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Abstract: Previous studies on nostalgic advertising mainly explored the effect of adopting nostalgic strategies on advertising ef-
fectiveness. However, the matching problem of nostalgic advertising category and brand perceptions requires further study. Based on
the Brand Stereotype Content Model and Cognitive Consistency Theory, this paper explores the impact of the interaction of brand per-

ception and nostalgic advertising types on brand attitude through two experiments. The research results show that when the brand

Y75 BHA: 2022-11-04

BES&TH: HE AR =R FIE 5 MU R A R ERE A Ve R B0 il B 52 250 Y 52 el BIF 9" (72172093) 5 [
ZH AR 3L 4 T I H < 2 U R 5 [ PR AL BT R M AR B R AR 5T 7 (71832015)

EHEEN: MER, B B2 LS00, B4, 322\ 5 RS AN B T o o Tk R GEIRER ) , &,
BE R A, FENFGEEREE WM E WO Sk, 2 LR A, FENF SRS BT FAELARE
FWEIE



48 WOl & % 5 & H 2023 4F

perception type is warmth, personal nostalgia advertisements have better brand attitudes than historical nostalgia advertisements
when brand perception type is competence, historical nostalgic advertisements have better brand attitudes than personal nostalgia ad-
vertisements. Among them, brand authenticity plays an intermediary role. From the theoretical point of view, this paper enriches the
classification research of nostalgic advertising, and broadens the application of brand stereotype model and Cognitive Consistency
Theory in the field of nostalgia marketing. In practice, this paper has guiding value for important business issues such as optimizing
nostalgic advertising decisions.
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5.02,SD =0.89;F(1,127) =777.07,p <0. 001 ] ; %t I S48 1H B9 3F 50w, 5 s 08 TH 4B &8 & 4~ A IH
MMy, =5.27,SD=1.44;M ., =4.12,SD =1.23;F(1,127) =23.39,p <0. 001 ] . 7 LB 4, Bl il B
i R B T RE 4L [ My, =5.51,SD =1.32; M, =4.95,SD =1.29;F(1,127) =5.81,p =0.017 <
0.05 ] ;7ERE ) o320 b, W sl R it M BE ) 2 % 8 TR MEZH [ My, =5.00,8D =0.32; M, =5.23,8D =
3.22;F(1,127) =11.56,p <0. 05 >4 55 iF P 4~ 4% 5 22 (8] (0 45 02 15 B AH T4, AR SCR 98 4 4 1802 (i g
vs. BEJT) x2(/N ANMIH vs. I R IH) B 20 AT 0 25 3R 0 T & 28 A% I S MR IH (vs. S AR IH)
BT 52 i 2 [ F(1,124) =29. 83 ,p <0. 001 ] 5 ity i /8% 0 25 0 of 908 1 J8% 0 (vs. 36 1 BN ) AT 43 52 i) (g
FLF(1,124) =11.69,p <0. 001 ], ANF7F 78 AL e 8 45 2 8] {9 AH B, 28 0 52 58 X 5 LI 30 Fn ) 4 2 A0 1Y)

(2) EROVATE A SRR H1 (Hla A1 H1b J& 75 807, 2R I SPSS H i XU R J5 22 43 07, 4 P L 4F
U 10T B B S s o A8 o A T A5 SR R RN I R AON AN B (p > 0. 1), )T RN AU AN
B (p>0.2), MU 5 2R 22 BN W35 [ F(1,124) =22.364,p <0.001,7> =0. 153 ] It
HIAS B B0 E , 73 B 45 SR a0 32 v 7 o 32F — 20 i 187 BRLARN 43 B 2 30, X8 Tk 8 ot L JB R, B ot S AR THT 4
) S RS AP (M, =5.15,8SD =1.56;M ;,, =4.48,SD =0.68;F(1,124) =13.45,p <0.01 ] ;% Tk
st LN R DT S R IH TS Y S RS B AP (M, =5.63,8D =1.10;M ., =4.57,SD =0.81;F(1,
124) =16.54,p <0.001 ] .38 T AL 25 R AN E2F 7R {1 Hla #1 H1b 15 2] 55E

R2 EH MR

R 1T & 75 Fa df B F Sig. Y Eta F 7
A EHEA 27.959* 3 9.320 8.661 0.000 0.173
e 3145.236 1 3145.236 2922.95 0. 000 0.959
T M R S 2.674 1 2.674 2.485 0.117 0.020
B £ A 1.221 1 1.221 1.134 0.289 0. 009
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(&R2)
R I A 7 Fa df B F Sig. Y Eta F 7
Fo B dm X PROE A 24.064 1 24.064 22.364 0. 000 0.153
% £ 133.43 124 1.076
Bt 3306. 625 128
AR IE 8 B 161.389 127

EREEASMAEE R =0. 173(A% R* =0.153),

B d
A &k (i
E2 ARAGMBEMERA SXENLEERAMNRESENZE (XK —)

5.8  SEI — B R ST R A U 5 R I 2 R A A8 A R 7 4k R A R R A S
SO SE R W FEE I 7E R R A S MU R AN PR IH T A E DT SR TH T R A A A RS T
FETiE 1 B 5 N R Dy S TH T 4 EeAS PR IH ) 5 A8 7™ A2 B8 A7 9 o S BE OHL  Hla A1 H1b 133 T 55
TIE o A7 AT 33— 38 B AR X it RS B 7 A R W) 7 S B O 1 — AP R R A i A BIL

(Z) XWZ.MEEXMERN P TR

T, S0 TR 3R EE R AN A A ML AT BRI AR A 2 AR A U R S M B v A R S A
T K B B H2 I8 i 3 F S50 — A A 5T 4536, E— 25 SR 3000 A7 50 0F LR, S0 56 3 Ao 9 5 S5 b )
JIT V5 B 11 JE 0L R 7 SR A R B AR R O S I 250 V5 B AT M 3 PR B S A5 e Y R g

1. SSUG B A o AR AR SCAE S50 — v A 28 14 S50 7 i LRI OO0, S0 AR IR T R4 HE 44 B T Bk
Tk 1 Sk A S 06 7= 5 8 T 3B B4 0L Bk R B A, O R R A kL 2 2 BE DL A (2019) B
G TR R B8 2 1) R 200, B — Bk BR R, B0 I A 98 A R B TR AR R TR L R
G T REF ET g DI T — R B8 T A Y BB AR T AR A R A < B e — A Bk
TR i R, B80T 3 3k T 2T e R I K M AR S TR R R B T — ARl
T AT B8 7 14 5 RELRR 7  RURR N i 36 B % Aaker 25 (2012) PV 9536 TR BE JBUAT (0 = 0. 840) FiIBE 1 AN
(a=0.792) 53545 34 I

PRIE 45 B3R bR T 2% Muehling 1 Pascal (2011) " K B2 DL EL 45 (2019) ™ 19881 7 vk, PR 4
7GR DL — sk HLAT AR AR B AT T B D AR IHAL T i O X - A B K W A AL e, E
AR R K AR A X L R MK AR B SR AT I S st D e B, W Sk Bo B R B Bk B T it
TR -+ 2o LW TP RVER BTCAZ IR0 G SR T R P[] SR AS e 4 | 07 92 23 AR 98 4N | B i Wk Bk , 27 H R GE ” Jg o
PRIHALR T 510k, X — 44 i@ K 4 A YL &1, E AR R A0 Rt & Ak e B R L B R B RD EL &
FRER N S i e H NS B R, AP 2298 2GR AR 22 4B A 1 T T | G SR FR R ] )
ANBFR, B AR A IV B E BE IR, 2 A WRIE” (7SRRI BN ) R IH RS % Pascal % (2002) 17
Muehling Il Pascal (2011) """ BBFFE (S APRIH a =0. 945, J5 L0 IH o =0. 841) , A (a =0. 806) T %
% Hommer(2009) " (IHF5E , 5 B B2V (o = 0. 808 ) % B % Schallehn 25 (2014) % Y BIFT .
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ﬂm*%”k&kiﬂ%%%%ﬁg#%&?%&i&iﬁ&%duﬁﬁﬂﬁ&h@%%ﬁﬁﬁ
JELF BB BRI B W ST SRR 2 F 3 Ao b R OH AL | e R AR B = B AR A
Hﬂkﬁﬁé&%ﬁ%ﬁﬁwwﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁo

EicHtE, SAKkE

S A AA—FBERKY A RALGER, ﬁ,
FEOAFRL LA ED, X
&#aa#&aaahmwa%
BB, AHknd]

R, KETF. $F

% 2 % ¥ hatk R0 ITACHT!

o B AL T2 B ARA B4R,
BikhREHFE!

S MM A (R A
TR —FZ2EZ kT A RN EN BF NN FHREAALEXEL SRHARBAMERBREENY
LT FHHAER B KB AR, LAFag 2y A A % 23 I% 09I ICUTT | e R AR AL = B AR A B4
JLE A AR E W\ B ER | Y A ek

EicHtEx, $AKIE

S A A EA—FBER K ARG, &,
FHIOKFRRELDE,

ﬁw#ﬁ%a#mzauaaw%#

BRER, Kk B,

LiFeh e A, HH. SR

L3 T AT A

4o % H A6 & B IR A B

BiEakEFRl

2. TSR o HEAT PS50 Y 05 S 0 — A TS A (] S R A 6 T B A BE 3 4 o AR R 7 S B0
1, FCUIR ARG 560 K 0Lt AL T XA P TH R SV T A 38 2 75 A, i 2 S0 UE PRV IH T 45 7 A 1Y
ot R 285 B AT TG S 5 22 e A ot W B L A AT R A RS R B T 44 4 W (B A246% , L HESA% )
WAL 53 B Ik 1 2H 1 RE 3 2, R 7 1] 52 OB R 5 3305 ) 3 SR B0 IR 3R Oy 2 4 8l 45 R R,
it TR I SR 25 S B (M e = 5. 58 , My, =5.00,p <0.05) 5 it i AE T BN 25 5 B (M =4.93, M, =
5.88,p <0.05), i J R #4536 TE PR I S0EORE R A RO, g 42 44 B0 (5 ES529% A
48% ) , BEALZ WA AR IH LA P Se VR IH AL, R w7 D) 332 0 30bE IR B R) 4 R B0 R 3807 22 20 M
BARAERE R AN HERRE (M, =4.52,M,, =3.11,p<0.05) ; i LHWIHEF B E (M, , =3.59,
My, =5.07,p<0.05) ;S MEEESF AR E (M, =5.79,M;, =6.19,p >0.05) , 15 55 25 4 4 15
S B BPRRXS i R R O B IS R A R, ELPE T AR S BT 2

3. ESRIRITFR T2 (A U IR R & REUAY) x 2 (CHRIHZEHL A R IH & D MR IH ) 4l 18]
Bt S R S IE R SR B I 148 KBS S IR F R 18—27% b I3 A 548% 4o 15 52%
SEE AR 148 44 sl i BEALI 23 1 07 SO R AN R BTN
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S — 20, ) Bl 24 L VR S I R A R TR B B AL 4 AN 2a 2b 2¢ 2d H T 20 41K
TEIE A x AN AR IHAL ;20 2 IR x B AR IH 4 ;2¢ 41 M AE IR x S AR IHAL ;2d 41 0 fE ST L x Ji s
MIHA 5 20 5 Ml Bl 7 & — D BEIR L, O el il R s 7 i ) 5 B R il ) gl a2 8 1 A X 4>
st L, 2 A BC AL B R A o h B =0 s T G Bl S R DL R B0 B A R 8 BT AR A
JERBEA AR DA B O L B T A AR R B T D W S A RIS R A R 5 AR AR N Sl el
SIS AR BB KA ) B RS S SR 2RI ) 148 4% , A RURE AR R 100%

4. ZWWHERR D (1) BPER T B R W, A0 a3 R W ik 200 a3k — Mk Ik i R, HL VA 36 AR 31 3L
Al it AR AN TR ) 5 2 A B R A 25 e AR AR IEPE S b A A PR IH AL ] e s T 0 s MR IH
H[M,., =5.54,5D=0.85;M,, =3.10,SD =1.73;F(1,147) =112.73,p <0. 001 ] ; 7£ Jj = ¥R IHPE 5,
iR IHA 0 s A AR IHAL (M, =4.78,SD =1.72;M ., =3.27,SD =1.63;F(1,127) =35.08,p <
0. 001 ] o #3 XF AN [R] 11 b R R0 A, A7 7 B 3 Pk 22 S AR R R VP o0 b IR R A B 2 & TRE A [ My =5. 56,
SD=1.23;M,,, =4.85,SD = 1. 13; F(1,147) =7.74,p <0.05]; fEGE 1 1¥ 40, e J 41 & 3 & T L0
H( My, =5.01,SD=1.15;M,, =5.27,SD =1.37;F(1,147) =4.19,p <0. 05 ] .}y 55 UF P 4~ 48 & Z ] (1)
P RS AT AR SCR 2 GRBE vs. B8 1) x 2 (N AWIH vs. Ji B IH ) J7 22 0 T ifb AT 5000 (45 R 21
7 R Dy AR (vs. D AMRIE) BIPRIX 20 25 [ F(1,144) =22.49 ,p <0. 001 ] 5 ity Ji R 26 Y X it
B JEN (vs. BE J1 ) M PE A3 S22 [ F(1,144) =72.98 ,p <0.001 |, ANFEAEAS 5145 2 [ i A0 7 T3,
& Y S0 X0 it LR AN T 4 2R R 4R A )

(2) F ALK 5. o~ B E % HI Hla 1 57 5.64
HIb S5 S, % 1 SPSS LI 2 07 2200 o
B BV AR B R R EAE R S 54
B s 3 R R AN N B (p > 2;
0.5), ) HEMPYFEMMBALE(p>0.7) i 5,
JEBHIAN T 5 R A s AN B [ F(1,144) 5.0
=15.456,p <0.001,n° =0.097 ], A it H175 | :z
AE SIS RN AT R — 2 R 45
G3ATT R B, X8 T I I LR, Bl RS M TH P
JTER A E A (M, =5.52,SD =0. 74; e —_

My =5.05,8D =5.47;p <0.05 ] X T REJ1 i TEE RN BN (XB )
JELJBAT g O T s PR TH T RS

4 [ My, =5.64,SD=1.03;M,, =5.08,SD =0.86;F(1,144 =7.68,p <0.05] 3¢ F.R R &5 F W E3 7w
&% Hla Al H1b FRRAS 5 580E

5.08 5.05

AMA VB

®4 EHEKWE

i T & F 75 Fe df B F Sig. 1y Eta 7
A JEAFE A 10. 180" 3 3.393 5.306 0.002 0. 100
A3 4192.906 1 4192.906 6555.587 0.000 0.979
oo M R Som 0.223 1 0.223 0.349 0.555 0.002
R £ A 0.071 1 0.071 0.112 0.739 0.001
o J B F b E A 9.886 1 9.886 15.456 0.000 0.097
7 £ 92.101 144 0. 640
Bt 4295.188 148
AR IE By i 102.282 147

EREEASMAESE R =0.100(FH % R* =0.081),
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(3) A BN 3BT A SCH% IR Bootstrap 72 % , 2 I T A Fh A K56 77 5 (Zhao %5 ,2010) Y 3E47T T
PRI B AT A R AN RS TS

RS5 Process BFIBITEHR

Run MATRIX procedure;

Model =8

Statistical Controls:

Control = F# 3]

Sample size 148

Conditional direct effect (s) of X on Y at values of the moderator (s)

o W e S Effect SE t p LLCI ULCI
1.0000 -0.2709 0.1582 -1.7122 0.0890 -0.5836 0.0418
2.0000 0.2286 0.1617 1.4133 0.1597 -0.0911 0.5483
Conditional indirect effect (s) of X on Y at values of the moderator (s)
Mediator

5o MR S Effect SE LLCI ULCI
oo iR AR 1.0000 -0.2021 0.0897 -0.3920 -0.0321
o i LR 2.0000 0.3322 0.1193 0.0967 0.5700
Mediator

Index Boot SE BootLLCI BootULCI
oo iR AR 0.5343 0.1555 0.2450 0.8619

FR A DL 1 B0 S PR TH T 4 2 X A B A B RO N B 3 (IR B4 . LLCI = - 0. 5836, ULCI =
0.0418;HEJJ2H : LLCI1 = -0.0911 ,ULCI = 0. 5483 ) ; 7F fif AL L 52 1 14 oy A0 28007 A6 36 o, >4 o LR AT Sy ik e
T ity B L S B9 R R0 B35 (LLCT = - 03920, ULCI = - 0. 0321 ) , 24 /i BT D BE 77 28, it ot L 52 1 )
TSRO0 B 2 (LLCL =0. 0967, ULCL =0. 5700) ., fif i FL 52 PELE PR TH ) 4 288 8RN IR B9 58 AT FH 6T
JELAS BE B 5 M RS AR R R S X RS R A IE 1) 52 M) ( Index = 0. 5343, LLCI = 0. 2450, ULCI =
0.8619) , A LA 5E (R i H215 ] 3 HIE

M, £ . BTE5RE

(—) HFRELNIEIL Tk

A SCHE T A AT A BEIE 25 Bl R ST B RR R, X AN R S EOE R (R BE B vs. R DAY SRR AP PR IH
J7Ab SRS (S NARIE vs. J5 SR IH ) BEAE 33— [m) R AT D, ) B 35 7 o R L S M X — rh A AR s 8 T
N AL A A S B AF 58 45 S AR SO — 2RSS TR IR A T 0 b e R A R TR IR 4
A1 B 1 R B A0 (L 1 LAY {1 4 8 1 98 1% P (X4 s ik i 25,2018 ) 7

A SCH AT BE RIS DTRR AT = A 55— HEUE T DA AR R R AR PR TH T 4 R W A A A Y HE DL AR A
FEH, KT R R IH SR X ) 5 85O 52 M, 8 SR 3 43 0F 28 X PR TH ) 5 2547 T 40 28 (HL R A i Jit
TR A SRS N Dy SR IH T 45 326 47 DG P AR 53 T A SCE T i o 220 i B 5 N 2 B B8 B0 e b DA 1 o
FERRN S 2 WF ST T i R S5 PR TH ) R AR g DG JE A5 0 X6 & RS R B s e BRSO TR IH T SR s
PEAb In) B A AR DC A5 56 = 6 T XA T 5 A 38 T AT A5 4516, M0 IH HAT I IR (5 8 XAt B
B, A ST A M TH R D7 s PR TH AR s, TS S P TH 5L A v 8 15 JE 17 O s P TH LA B v 1 1 B
AR, I3 28 52 55 WF 5% 6 LR AT 43 A AR, X i — 25 (PR TH T 45 4 2RI 58 32 488 T 5 0 {100 B9 S5 58
=% MR LSS A GBI ST R AT T 4 R AR SC LA i I S ( Beverland ,2005) VAR Sk A AL, 38 35 9 R
i WALJER RN 5 PR P TH ) 25 21 7R 1% 22 B AR FH 5 T i S B 1) o A B AR DT 2 30 RN 2 1T 4 7 T K —
SE T A AR BILED , Hh R T R LSS AE )T S RS R B N O B B A R S R BN T A S A
JERN D e 5 — 3 L

(Z) BEEBT®

JA AR A R T ) T B, T R S TR R DG T 2 A O B A A SR T A B — R N IH T
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{4 137 FH 8 E Al 52 B v 25 A S 52 ( Reisenwitz 25,2004 ; Chung, 2019 ; Pownall % ,2022) 154700 i 4 4 4
oG A TR A T, R AR 3l 1) PR T ARS 28 8 g 1 S8, 0 22 DT 9% 5 SR 0 1 i ot 2838 B A M 8 o TR e
FAT WL AL AE B i R AR S A A M R R A AR BE TS [ A R R T A TH R e ) R
P a8, Ry Rl S BR AR 4 T — 8 e U, BRI AR SCE S R EEA ST LU = AL

B — Al R 214 T B 26 4658 AR R PR TH G T R GE A T Bl PR IH JC AR UR WL T 2
Wil s it Logo 1 11 HTIR 55 1 36 vt J28 UL 5 A 45 A SC25 30 T 0, S [R) 7 M8 TH A B 7 T 2% 3 0 2
TRV [R] R I R 0 A0 2R 47 P T 55 39 456 st 7 244 M 0 65 08 % oI 32 428 4 2 194 5 11 58 Wik I HL o 3L I / i 7 3
— AV ) B R B T AR SCEL AR b T R R JER AR S O/ T S A TR I L ) o B A
BRI S, T IR A9 7™ b A RS RS AR TH AR S TT 2R, 8 6 T “ BB 17 A9 7™ i ol i L o 3
FH D3 SR TH B A 26 70 2R I8 85 A i L e,

BF T R A S B O S B R O T I B 0 BB o T A A A ok T 2 R A i
TE BT B F i R0 BB T TG 38 2 56 T W BT i I G i e A LR A T 2 o T S b R AR
M o DR) 0t i b 75 2 4 6 O 1 0 2 0 TR HT , LA SR B 35 1) R AT Ay SR O S ST R I T B — R O
F B, A SCEE R AT, A T IRTH TS O R SRS T TR B X RO B (IR W /AR )
AT IH ) 45 5 W 0 A Ak 3 85 3 TR0 A T 5 19 JRR Y T 45 174 3R s 20 4

55 SR ERAT R 5 R O 1) — BOME B 00 B T R LSV AR SOX A R S X — A L R R
SR A AR T A A B A5 B S T, T 0 X R O S R OHOR B, O LA S R A
SR i 22 BT S 0 DR I Aol 7 T R S — B A o g A R S b HL it (1 B St &
WA T 2R T SR R, A B IZAE H O R AT O o SR I b A T R S R T A B4 5
JEAT O B — 0P | DT B2 T B 0T o i S B B, DA R S — R R R AR

(=) HARBEBREEE

1. AR B BR o A SCR BR B ZE LA L 1« 55— , 76 S MRS T D T, S0 560 A Rk 8 B0 A0 7 i 8 B A AT
v A B PR T BE T O 9E A5 10 1Y S A — R L85 B AR S B AR IR T ik S
PSR ) PRI A — o 22 88 5 FF HLOA Tk f0 B S0 h RE ) 220 B B e 0 S B0 RSO 1 R TR, AR SCR T R
LSS AT s, (A5 S R R — < A S SR IE 45 13X — B {5 B I pl sk A5 =2 1) i ] B 2 A
i, GELCE A — o 20 S ARk B L T AR SCE B A AT R R Z BN TR KA REAR Y
N 1 GE AR i 5 R 0 L/ 58 DO, 2 A 530 L 18T, Fh TR TH AT 3 FEOAS [ 4 B2 A7 2 b &l o IR IH T 4 B3
A RE NS FE AT AH A Y A3 S HEAT ST T AR SCH TS PR TH A DT s TH B AR IE T T A T
AL T WIHT A S SRR B S AT RS R MR R RS 25 A SCH T E S E R IR 1
DRI I 2 o 7 it A B 0] B 5 A4 S TH 8 SR 2% 0 L™ it v B Ak A et R vt 3 — S A B

2. RRBE T WIH ORI AL W5, ARk T L 2N LU R L w7583 58 — R IH T i 4
KL REAL  DIEEBFIE R RO VR IH 520 S AN PRI T 45 55 s 7 4 PR TE 9 Al 1 40043 64 R TE T 5 T 5
BB KR IG5 A 9% 4508 1 A R RS2 e S M DAL B T AR 48 o0 B 2 RN A 23 2% B A SC R 98 25 18 K IR IR T
e i N G i s i e 25 2 7 N 1 N - S VN [ 5 WA= S o1 o P N 5 == s - S 11 P e 7 N | E|

S MR AL . H TR S5 K 2 LA R RSO T I SE B AR B RS AT L% A A BR FBOR TS

Bl ) 4 SIS G 0 S5 b R iE — 2D SR ST A 10 0 S R R A E B L IR R S A DAAER ST
KB B &0 PR RS A A A0 A R W SR TE T 45 A DT FC P | 2R R 38 v A5 DA 7= i 2878 A7 0Mb 4%
fiE I FH 37 55 45 22 A R — IRl AL 565 DU, 724 % SE MR IH ROt 2 R IH R — N E A2 i D B 4 | 4
AN B 3 1 28 7 7T BE S B0 A AR 7] 96 2 80 P TH 19 TP P A5k SR A T X531 o SR F 5 T At — 2B % B Y 9%
BT E O R Y 2 4E R IH R BOT R
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