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Abstract

Based on the theory of social domination, this study uses the experimental method to explore the
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influence of social domination tendency and implicit gender bias on recruitment choice by simu-
lating the recruitment situation. The results show that both charities and securities companies are
more likely to choose female candidates than male ones; the level of social dominance has no sig-
nificant effect on recruitment choice; when recruiting talents for securities companies, whatever
high gender bias group or low gender bias group, the rate of choosing the number of female can-
didates was significantly higher than that of male candidates. The results not only show that there
is occupational gender segregation phenomenon in workplace recruitment, but also illustrate the
changes of female roles in college students.
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1. 518

TIUKIRH, 302 XK RN ZREARAR IR, N B ACEEAR 22 777 TR 1H 1k 26 ME DA e 11 i) i
HeptussEad., gl BE. 78 BITE. A THSHEIIES, A RE ] S5 98 2 S 75 i
R[], ERANRBR S0V IRE, 55 2ot # 20 RAG FHRGL, 0T 2ol it 20 7 n) i s bl 2
Mk[2]e XA MELIET S A, 1995 4F 9 H 4 HYLHE R RS B 28 DU i 5 a 4ok it
)55 2 FEE R . 2018 4RI 3 H 7 H, BIBIHIE & AR — 1 (2018 Hf [H Z MEERIZ IR &4k & ) Bor,
VRIS T 51 22%. HbTIsk, LMk m G 7B OE, B E AN J7
D AT THEFT

B 79 B S Fe AP EAL 2 RAMER R, AR TAERRACE S PR EA R N, (65155 —E
A NBEHERR 141, 2578015 B B 27 Kz —[3]. EFILRK IR AN 218 ool A
855, R AT 55 Ak, T ELREASAE B A RN QIR I A fE B v R B 1) 1 il o vt 2 R 2 5 A
JIERSEFE[4]. KEVHFRY, ERNRFEE D, AAAEE B R 7 B8 B IR 5], e [ g
EY R &N EK[6]. 3£ E O TE B R TR SR TR, 7550 & B 7 T Je A i 5 T
W, e bR T AR A L [7] . X R E R R AR A R R ) B A S A — TR AT B
B A VR AT AT REAY R AE R AR 1 A B S ANAE BN 2 2 M R HE A R R B A 8] . AR, BR
VA S o 28 IR R AE AN [F) AR B B N T AR AN RN 4 5 e ] 25 AN i BE XL R D
POV IR S BT A, 45 R IR E ) LE A D E IR AR B3 I ok, mm T 5530 0T
SR R RO 3 B B 7K o Lot BRI ER (1 P 3404 S Br RO AL AN 5 K T B 4%, Lot o8 2 oAy S
ARG BN PE G, AT DUNER «“ B PEROL " [9]. KA B PR R M S B 2 I R B AE & A 5 A8 1k,
WFFEE T —ANRRER HOTE 50 B AT g 2 55350 H (e 2 23 MR350 B ) b 55 A e R . S5 R R
FYERZZAEAMBE MR RAE, A NI “ A7 1), HREEZS NS A w55 H H[10].
B — TR 5 AR = T AR ] A R ) (1985~1993; 1990~1998; 2003~2011). 4F s Al HAf AR 4T
RO G )\ B B, 45 5 s DT B B RV 1 55 Lo 78 SRSk sl 2 R0 4 o ol 28 05 T 1) 22 e
BEAE A AR D o SRR AN TAET I, EAFERPN IR E BB HE[11]. B E
WEFCFRATRT DA I, T 4F —ARTEAR ) 53 P AN Lo X RO e B A7 78 5 B S BRI R R A R &, X%
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LR AN, AR, WA IETE BRI S TAE S SRR AR, TR S SR LA
HHIFEE R R R . (E—BACF L, REE IR L 75 3 1 O o L 90 B B 1 [12] At AR
S 2R, 0 R WA R B MBS B . KA N B AR RIS BRI R, B At TR
HF A R U0 A R A 5ol B 25 ) R R B L T R 2 WA BT LR i i A
2 TFRAR VIR A T B B8 W R, AR /DA 2238 S AU BRI ) B R AR DL IX AN 1) [ 13], AR/ D A5 T 903 5t
BT SEIGRT T, SR, EEARAR YLD B B i A, AR S RIS A FEFISE

2 SR A e A 2 SR ERAS TR AT AE TR, 1% ER IR P ARRE AR A R SE R AN 25 2 o] e A
(7, VLRI 2 B SR S04 2 R AR SE 452 T R A [14] o A SCBC A a) R & — M L 1 A v U g e
X TR AL 22 I S AN Z R g, A2 SO B 10 v g B B U A AL 2 SO AN [RIK P, FEA 2
PO AN R B 2 BRAE 2 T80 AN A TR R A48 2 R4 T 9 [15] [16] - Pratto B IKA7E 1994 SEHE H T 41 2 S FL i)
IS, HARAMELH A ERET B R ABHEIL T A SR /M AR BE[17]. BRI/ fE 2 AR L
BN R E Gz ) 22 S A RIRR B, HR s o B S R A TR G 34 IR R A4 S TE 55 A E AR IR RR A o T RO 1
SREBS LG, V7 0 B2 AT N AR AELE B ZIBR D G 55 P (B ) ) 0 O, F 903841 THIE B H
TERIR MG S, FER MR m T LB, WA B4, 598G B L mIl[18]. #FFtRm, &
B EE e PN I R virks S sl e wr £ St ba ) 1= e U VA T4 22 (T el W CTE S M O N i T R v
IS AN, TR A4S

I AKX T B G0 280 o 2 T 2 I R T o o 030 A2 A N J8 R e R Mg 2 0T 9 2SR P IR s AR AL ik
(RS NBRD 38 356 A A 2 S e ) iR 22 TR R 96 2R e 8 SR R IR [R) 1k 59 (R e 1o 2 3 AN R AL 2 B 2 11
RIS AL, TP n) T N s e B B, T LA A TR SR 2 E . XSt A
BRI R . BRI Ab, Ao B Hsgma g 1k — P B SE e e . BT E LA A R R
5 BEATEE S, AARIEREEEMAA, WA KB R ERERE . R REL, ¢
SRR AT (B ESRA R A TR A2 ERUR AR (0. ZESE L) T i
) TR, XA REH MRS R[19]. (A2 X Mhas BRI LB W3 K.

— RYIRF TR, XF 531 (B M) P9 Al DL A 2 S e ) AR R M i 1) B 2 v B 38K (9 52 A [20]
[21]. Pratto (IR 704 FAERA, At 2 S Eeqsta) & %o 11 AR B AR A7 7E B 2160 L [22] » {H/2, Dambrun
S5 NI SEIGIE BIAF3 7 AH S 45 58, RISt 23 S e 1) 25 X6 R Ak 2 ) ) O L9 AS S5 35 (23] T B,
I AESR T IR Z IR 1R RATAER 4+,

DRI, A 58 SR AR 2 SCRC A 1) R A FE R R, DR AR il A, s A P B AR 6 17 77 =K
PG L ) I B A 2 SO, FE A ST AR I S HN M T R RS, R = R R — PR
o ) R A 2 SCTC AT [7) 2 T ) 5% 28 DA S AT T 2855 T et e o ol i s i, DU MRS 4R S . #2250
A6 1720 DA B = 50 s L P A PR S b T 3% 1 e A 78 ol i B 2

2. SEIGHRSR
21. TH

211 #E&¥imEER
2= S e 1) £ 3% (SDO)K ] Sidanius 25 A\ g, F 2255 AMEIT I S [24]. %8 T 85 Rt
SEAE N SRR T BRI SC IR SRS 2 AN, 3k 16 8, 1R R AR AR ST S A BT

2.1.2. NI
A SIS FH A e R 0 B SR B A A P 1 S AR . b N B RHRI I E ik s 25 AN, St sE s
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120 ffy, M5y ) 10 AR S N A FRUPRAR N S0 R e P R AT SE 5

W BRI IS (1AT) S IR Fr . BOlARAETHSENLIT AT, MR8 R o IR ST A, (P & “A”
A5 o BEAS A RRIBCAE I 6 AR AR FENG B AT . BEIIIE S OB B BN KT, B B
152 PSSR T AR AT A RN . BIINAESE =AM B, EORPGAETH RS L 25T
RO (TR AN SR SE AN $22 A S SO, E S LA VA8 ) (BRG] ) ATRX RIS 42 6 SR S o 00 363 o b ik
FEORUE IE A (3 fth bR B AR At e e, Pl vH SRR S L S R P AT LR Aff 6

2.1.3. 13EEmR

AWfE T 24 B4, 2 thdctE . WP ERE RIS ARG . BERUPOY . SRR ) (W TS 2655
MUK, P NERER A ) BEE R TSR, DUCKFEMIRGRAG RS, RN 12 4%
Az DA R WU I R R BT #E47 DLRC 1S 4 42 SKRERZ (e 14 T A —KF 2

PR A A28 AR S R BN ANES R A 7]
2.2. TR RIARIEF

AW RSP k B R DR, s bR 6 H, K s— N, Sdts)
NEAERGY, BB —HB o RIS, 7 AN RENANESR A A MG, bR e O AR
FE, NAFRHERAEMAN R (& —2): B o ZRYURIETE S48, 56 Bkt 2 SR M ) o) % 28 =
0 LR ARST TF HUR SR IR T [ A BRIBCAE B (VAT) SRER AR P, T4 FRAR SIB Se iz /s . Horp, 384T
RS0, K R PUE TS LI A FH B B R ABBA 23Rk B T [ 24 &1 F0 BT i I IR 25 i S 30
iRZE. 35k, T DS DU — e To R R R I sem, Bl AN, BH AN, ELRERN
A AR /N B 18] P OgEAT SR
2.3. #ik

SR 7 A HUREVETE A D1 3 R 2= B AAE S5 80 N, MHBRIRIE M TE s = N, BJEH T 77 N, %
NS 96.2% . RSP ATLE 18 3| 24 ], M 554 40 N(52.6%), L 37 AN(47.4%).
24, PRER
2.4.1. AEMRYEAIBE R

Table 1. Recruitment bias of different types of organizations

1 AR ENADRIBE R

ELEL DA R TSI 39 L AR X2 P
N 29 49 5.13* 0.024
A 25 53 10.05* 0.002

¥: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001.

e 1 o, TR0 A R Lo R N 283 M LMY (XP = 10.05, p < 0.05, df = 1), AEUESA
i, Wl e Tk B Lot RS R (X® = 5.13, p < 0.05, df = 1).

24.2. #HEZEMEXIRIE HLEIER

N T SR A A A 2 SO R 175 At N TR i L 2 R B 5% 2R AR A SN 2E W] T, AS TR /e J i
Fgtitrrh 33 SR B, FERARK 2 St & SCRC AT i 72 (n = 22) MR 2 SCRL A IR 232 (n = 22),
M AT BL2 52 B4 2 SOE IR A2 75 42 FH IS I A 0 DL PR A
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Table 2. Chi square test of social dominance tendency and recruitment choice (charities)
= 2. X EiE SRR ERN ARG (EEND)

Ak SO 320 TSI ALK X P
Fior 6 5
0.72 0.396
{54 9 13

7¥: p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.00L,

Table 3. Chi square test of dominance tendency and recruitment choice (securities companies)
3. e XEiESBEEENFAREGESRAR)

PaReas AL TR | e IS P AR X2 P
[ il 9 12
0.19 0.663
LipagEl 8 14

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

e 2 AN 3 MR LA RAER W], Aoy R MU & B E IR SN, e AR At & S
1051 ) £ v 2L B o T A 2 SIS ) IR A AR SR B T — Bl k. RREHU Bk eI T E S
2k s N o IEZR Al A F] e e A rb 2o Pkt 9 T IBOR I LA, #5301 1 5 oA 2 A T TAR AL 45 2R
FAh, AR SRR o 45 IR AL RIS AR 3 Ao 5 B PRI N B3 2 IR Geit 2 R W R 1=

=X
FF o

2.4.3. MR RIS

N T S APEEC ) i I S RIS R R R, S TORYE S L 33%I JE NLRHE IS & 70 Dy Pl
g3 PR W, 532 (n = 26) LA S A AR 43 2E(n = 19), AT T8 55 P (B Ao e ) Ml T R a2 43 7 A 1Y)
AR

Table 4. Chi square test of gender bias and recruitment choice (charity)
4 MARISRBEFENRARE(ESNM)

P304 L 7 2 MR B AKX MR AKX x? P
iS4 7 19
1.14 0.286
R dl 8 11

7¥: p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.00L.

Table 5. Chi square test of gender bias and recruitment choice (securities companies)
5. MAMRISRBEFENRAREGESAR])

PE S W3 26 % I VAKX P AR X2 p
[ il 12 14
4.55% 0.03
o 3 16

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

4RI 5 AU, AP0 2N G B S A NI, TR R T ke AR v
Sre, BCE VR I AR 4L RIS T SRR R R, AR IR SRR S (n = 15) AR
HIEFEE 2 NS E (n = 30)HE NZEENINY, HEMWH ZEESZ LIFRAREER. NIEFAF
BN S NI, eV AR T e I v 4L, B A AL AL 2L AT SR 4 2
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PERIE N AN B P as BB 2 b 3 B9 PR (B M) i .3 28 b (IR 23 4.5 v o AL AR I 3 E B
B 53 1 B (n = 3)Ek Aot N I 2 (n = 16) R 5 A 06 1 45 5L i 25 (X® = 4.55, p < 0.05, df = 44).
3. g

KFBNE RIS, LR E 2 IS/, 7. B EVERR AR 5, AW SR SR e 45
T IR A TR ERL R 4 BN 2 2= S B AR D B 2 25 R i, IR S e
2\ FANZEE WU T P2 B [19] o A% 3 S0 A BT r 28 1 R 2 DA RS At m ) e SCTC A 1) 3 2 1
R KRR A8 T IR o ek 2 DR 2R R A R (R SR o T 31 [T 35 22 0T 0 {66 P e ke gk AT I i
17 2R B R 2 U B BV N 2, B — AT At e KA AT A B2 . AR, 21, DA
FLE N T G52 BE T MR R R AT BT N . ARSEEE N T B Guax P i, IR P9 BRIBCAR I 46 1)
TR B AN N AR L o

DA T 7 AN PE G R e B s e, &5 SR 35 R FR IR ) T4 58 2 1) e VR I E N 28501
FVE BN N BT, B 50 22 (1) 55 R R B N AIE I A RIAE AN B3 ARSI FEER T B AS (R JSHLAG ( HE 1 fh
W, S5 R KITC L BN IE ISR A R HAEAE BB e 22 5, RISARKE Lotk gk gt N BRI A 1) i 25
FEEERR I AT . Bgh RS 2R N /DA A) L3 A S S R 7 45 R —— e M) Tt BR & F b
A7 R ARV ARABA[9] o 5 2020 A5kt 4 ] L 5 R 0 ] Fr R A ) 2 B0 5 1 8 0T 9 I e M T
46 Eb 55 B A0 ) - AT S A R A B AN T A (8] (H S TR EE SN A ERAR, 5
FOEBRME AT AR IR A SV AT [13]. FEULE REFR EZAH LT AT, &, ek
IR R R EEE T, W EAt S 2 B @I S B VE L, Bk 2 1 2 RS 3 R BAE R AR AR BT
SEORAON T LS EEA PO R, AU REE, BER ) BEERil, XHMR
JEHHIAE 95 J5—AR, MR RS SCER T, B 1 Vg N BN 2 22 5 R HR L R 30 H
TGRSR F#H, RPERRIER RN RER, v R 2 2R R R B AL T
T W), PR, AT R AR R AR AR . BJE, EAERI . BARPORAE R ik
BT UCE AR, HE BT RIENTERERe, ot rBEOR, fESMEs PRI A RS RRKT B,
FIT UL 53 M AN R G R L 52 B0 F5 PR sE ), TR et B AR e MR A T T RE 0o E Uk mT UL, 6T 2ot
HE B INEY 2 22 5 R Ok R 2 1 N BT 52

Pratto fff 8 & L #1510 A 2 SCPCAT v 7K P ) i A RN 0 T8 aok 2 e 32 438 B9 Mk i P P v DL 22 T AH A
BE[6]. FEARMF T, FRA TR AL 2 SCRCM ) 7K~ 20 N s 4 » 78 2R LA 4 DA RIE S A R4
Tt s o IR SR 40, FEIEE W T B MR AR R B O AR IMEAN AL, (FR X FIE IR A
LB K. 5 pratto [6]F1FF & % [19145 H T AHFEI M EE R o X 32 B2 A 55 1 Ay s (R IO A €A i L
b IR T BT R AN AR, T M BT 0 A B G B S5 T R TR A AN, e LT
KPR WL T g RRMBUR L. @ T AT RERIE. Qg LB 8EM%
PR 3Lt B 2 H0l SR S 32 S E R UG

i, TEUESRA AR R R, M e WA £ 2 MPE ST K PR T BB ER . (HE
TERENU R IEE B, MRRIE BEER . e B 5 IR 745 RAF[25], 1EUESR A 7 IR %
P 0 i D0 b ZEL P B ) T IR R A PRSI R R S A MR AN A 5L, TA B T 0.03 KR E E 5
IR B LB, T Lo MBS SE RS . BBV N — Rl D 2 2 5 L, A R—TE
P 500 s L 7K S 1) e o 2 AR A AL A FR I 2, (EIRHR ) L RS I AN B3 25 57 s RS R 1)
UEBH T FE R B R R 0 T 55 Lotk I 3 )PS5 A

AR BGRKRI 2 E L TR, BAESFEBERI AR AP SRR T & 2otk
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AW LR E KT KIEDUE, EAIZRRR, RSB IE R SRR 5 T4
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