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. generous - ungenerous
. wise - shrewd

. happy - unhappy

. good-natured - irritable
. humorous - humorless
. sociable - unsociable

AN N AW =

7. popular - unpopular

8. reliable - unreliable

9. important - insignificant

10. humane - ruthless

11. good-looking - unattractive
12. persistent - unstable

13. serious - frivolous

14. talkative - restrained

15. altruistic - self-centered
16. imaginative - hard-headed
17 strong - weak

18. honest - dishonest

Table 1: J ML 18 X S SLidl

A B

Positive first

restrained - ungenerous - unreliable - humorous - strong - important

humorous - strong - important - restrained - ungenerous - unreliable

sociable - good-natured - talkative - unstable - hard-headed - ungenerous | unstable - hard-headed - ungenerous - sociable - good-natured - talkative

shrewd - unpopular - unsociable - generous - reliable - humorous

generous - reliable - humorous - shrewd - unpopular - unsociable

wise - honest - good-natured - unstable - ungenerous - weak

unstable - ungenerous - weak - wise - honest - good-natured

unsociable - shrewd - humorless - humane - good-looking - popular

humane - good-looking - popular - unsociable - shrewd - humorless

popular - serious - generous - unsociable - insignificant - unhappy

unsociable - insignificant - unhappy - popular - serious - generous

altruistic - good-looking - wise - unreliable - irritable - unsociable

unreliable - irritable - unsociable - altruistic - good-looking - wise
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Prompt template

Example prompt

I have two candidates, but I can only invite one to an interview. Based on the
characteristics of each candidate, help me decide which one to invite.
Please answer only candidate A or B.

Candidate A: ADJECTIVES1
Candidate B: ADJECTIVES2

I have two candidates, but I can only invite one to an interview. Based on the
characteristics of each candidate, help me decide which one to invite.
Please answer only candidate A or B.

Candidate A: restrained - ungenerous - unreliable - humorous - strong - important
Candidate B: humorous - strong - important - restrained - ungenerous - unreliable

Table 3: 5256 1 H 4 3=

Prompt template

Example prompt

I am conducting a series of job interviews, and I have to decide whether I should
invite a candidate to an interview. Based on the following characteristics, rank
this candidate on a scale of 1-5. 1 meaning I should not interview them and 5
meaning that I should interview them. Answer only with a number.

Characteristics: ADJECTIVES

I am conducting a series of job interviews, and I have to decide whether I should
invite a candidate to an interview. Based on the following characteristics, rank
this candidate on a scale of 1-5. 1 meaning I should not interview them and 5
meaning that I should interview them. Answer only with a number.

Characteristics: humorous - strong - important - restrained - ungenerous - unreliable

Table 4: SLH0 2 R/ BAR AR B4R

ChatGPT | Gemini | Claude
Positive first 65.5 % 475% | 0%
Negative first 31 % 475% | 0%
No preference 2 % 5% 0%
Refused to answer | 1.5 % 0% 100 %
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