AR RIG HTT B B KR AR5
$HeBFEAHLT Fr B

Bive Hig! BRI

tEA A %ﬁ S FA
PP EE fﬁ?ﬁﬁ

WX HmeE © NM-44-01-03
DOI : 10.29496/JNDM.202405_45(1).0004

Rim2022F9F85H - E —RIEEFT2023F1H6H -5 _RI1EF]2023F4H13H —
BETE 2023 F5 A3 H

Fe

rEF Bm¢%fﬁﬂ?ﬂ%ﬁ?%RT’@ﬁj%¥*45“%&“4%*%?
B M FE T TR R AR 8 U T HCRORS 6 R AR G R R
fﬁﬁ%ﬂ“’P*Mﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁj’P”j#ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ&mm$ﬁ’ R ﬁﬁ
BEEABFFFEOR FE oA17320 33 sefe A TR EF T F R ARG A F ,\z;'r ’
Tl B ¥ a4 B b 23l 4 86 BT B BAE A Kook S RIS B
T’@ﬁ X 4E”%ﬁ“4%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%°*Pi
AEARNG FERF e AL R DFHEC o

AL ol &K il L il 2R ARG RER

"W ¥ RATHE email: hhlo@uch.edu.tw
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Attractiveness on Rating in a Video Interview
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Lo, Hsin-Hsin!® Lin, Mei-Chi* Lo, Ching-Wen?

"Department of Business Administration, Chien Hsin University of Science and Technology
’Department of Marketing and Distribution Management,
Chien Hsin University of Science and Technology

Abstract

The objective of this study is to explore the interaction effect of job applicants’ profession
and their physical attractiveness on the score they receive from interviewers in the setting of a
video interview and face-to-face interview. This study conducted a quasi-experimental design
for face to face and video interviews. Research assistants played the role of job applicants, the
researcher of this study served as the interviewer who asked questions, and the participants
were undergraduate students and master’s students of the continuing education department,
who served as interviewers who did not ask questions. A total of 320 valid samples were
analyzed, and the following findings were obtained. In video interviews, applicants’ profession
and physical attractiveness exhibited a multiplier effect on interviewers’ rating of the applicants’
performance. By contrast, in face-to-face interviews, applicants’ profession and physical
attractiveness exhibited slightly substitution effect. The contribution of this study that fill the

empirical gap of the differences between video and face-to-face interview.
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Video Interview, Face to Face Interview

* Corresponding Author: Lo, Hsin-Hsin email: hhlo@uch.edu.tw



- \%%

Py BF ot TRAL SRS BHRDER Wk 2
BELE P m)j‘m T ﬁﬁ‘«a"”‘ EHBEa A BT aEA A A FPIE (FE Dy ook
ERTES] __Evfj% ForH 4R A JELE D B F o bldet LEPIK TP~ F (FPI%E
B ECHRY G AP A o B R ?1,%} W e B ¥R § 5 & (Anderson &
Shackleton, 1993 ) > fe & _> d 3t 5 X enif Fp g2 i< 2 A > 4o § 35 4 Efﬁk R B ELE
= ;% (Barclay, 1999; Campion et al., 1997; Mast et al., 2011 ) » #2358 % R F =4 1% F ¢ 35
Moty F1% ~ o 2 F FlF 2 6 A8 Fl1% ¥ = ~ 41 (Dipboye, 1992) > & 4 4p b 7 4" 3
g e H (e e A 22 325 52005 Mt &> 2007 378 2 £+ 4852004 ; Anderson
et al., 1994; Arvey and Campion, 1982; Baker et al., 2020; Campion et al., 1997; Ellemers et
al., 2004; Langer et al., 2019; Podratz and Dipboye, 2002 ) ° },E?;Er.dz Frp x’}u]&r),@}%&*ﬁ g ¥
(B RATEE 5 2022)5 G F FE GG R OB & BB (6] RATRE
2021); B8 712 bldem 3. *T#H(Féiﬁ:» »2007) & & 4% 4 (Blacksmith, 2016 ) 2% @ >
A FH T AR THBTORTL AL T EY B el PR MG ET AR
A BRI E Y RE A AR R A TSR 0 T R AR Y
g@%%ﬂ*@&ﬁﬂwhgjwyiﬁm% HEEFL (%ﬁ@” 2022 ) 7%
ﬁ« Rl A G B A ORERAR > AR F ARG AT okl L
PO R K Rl B R R T I BT § TS AR
BRI A AR Y R R KA R

ﬁk}@ﬁziﬂz rﬂ%a—g  TeHTE TR AT R PR ER A AR IRE B EAER
% }?&2’5:'& N @, B RRE LS e @, B(Rirmpyz 7}@, » 2004 ; Anderson
etal., 1994)o "f }@&f%m% Favd b A L dp N b Al 4 s g R
B anEAs (RRATE 2 E $ 485 2004 5 Beehr and Gilmore, 1982; Anderson and Shackleton,
1990; Podratz and Dipboye, 2002 ) o ¢+ ¢+ > » 3 = L]?c:fg MMy ehth x5l 4 g E R R
A HR R EL AL e B b BTS2 S f€(2004) Apdh o B vt o
514 MepRT o B RN 4 W R B e BBEAN 0 q\tt)ﬁg;ﬁ;c—g ek £ oen
P14 BT o BN TR R A R e PR RS 54 T Rl b X
B AR sld 2 K B I+ 2 e ok o gttt BT g R il eheb sl s g
Ha@p LA }TE&?G:'& g 4 A A 4 F B st % (Halo Effect) @ & r'f’)ﬁi’;&:j b Ao gl 4 4
WHRE BT B i AR e B P(RATRE ,2009>, Ty o &gl
3 l@;igf%# Wt A4 141 ‘\"‘20”4\:?}{\ 3z % o )@ﬂ{'&% e R IR T

2
k=N

=
¥

34

iy

2
IR
R

A

ﬂ

E %A ),@:{?{{"FIE HIEEL jL RS ko & ,L RER T —;:L\P WA :;‘)‘;1 TE S e
AT DR ERE 23 3 R AP OB EALE AR > R0

AR TR A EEG O EEANPRFE S ARG FERIFI R SES 4R b IT
A eosE IR TR 0 AR € 3R z‘ﬁﬁmé}i%‘i’a@ PR EOF G msa T R
S M} j\'ﬁ«gi cigd F S wm P ?IJ?\- BIERE e A FR 0 P AR G B AT
Kerp b do o 3F 5 é)]%FJHg«LL @mfﬂ ORISR HRT G E S Bl A



LB F I FEBEEAREG HEMAG H DT FHRT 5 R BT ik anma
23 £ 3 H( %#’-’rl’@ % 52013 ; 2372 % > 2021 ; Chapman and Rowe, 2001, 2002; Langer
et al. 2019; Sears et al, 2013; Susan et al., 2001; Weller, 2017 ) » 4% & FF IR 5 X &2
G T A s 6 F AR TR Bl kR A e R
%w@&ﬁ§¢ﬁ¢EW?%%m?*€ﬂmmd Aim g AR VT L Bl B

Favd o~ bRl R G G G i&s @@x*ﬁf%\{@ §AA T
Bk ci‘?ﬂw}iﬂ HIf G *ﬁ }@gpﬂm%éﬁ RN s S '%%@*%éz*;‘az;}ﬁqf(ﬁ,fgs,
iﬁ{ﬁfbf{i‘ﬁ:%é}'ﬁ% »3 %Qj'ﬁm%tif\ X N llﬂ“gt-‘icq\@gr],—.\ﬂi%-m; AR

Agka G é‘;ﬁ?ﬂ‘ﬁﬁimvié‘ﬂ_ﬁim; ’J‘—A,\’rnf"*‘”ﬁ"j—% @i o
S REHE RRRE

211@:&3’%% A a4 e B A R

i;#*é4ﬂ&m%%&ﬂiémﬁ%%m’ﬁ#méf%*ﬂgiﬁ*@“ﬁ
}?&ﬁzi‘ Gatld ﬁ % (Anderson et al., 1994 ) X @ > 5 o 3 gbt’}i*&ﬁ;:'*z’ri%%ﬁ;ﬁ-\i > ¢t
#v3l4 g% - & dend & T3 (McArthurandBaron 1983) FHE% 8T ¢ Rk
'*Fféﬁf’P #2334 AR AT UEFTGRET LA ﬁ% 2% 4 (Marlowe et al., 1996 )« % #~
PR Rl B E AR g B BR T amEA IR e ok
%‘\-ﬁ*’?’k‘i%h VARIE = I A I A S ,@%E‘%"%‘inﬁ* ok fitsar e
e g Fiisck i Pz\“fﬂ"‘,ﬁr‘gﬂ'lg?ﬁﬁ“ o 2 F st w P R o
RATE S 24820071 * dpdke R B TR R A > LR F R TG R
THEF fzi'm’/ VDBl AR AT L Ap I M hth AR 514 ManEIRT 0 B R
PET G BTSN e PFARA B Bl Dt X514 F iR 0 B a4
B AR REA .ﬁ%_ P RPRRR T 2 B RN Bl B Ea A g Rl
PET G R OREs A Aok o BATE S 2 3 4R(2004)F IR G M B E a4 L
AL e i L (Diagnostic Message ) 0 & 3R F B¢ L BRLIS A F mdaia L o
IR R s ey e A Fég#» WIS A L R ITR AR AT A 5R
AT AL (AR ) EEB R L (B LN A )E S ek g A A
MengFilschk o Rm » ¥ - 8T I E2haEEad & 1'&?-; I rﬁ@@(i )
Fomil 4 0 ol B ¥ i 4 ;ﬁf:;rs*’ﬁ y Evz%(%‘aﬁ‘r%’?“ 2009) > %, % 7 £ %3]
AE R R EN &"f”}.@/ﬂ’ﬁi R TR A I AR
2 G A Sk

FEEALI AP F SIS 0 % S BLE AR Y AR RS o TAREIR
TRERFE BRG] AR AT E KRG e RTEAELT 0 { SR EHAR
W AR F K oM G B R S SE R AT TN G T8 T
RLHE> B4 0 g it B i L ZApE o $ta chlsg 3 > {2 AR 3T &
AR gt IR B»Zd HEFZAPELFEPARD  PFF(FHEH )M 2285 FRE
BT B AT R AR (BT E 5 2021 )0 3T E K o 0t BRI G SN TG 2k end %
é]ﬁ%rié@f VIL(Bde t BATE R 52013 BATE E > 2021 ; Chapman and Rowe, 2001, 2002;

..C_

A

—

Fare



Susan et al., 2001; Sears et al., 2013; Weller, 2017; Langer et al., 2019 ) » # ¢ > Chapman and
Rowe(2001) & A7 7 I > dl o Henfin™ o @B F %4 }f%l*"{& A B IR G

ﬁ;%a’%ﬁﬁwp*@%kﬁ@ﬁm%aﬁ%ﬂffé Aw@(im¢9$%ﬁ
oo FFR(blde t BAT2E 5 20135 Bi72 % > 2021 ; Searsetal., 2013) g
(Meta-analysis) & % & «E-‘r PR BRE ARG AT A }@@;; IEEA B ATALI 6
(Blacksmith, 2016) » ¥ it #_to 7 e/ ddd 8 ¢ o 'ﬂ%ﬁaﬁ’/ﬁ SRS @ T AL € TR

mmad2%D’ﬁ%m%&ﬁ%ﬁ%m@gmﬁm»,aﬁg?ﬁmmﬁﬁu
Bd ARG B el Ao AP H RS (RATRE > 2013 5 RATE R > 2021 ; Bakeret
al.,2020) o b it v pRALP]H AL AT A SURMCE PR B S R T A 0 & Rl Ak
2 f&@-g@g{:ﬁg Ei A Eh e il 4 e B e T sk ek o 4 T T
éﬁU%ﬁiﬂ%&%xﬁj'zko
P ETII L R B R HUTA OT RBR e R L o 2R e L R R
AR B PR L (RATE S 5 2485 2004) o RAp05% 0] ik chB £ 4 B
Ao ARl > Aa ’@&*m*auﬂ*{ma%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%aﬁﬁﬁ
g vl ? RATE S 2 2004)#;1 B G R ARTBME STE R L
S SR D BB I T ’@“%&HJW%ﬂ
E
T

%-
4\.\

I
%@&iﬂwﬁ&i Mﬁmix%&mﬂ,zﬁﬁ%' AT TR o BRARY P
PR RS TR LR T 4 %iiiﬁﬁ%‘i' LA

?ﬁ&“4¢%%’%%&m%f@ﬁﬁ£ﬂﬁ%?% HA R T o i Ao
Fl4 H e 2 A BRI L ? Rl FERAA Capa01ty Model )
mﬁ,i%h’ Mﬁmyi,%" - Brdli LenF £ o é@‘i’m W SRR g}/,,\ig'( -3

HERE G URIARL Y 4 B¢ (Kahnemen, 1973) 2 &4 7 2 ARG AL 4 4197
fr‘”"”’*f{ B R (Cognltlve Resources ) > iz 3o F iR 7 A& Lo § B4 6 s
AR (4o B RTS8 EA ) T’La@ EAX G T R A%k b P IRLE 5 AR pe e
p gl ;Z’;ff?dﬁri}ug P-4 * & (Kahneman, 1973 ) - % ¥ 8 B b PF 2 I~ & 1] j5pF >
ﬁ?@%%%?%ﬁzﬁ&£%9&€£$W’ﬁuﬂwmﬁééﬂ:“%%%ﬁﬁﬁ
TIFEANLRAFREDTFTRAZLFEUF T RLTHEIFERY = $ 2 2
(Kahneman, 1973 ) c *#F 3 48R © % 32 F AN 5 2427 & (T F M E T o MATIR
o 33: D BRI G HEARY 0 G R RAILAT A R RE T AL Tl
(g7 5~ b5l 4 ) ¥ I a 3o “,$ DB 2 Bk b end W g ARt o
- 5 %ﬁ-}(\i FREHE A G A K F o KA BERMA3G A B SR G Hen
, L,,gﬂf} = H o ,;;;}7%\ bk jg_m;:r ,g)‘FB_‘gir.—r

CERE R ST SO ¥ 2 TR SR LSRR T s A SR
Pl AR TR O M B R B AR R R e R R e ok o

Bt

3L HEEG kAL F
ARG E RS A R SREE R TR BRQ IR LR S RN



ERBEAES A1 FmE BN FA 2 LT A 0 AR EEFTEMER 16 BRI
B e AR BB (FANRS BIle o A d? $) 0 XRFHHRE T AR R A
BERE o FTFIE S W A HE 30 4 o AT RF D 395 L > wITR B 514 P Rl
AR L S MTIOW AR K L E PR IR E F R B R4 R
FHF ARG BN LR A Mg o b4 Likert © & §FE % SHALGE G FE LA
HeH 7= nF v A e h XRH A P EFAR R FARS ERR S 07“4'1%5775
AR o BTG A RPIREE S FoORFIT A A L H RS F R
RALESFT 7 F RS AT e FAR G 3 S MG e xR ¥ 3205 B > F 2175
4 (54.7%) ~ 42 145 4 (45.3%) 5 & # 25 kT ¥ 234 £ (73.1%) ‘25-30;&-’5 38 4
(11.9%) ~ 31-35 e 15 « (4.7%) ~ 36-40 & % 9 &(28%) 41 vt b % 24 4 (7.5%) ;
TR B HFH 290 £ (90.6%) ~FALE 30 4 (9.4%) 5 mgi i a5 ;M] B 1% 282 4
(88.1%) ~ 2 7 2 # % 38 £ (11.9%) 3 AR S 3 F 173 £ (54.1%) ~ 32 RIF5 3% K
147 * (45.9%) ; m%)@gxig 7 R E 154 4 (48 1%) ~ %2 ey & ¥R F
166 ~ (51.9%) ; m%}@gzi homsl 4 R 163 4 (50.9%) M%i@ﬁfz& b Fovx 5]
BB E 157 £ (49.1%) -

32?%%“&-‘!-}#

AT HET 2(BERS E B ER 4 A E)x2( L5l g b Al 4 M)X2(0R
Fro gk ARG ) 2 X R B e F'“’E’Eé%?k? R S R R S R R
s P - fF o ﬂw’fﬂiimsw- T U Ry 4 et I gy /%’/@4{9:* ’ 7»\:4‘5'*‘1‘3—%&47& AR R
ehm 2 F 0 50 FIEE R O % riffc o3k A %E*Kn\i AR SRR AL
Fd =y K A l*z\ S I S S T }@ﬁzi(ﬁﬂi_‘?} —)lﬁsbiii LEBF AT E R
"LF\«? N ‘%‘%%”\5 AEE °”v3§‘ﬂ;§tﬁ‘3’pif_‘ﬁiw EHE L ’Lﬂ)@ﬁ(im &
TR o F2 FRECFRY T ABEEREFC éwﬂ’:wf—ﬂ”‘*l“'(* mfﬁ’*

#)’ “t z\»wal P AR PO F R TREITTNE T F S AR E
4 _ﬁﬂ#&%‘% o AELHREFE G FE (LR ERLRLTE AT MEL G F

FAE N DFRE ., S R RAEF U FENR S G R ¥ AR g Y
AMEFCRNABHULIDER DB PR EF O F B EL @ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ 3
RPEL AR CFEE AR MEEEFEFLET AR F LN K

BRI e hg A RS S G o R A B ARFEARNGIREST > G
d BHcE (FLHIMATREINEGFF (P HEFRIME  LRFH eI g
_{Ji@ﬂz'ﬁ R I ARG AR e FE (Y "F%)ffé * Google Meet 431 € ;& #ic#8 - @ &1
Sl %m@ﬁiﬁwwwﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁtﬁ*ﬁ%#iPéﬁﬁﬁi%%mo
AR AGALR A AR AT S IR IR TR L RS R R
.%g%dﬁﬂmﬂ'ﬁ’k éﬂp’bpg %mﬁ_iiﬂ%— ~J4/}§:ﬁ’Fiﬁ-§€$i"+4‘r'F
AFRTRLSEDR BT EARA(ARI) TR 94 44 ﬁ,\%{, y T
FaME  BLREY f 'T\’%/@Efi‘ﬁ R G A RRBEFYSASBNRSED B 2 RS
LRI RS
3.3 R H&F A R



AT ARG A el B EA A R bl e FRRES RS AR
XFEZ BRHRHEI KRN A5 LA AR S ky hR AR R £
[ B F 45 220 @RIk & ey e sl f[Jmal 4 ig[Jmald g5 3.
k] o %ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ%oﬁﬁbwﬁﬁ*%ﬁiﬂﬁm?%ﬁ%£?$ﬁ’
&“”%ﬁk)»pé"“?’éf‘tf"“’k’iﬁ FHRAFRALT M EY o Fe AT LERTF
%zr-‘ickpé BEDTFETHR G &7 xF;“’ém{N “ﬁrf EENA BHUUE f’Fz\»&al" B R
ﬂﬁ%ﬁ’#4*%iﬁm#%{?$ﬁo?ﬁﬁ%%M%%%%10@%1%@&%
LR &R I S I - S A A AR N R I R PR Al i
LW F AT LA E RIS B o (v FHEFARG R S 2 Rlp) &
»#a%i%»@&ﬁmwﬁmﬂh LAY 3 123 AR ey SRR
7 31 *frﬁf}f%dz—"zﬁgs$u PR A B K B RS SR R Y 0 T
1w&w§@&ig;ur*ﬂ<nﬁ@&#g 7o G R ERFWX=T7T8
p<001); ﬁﬁafﬁqu@&immﬁmahamxﬁ%ﬂ’FM9&wﬁ@&
Fohdwmald i 14 A g Al B R ES B Al il o
=LA mxﬁiﬂ’p974w§@&#Pauﬂ4£’¢60&%§@&$“%
254+ SR E(X7=99.89 0 p<001) o F TR A TR RE T AT N

SR R IP TN }@g,:-:‘zg; ¥ B MU E }@ﬁ;-ﬁ b ARl 4 B Mg ik A Ao
alﬁﬁﬁa%ﬂﬁﬁA%
e R e ]

A B + 2
e o CH o
w173 54.1% 0 0% 320.00""
B R
¥ 0 0% 147 45.9%
x‘ﬂ%‘ﬂ‘? Lég’#"% Y
BEM LE3 + 2
A ﬁ'{ L ';}]J A ﬁ( L f}]]
¥ 123 38.4% 31 9.7% 7778
T
BERS S g s 15.9% 115 35.9%
e L
SRR =3l R +E
L ) “He bl
250K 149 46.6% 14 4.4% 99.89***
ST —
2308 60 18.8% 97 30.3%

3.4 %Iﬁ;?%.l i}

hAFEY néw*é F@ﬁﬁﬁmlﬁjﬁwma»ﬁ w4 (2005)i0 5 JEP <
A SN P T x“f@f"zi LI 0 f e R o4 T A B H S’i«u‘f&f‘z
CAPNIENS S A 2] EE%‘}J = ;&dz Fbed fﬂs_%g)@ﬁ:ﬂ REAELS VR ET },ﬁ),@ﬂ:



TEPI o B RO GRma T A A 2 AL § W RF R o %Pmﬁiiﬁﬁ&gﬂ
TR O PR AR W F R A 5% Hays et al.(1989)#78 Eeh= 3 f » 42 & 4 >
blde 1T g fhw] A ehil B > 393 Likert 6 2 ¢ &mgowk’%P FEBEHE
E o WA I A B E R e I3 & x> Fé'ﬁT FEREH L AT R R -
FRHECSLFFOBURATNRAFLRE > KBLRE A AP A e
EEEeofu s BU B BRI (L f1)od NAEHNRACFTRAR
Ao o B R RBEMEEFIFEREFIR AT NS B TR SR L TR -
AT R e 20 & 2T F BALR BEFAFS L 0T f R ReE 0500 o8 AL
Poo BEE R EEEE A B 5 47.04% 2497% RAFEEE EE 7201%- 2 ¢
FOSAS M AR e IR > % 64D F S HMAA NI v R
P& 2hfpafrme GARBE QB LTl SH M AT 2 FB BA T
IR D S FET R RS .
2 2FERMIE AT S

F %

g farE

= e 458 )—@fv{.fz 4 3.2 :L,% At gﬁ}; 25
1 FRa T 0 @bl kR 88 .00
2 BHA T 0 AR RS R - 91 ~03
3 HEMA T ARFLBL AL H o g o 88 07
4~ BERR S 0 A EF LB RAE S R AR - 89 -02
S EMA T AGHT §RD MR AP IR T3 -21
6 stin g b L hif B e -.05 84
TG pEE e ERER A A RE YA o 15 82
IET N A S SRR S URIE 09 18
[ES: LR o 47.04% 24.97%
AiER ¥R E 72.01%
3L 0 N=320 -

FRA 3

41 FEPRAH

AT A RRENT O EEL  FAEAPH RfcE € & P30 RN AT
%%%W3°R3mP“9ﬁi%@%’#gﬂﬁmﬁﬁ—ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁm Bk Ao
foehp 30— R G E 91, A K B RSE T o IS RD R T 08 &£ F i
T 3oi(M=52) 4 7 52%= ﬁé—& S8l B F B DR 0 51§ KT o (M=49) &
ﬁw%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁ”%&ﬂ4%ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁib&QMMﬂ%ﬁ%%ié
¥ RO MG R B A Seip M R R Bl F BN B RS
WA 2 BEFREFEMG=31>p<00]) 27 hct B ¥4 B PIG T ¢4

|



THE RIS e AR 6 BT B R A LR L BEF LA (=36
p<001) Z\'F)f;?—,{{;:—‘k b Fer gl 4 \_}rg B & Fé‘E g‘__l‘_:,», N_},_g m;:l‘-;,,\ E?_Ei;[:grﬁg ,”jaﬁ;;l;\)%
Tt AL BF LS BE L L3 BFOMBIEG=03> p>10) > i FH44p
MO B N B el 178 % P R IR M (F=3.6,p<.10) °

% 3 Tiofe o R L~ ApH T £ & 30— R

I8 Mean S.D. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1.4 %] .55 .50

2. & # 1.60 1.19 -12°

3.8 F 2.09 29 -14" 49

4@ b 12 32100 307 .05

S5AEEWF 303 1090 217 _os 07 -117 (74

6.%¥% ™% 52 50 .13 01 100 -09" .1II°

70351 % M 49 50 -07  -157 -32" -03 127 -.03

8.% h¥LA 46 50 -06 307 357 117 -02 .01 -.04

9.5 ;¢34 433 97 04 - 18" - 177 -10" -.09 3177 367 .03 (91)

1 AR TR S 40325 KT 102630 & 20 31~35 & 30 36~40 i 4 41 i b S5 B¢ B(F )T
Y ARG AR EAC S ADUREEELEE BEF S T EN RS S BERE Y EESIEE BELE]
400 MHG 1o AR 0.

2 4ERRET N I- RELGE S +E p<10, *p<.05, ¥¥p<.01, *¥p<.001; N=320 -

427 Fd BN T RAE B FA S B LR JHe B F L ARE

k=N

=K

BELIDFEAM AR F R IR HDEL T BRI 0 e R
»’i}'@f"—ﬁm’f—/}’LL?’P’)&H;Z’f;;L%ééJZm:]“}EAJ ﬁ@fﬁtﬁk@&/}gﬁgﬁ R B
A

a%w

fri"ﬁ A (B 3rE Y 52014 BATEE 5 2022) 0 FP 15 F R Tone ET?A’ 45 401
Hephw] s EEE S BB B S 2 AR & PE R O B ff;%ﬂ;ci% TN ¥
20514 2 6 R4 2 B AR Rlo - AR (GLM) 8 85 3 %5 iy an®
AEFSFFRBEEA 0 AR R 4 TEAB AR 50 23 T 7 3 Bl
B 1zmE2-
2 AN P RETREEF M R B MG LA s R
6.93> p<01) c LR 4 5 chTOBF R > cRAFBRERET » 6 3
LB ki @ T e mf“\('\/l=3-86)@ifﬂ Forchawald My B R4 KK (M
=3TL) A G REF R AR R RE A R e (M=519)8 B
ARSI B bR SRR (M=4IT) P el 7 Aokl g

e 2%l E (F=

B b Lwgld )

~m} I

R Ak A s **fu BF o aREGHERT > 52T LT Al
sz%;EE"rs@ﬁz—fmT—/\(M 461)@‘“4:\5»514 M2 B ER S SRl (M=

393); R E LA #3430 B ¥4 E 1,@,{*"{"’2 HEL (M=4.86)» % ¢k &3l
AR Ry n%ﬂ@.ﬁf:—‘k(M=4.30) c T2 Mg sl F a8 h E A
3o B P el w B8 Mg s o RRB 12 B2 (5% T LBV MER
BALUG BT o ek B EA S B R He BT T e A L1122



bk o ARG AFIRT o B E NS B AR e BT FRI EY
PRFREE Ak ) oo AT RN TR AR s S PR RS
54 H G R A Ak ARG HEFRT ’}f%dz"z% FEie 4 B Ll 4 ¥

WHBEFFEA LG e foonk o T BEREFTRET R DA LEF

F 40 BFEFLNREELSTESE
BB KR SS DF MS F¥ %
Yo 14 st 9395 12 7.83 11.63™
e 92.04 1 92.04 136.70™"
A 131 13 19
e 1.03 1 1.03 1.53
iy g5 1 75 1.11
R R 84 1 84 1.25
EEF KR 27.76 1 27.76 41.23™
il 4 g 2422 1 24.22 35.98™
Bk 243 1 2.43 3.60"
B A xE B 6.74 1 6.74 10.01°
il 4 B X H LA 03 1 .03 .04
Boild g MxE LR M 274 1 2.74 4.07"
BER M54 g W A 467 1 4.67 6.93"
i g B 3.1 1 3.11 4.62"
A 206.71 307 67
KR 6302.04 320
K 15 enig, 300.66 319

0+ p<.10, *p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<001; N=320 -

SR d AT R ER Y ME AR5 g M2 G R A

% % &3
1% WEL Eok BEL g BEL
w4 371 .13 3.86 13
- R 423 07
w3 w343 417 13 5.19 12
mld i 393 15 4.61 14
R R 442 07
w3l % 430 14 4.86 15
&3 402 07 4.63 07




5.5 1

5.19
5 4
i
45 el S
™
- 4.17 gl 4L
+
~
.4 3.86
- 3.71
:
i
3.5 . .
N LE3
W1 ARG AT &R R Mamild § e EF A T Y T F
55 -
5 4.86

R 4.61
¥ 45 43 —m—nald
oy gl 4
% 3.93
a4 '
,%‘ 35 T 1

L EE3

B2 AHadTEESMERAFHUERET A dI 5% 7 LR

13F &3

N ﬂf\#ﬁﬁ‘i’ﬁ PO T L T IE AR B 0 $ EERADEIVURFYH
Kl .?—km?}“c M hB a4 EG R A TR IRNE R B R o th A4 S ik
& 4 mf;,_- B g > gARb AR gl 4 B (T 4 EAwE IE_),@E{"F%~P1\»VA5]" fﬁg‘gi

I‘.ﬁ _.El
R
T\
-\-}\,
"Trl

L }@195:"k Ik kA RFER o AL DR AP S EFR &AL ),’I%,{i(ﬂ
BEA A R ey Aokl *n““ WEFALZIHEDZRAIEY > S5 A
BHH FIRT o Bl B A B AR5 R R S R A g o
%, P“%mﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ* £ 8.(2004) eh TR A 47 6 5 B AR 02 5 E 0 Al E
R sl b i ﬁﬁauﬂJ*m%g 5 el A L G OB F b fookk o A
Kahnemen(1973)m,,_ﬁ AR EEGEE T ILE B € M T AR
*’?ﬂiﬁﬁéﬁuﬁﬁf% P ARG T o G R SR L LMK
Bt BERIERANGE R T H o R AR A Lk A4 o B S g
HARTLAE ARl > Fla AR F T B ¥4 32 A543 R
Hog G o

AFE G R %E%fiﬁu"éf K 5@%&‘2* & 4 7 £ 323 (Kahnemen, 1973>m§ﬁ¢« ko
S me% B A A BB o ];Jcpfﬁ‘??fﬁam ; "’t’mii‘ﬁi'i“ﬁ&ma ik T o F i
Mo AF2EY > F L ﬂ‘fiﬁ&é“z—‘ﬁﬂ%ﬁ B PG HG SEA PR E Y o L
BFERAFBTRAGFTHEL > AT FRT B g F4EA GRS 3%~ mFe %) o



TR A TR S5 G %3 Rl R0 IR - e R 0P § %
w2 ?k}_? '1/},’}‘.&}@,{{(3‘ R FiEA ﬁjﬁiﬁi s PR BARI kR

>T

TR SR L] e ég?ﬁﬁ*%ﬂﬁ& AE 7 R RIG H Pk
T QKWL FRYFE L EERE S ARG R T T o
S2RB A4 FREROKT LS

AWHRIEL TG ARG R S AREEIE G o AR R e g F o A
FRLOERT Y R A S TRERR I S HRE AR YN S
WERBREY Gl ZRG R RRER L ehigiptta uyg TH 5 L1t G kB
FRIF AR B B RER - BRFF -2 TEEHT) 0 4R Ladkit s et
T RPLp L AR TR 2R R L (Bl aaﬂ*‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁm%)ﬁi
ﬁﬁ%§’ﬂﬁiﬁ$%?wﬁﬁ‘ﬁiL%%m4i°@%$F%%ﬂ’?ﬁ@&%
(2 1A= E F) bR s HEABEREL L6 an=f > 5T RERN P 2 hbahd &
I FEFEEARTIR LRSI S ZRBERTBS R E F R BT aR
AE S Bl DAL G PR A B AA 0 A AL F R SR LRA e
Al o et T e R R IR ﬁ“a‘ » Fla EE L AT oo
S3FLHIBARFEL %

sy Wae s e im0 L5 0T 3 R F iR g

cR A AL EEEL RN L FET R R HR > 5 S R B mgﬁk
bﬁé%%&ﬁ ‘m#ﬁ R ESKRAREAL 0 BRI IR R RS
WARARER AT I FRRE RLLF 6 PRI E  EREFF L LB %3@%
ﬁm&ﬁﬂmxﬁi’mFﬁ@hﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%W’Uﬁépﬂﬁ%@*m*%&ﬁo
BN AR TR AR ek AR o 20 IR P ena et 38 BIER
Bt Rl sy BB FR S 0ENT AR B TR BT R
SRR ER Y FHRE T R PITR S x5S R R &R D mezao
b AR A kMR R B L R EROEFE L Y e T L S B
U R AT e & SHGAREGE T 2 2L AL G R e i e

i



34 e

Ao Find (2005)c G T E G R R BB L S TR
£+ FEs ;i’16(1)’155 170 -
raw:—zz(zooﬂ BUE o P A BN R AR RS G A R e B 0 < F

» 18 (2) > 183-208 -

?awfrﬁi Z ¥ 78 (2004) - }@Ex‘ﬁ B @A E R A ARG N ER
I FILE LR REHE o (S FRAyEEH 4 (3) 5572

BATE ~HR32% ~ FIMA (2014) o 6 22 F & ooy Bl g He R LR < B R
HE o e £ X a4 0 25 (1) » 215-232

BATE s F 4 B F 2 (2021 ARG A BRI o A FRT 5 BE LA K%@J:‘ﬁ F Y D
R R BT A LR FEE o S ﬁ‘;ﬁ;’ﬂ’é’fﬁ’ 21 (2) > 55-72 »

BATE L AP TP 2’{ (2022) B ¥ Ho 2 RTL PR T Pl Mdg REE ik
NERG G2 £ 8 o PR L@ 7%# 20 (3)83-104 -

BRTE S RAP AP (2009) - 48 T A F R E R 4 SR R BFF o
;k-*Ff& #ppnle btk o A4 FRFEEH 9 (1) 69-85 ¢

BATE S HEW B A (2013) 0 ARG 32 TRd G o ehg & R 20 B i
ez FFiEr o g pa®,6 (1) 121-140

Anderson, J. C., Johnson, E. N., & Kaplan, S. E. (1994). Perceived effects of gender, family structure,
and physical appearance on career progression in public accounting: A research note.
Accounting, Organizations and Society, 19(6), 483-491.

Anderson, J. C., & Shackleton, V. (1990). Decision making in the graduate selection interview: A
field study. Journal of Occupational Psychology, 63, 63-76.

Anderson, J. C., & Shackleton, V. (1993). Successful Selection Interviewing. Blackwell: Oxford.

Arvey, R. D., & Campion, J. E. (1982). The employment interview: A summary and review recent
research. Personnel Psychology, 35, 281-322.

Baker, D. A., Burns, D. M., & Kueny, C. R. (2020). Just Sit Back and Watch: Large Disparities
between Video and Face-to-face Interview Observers in Applicant Ratings. International
Journal of Human-computer Interaction, 36(20), 1968-1979.

Barclay, J. M. (1999). Employee selection: A question of structure. Personnel Review, 28(1/2), 134-
151.

Beehr, T. A., & Gilmore, D. C. (1982). Applicant attractiveness as a perceived job-relevant variable
in selection of management trainees. Academy of Management Journal, 25(3), 607-617.

Blacksmith, N., Willford, J. C., & Behrend, T. S. (2016). Technology in the employment interview:
A meta-analysis and future research agenda. Personnel Assessment and Decisions, 2(1), 12-20.

Campion, M. A., Palmar, D. K., & Campion, J. E. (1997). A review of structure in the selection
interview. Personnel Psychology, 50(3), 655-702.

Chapman, D. S., & Rowe, P. M. (2001). The impact of videoconference technology, interview



structure, and interviewer gender on interviewer evaluations in the employment interview: A
filed experiment. Journal of Occupational & Organizational Psychology, 74(3), 279-298.
Chapman, D. S., & Rowe, P. M. (2002). The influence of videoconference technology and interview
structure on the recruiting function of the employment interview: A filed experiment.

International Journal of Selection and Assessment, 10(3), 185-197.

Dipboye, R. L. (1992). Social Interaction in the Interview. In R. L. Dipboye (Ed.). Selection
Interview: Process Perspectives, Cincinnati, OH: South-Western, 75-100.

Ellemers, N., van den Heuvel, H., de Gilder, D., Maass, A., & Bonvini, A. (2004). The
underrepresentation of women in science: Differential commitment or the queen bee syndrome?
British Journal of Social Psychology, 43, 315-388.

Hays, R. D., Hayashi, T., & Stewart, A. L. (1989). A five-item measure of socially desirable response
set. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 49(3), 629-636.

Kahnemen, D. (1973). Attention and Effort, Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall.

Langer, M., Konig, C., & Papathanasiou, M. (2019). Highly automated job interviews: Acceptance
under the influence of stakes. International Journal of Selection and Assessment, 27(3), 217-
234,

Marlowe, C. M., Schneider, S. L., & Nelson, C. E. (1996). Gender and attractiveness biases in hiring
decisions: Are more experienced managers less biased? Journal of Applied Psychology, 81(1),
11-21.

Mast, M. S., Bangerter, A., Bulliard, C., & Aerni, G. (2011). How accurate are recruiters’ first
impressions of applicants in employment interviews? International Journal of Selection &
Assessment, 19(2), 198-208.

McArthur, L. Z., & Baron, R. M. (1983). Toward an ecological theory of social perception.
Psychological Review, 90(3), 215-238.

Podratz, K. E., & Dipboye, R. L. (2002). In search of the “beauty is beastly” effect. In 17th Annual
Conference of the Society for Industrial and Organizational Psychology. Toronto, Canada.
Sears, G. J., Zhang, H., Wiesner, W. H., Hackett, R. D., & Yuan, Y. (2013). A comparative
assessment of videoconference and face-to-face employment interviews. Management

Decision, 51, 1733-1752.

Sia, C. L., Tan, B. C. Y., & Wei, K. K. (2002). Group polarization and computer mediated
communication: Effects of communication cues, social presence, and anonymity. /nformation
Systems Research, 13(1), 70-90.

Susan, S. G., Milesb, J. A., & Levesquec, L. L. (2001). The effect of videoconference, telephone,
and face-to-face media on interviewer and applicant judgments in employment interviews.
Journal of Management, 27(3), 363-381.

Weller, S. (2017). Using internet video calls in qualitative (longitudinal) interviews: some
implications for rapport. International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 20(6), 613-
625.



