A 3 G o footehfi A X G 219 4 o § A u 6] A 49.8% 50.2% >
B4k B A B 63.9% o
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- ~ PR GdcA 7

VLR R (BN PR B T R Rl (F Rl s
ok AT 2Er AR (THIE 2 B e Pearson Ap R A 47 0 3B 20 B Bl (2T ARLAR M
Gz BHEL 3 RPH G077 Bipk (413°04~07) KR 4pRE (<04) -

B¢ RIAPM G Bas 22 E (r=044p<00l)- s @iy (r
=069 p<0.01)- 6 2k & FEELRA XY (r=064>p<001)~ 6 % & BB FLpn S
% (r=046-p<00l)- % ¢ B f 4pB R w224 % T8 (r=-0.40>p<0.01)~

MEEELES Y (r=-041-p<0.01)-

% 4-1 fp bk thdkd - B FIgg

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
ER 0.50 | 0.50
2.FFE 242 | 1.10 | -0.04
3T FFTH 7493 | 5.95 | -0.40** | -0.07
4.8 5 r 55.26 | 2.03 | -0.22** | 0.00 0.25 **
5.2br 3% £ I 355 | 0.73 | -0.02 0.11 0.03 0.18 **
6.5 3k = 5 85.49 | 3.84 | -0.34** | 0.12 0.36 ** | '0.44 ** | 0.25 **
7.0h e 314 3.86 | 0.48 | -0.20** | 0.05 0.21** |.-0.18 |0.27 ** | 0.32 **
8.% i & M 398 | 067 | -010* | 0.32**| 0.16* | 0.24** | 0.37 ** | 0.37 ** | 0.28 **
0.8 =% | 77.11 | 3.43 | -0.41**| 0.07 0.63 ** | 0.69** | 0.23 ** | 0.64 ** | 0.26 ** | 0.46 **
*P<0.05 **P<0.01
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Fo& LT
SR GELE S SPA )

WAk AR TR AR R A é*a*?#ﬁﬁi A foia A H R
RAFOP L AN AP ALF AL TG H? Bp LT 57 it Afhionk Rl
PEGEE 2 TR AR AP S A e R BIRE 2 (934 1) ]
R 3 TR 3R SNTEY P K
(-) TR R> 5

TR AR LR REEEVRBFRAS R E R (L4 42 EHF
7 ®ms (B=057-t=7.08) 3 7 (S=048>1t=587)> %7 & 2P §LRE
ABERIF AR YRR LB F THLI R R AL Rk

\

?ﬁﬂﬁ%?iﬁ%&ﬁiﬂ@*’ﬁ$$$$¢i¥4%@%ﬁ%’ﬁi’%%ﬁ
BBEABBLS LB CHFERSGE AR EREAPE A T FFHAE, L
B PHRESLSHARIFHLIP Lo iR AL BE2HF (8=012-1=1.45) >
27 F 3 e FE G F R o SR ER R IR R S R PR R
SRR AT

£ 42 B U EL 0 S A5 -EUIRA S B

B t e
o wu s %P [057 7.08 0.00%**
T 2748 (048 5.87 0.00%**
& 3k Bk ARER (012 1.45 0.15
R? 0.67
Fie 36.09%**

fp<.10 'p<005 ~p<00l ~p<0.001

(=) =%

BFRARAFLFE 1000 Ams 0 P eRFF L he A F L LF XTIk E
FLEFFHLAEoq AL RMD7 b ERAFAIET P S i DEAE L o
BR LA A3 TG B (8 =02601=198) 71— waHEL P @

-27-



BAELBOA N AEFREI G AL R T R A M I H G Rk
R FERIGHART A LG Sock AR FEELSNLE &2 DB W

S %8 (8=017t=129; 8=0.08 - t=0.60) -

% 4-3 FitEIt RS- S Y

5 t E
woam %R 026 1.98 0.05**
t37pH%s 017 1.29 0.20
& mvdmer |0.08 0.60 0.55
R2 0.13
Fie 2.54*

*p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

v H AT
() mFpRLH

% TR ?;m Eogak ¢ AL B 35 0 L R S ECHY IR

EON |

4

S F R PR TR FEA T 0 RS T R PEGRR A PTG (L4 44) T
MERHEFELF S REFRTO TFTH (6=0391=1097) s S5 (8=
022> t=556) ~ s s (8=0431=1223) fr5 # %M (f=020>t=534) %=
BEAETFIErRIL LI ERREL DT E LS BREHELSH3F

W

W (8=-0.06t=-174) EF:EkE L7584 4

om T A A PR T o G PR Y

75 (B=000-t=007; =-001-t=-0.38; S
PEBERILREE A b 4t o

AR5 6 4F -

B HES Y E G PR LG

o

N

m&; e
b

23l 4 2o ;gg im:

)4

1A
=0.01t=0.28) > %7 ot FE ¥ 2t
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344 A FERAS

B By
I -0.06 174 0.08°
A 0.43 12.23 0.00%**
137 0.39 10.97 0.00%**
kpEg. | 0.00 0.07 0.94
F2m314 | -0.01 -0.38 0.71
¥#m | 020 5.34 0.00%**
JEr 3T 4 0.01 0.28 0.78
5ok d | 0.22 5.56 0.00%**
R2 0.80
F i 103.6%**
fp<.10 *p<005 **p<001 ***p<0.001

(=

) BBfL kB g

oo iR Ak S BE R 0 Be R S FRIUEARY SPTY 2 Lk

fEa; (L4 45) EREDT 3334

Bokweaa R FF o A2 B FlE AR
S E) G R EAB A v e A

B

(B=029t=4.16)- v 4% (8=025"
t=3.30) fridmAa (5=01991t=284) 27 3 FFH v rEad  mn Ll
4%’W“%%m%§f4£°mﬁ$§*
RS TR N e SR

2% (8=0.08-t=1.19; =001 t=014;: 3=-0.03 t=-047; f=-0.10

=-1.40; 8=0.04>t=0.56) > % 7 it Fl& ¥ 28, B4
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% 4-5 ® A TP N

B t BE
u 0.08 1.19 0.23
PR 0.19 2.84 0.01**
ook A
N 0.29 4.16 0.00***
&2k B 0.01 0.14 0.89
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