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Abstract

This study aims to gain a deeper understanding of consumers’ perceptions and attitudes towards
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brands, providing a scientific basis for the development of brand marketing strategies. This study
explores the impact of consumer brand stereotypes on their purchase intention based on ERP EEG
amplitude changes and supplemented by the TPB model. The research results indicate that the pub-
lic still has negative stereotypes about domestic sports brands, and there are significant differences
in their impressions compared to foreign brands. In addition, consumer recognition of the product
is significantly positively correlated with purchase intention, but not significantly correlated with
consumption frequency. Consumers have a higher frequency of purchasing sports products that
contain ethnic cultural elements than traditional products, and their recognition and willingness to
purchase are also higher. Based on the above findings, this study further suggests that the develop-
ment of sports brands needs to be comprehensively promoted, using diverse strategies to enhance
emotions, control quality, expand markets, change impressions, and achieve sustainable develop-
ment and competitive advantages.
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1. 5|8

AR, EPAETEBCN—AH S EERN R, CHRRE RN ENRHE . EEts
AN RES D, MR EECR BRI, St RE AR E R TgEa EX
MR RN, JFEAEETHRRI A TRmARER, 2RSE5GREHEBMAEBHSREK. TILE, B
WARE P Z2EH TR K AL, BERAREAREFAHANAREN GEDRIER T EEE L)
Guit i Won, 2015 42 E 2019 A, AR E PO BTN 1.7 JTACSEMEL) 2.9 JiAl, XfRLFEL 1
KN 14.6% . RAEHEBIERHE G P s BT R, HTE O T IR AR B P 2k & 3 9%
BRI iR, #2020 AR, EHNEE WIS R 3 e, BEFERHEKLA 1.7%.

W B P AR SRR EUAS T B R, (RANAFETE B ] 5 b5 e gl B 7 T R o X R /R 5 2
BERDIEARE Pk i Z B B brn 4 BRI SE 4 100 E B L, DASCB Z MR R o R SO N iR . B
LUK, T P I S R R H R T ARERTR(2024) B FLAR WY, B 231 9 T AGIE K A A%
RO FE AR, 1 [F) 287 S A A S S B T A1) T 55 4RO 25 (2009) BT FTIE B, RIAE A+ it
5 4ME S RREN S ThAe MR S bRl G DAy T, R Y 2 Al s e S B A 2] X
Rtk ot w2, BUAATIG R [ B T R A S BRI S B, el SON “ZIRETR” [3].
ZIBEN R4 AL T 23 X7 ¥ R RS, AN T 5 RO i 3 i n, - [R5 me 73 230t
L P RS o — N7 i BB T PR S BEEAE T B A2 0 3 A0 TR SROFAE = AR AR R . AR, %A
NG —E R LA T AP 2GR, BT P IR

RE ARG = E RS R EH b G EEAE, FoRENRAE REEE H bR, 2R,
AA BRI, BT RAED M ZEFM, FERES I T =240 LYk R A E AR ZIR BN 5, A
FH AV ARAR2023)FTE R I, T P A ) LY BITE AR ZIR N &, AT R RIS, A
2 Tt R R Sk VBRI AS SR S B LWk (4] [FIRE, R EEERIE AR Pk R
PR 3 BEAE T B IR N R . 20U FE o, BRI RS B T RO e W IR ED R [5]-[ 7]
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& BRI HEDE, RF iR At f H o, T R TG BRI S SR R R H AR K.
P B — A E H A DL R X — FR R, I Gy IF AR < N e BN i h s BARTHA
RIS JIFISE 4 J) o ARG NG, B sosRAE b E AT g i R, MR ZERIAR, MR
FIE . BTSSR S TR E P E B OE I RIS, AR SRR E = 0 B O RO — R ]
WS . DURERE B9 R I TA8 —AK, X “E®E A S m T TR R . TR AT B 1
T IR T T A ZIA B R PR g, 0 B AT T 4D ol R 20 R B R I A R A R

CHEED ARE PSR A E R AR S AT, RS T PRI SR N R . DRI, AR
FLUATT I b A < B S, s R R AR N AR ED AN S, A AT iE
s R R A AR

FE] Py — 25 5C T i MR AR B GBI LR 2 A8 AR e i B 3R AR S 7 k(B an, DR B TR ) kIR 2
5535 BOBE X TE HE AR I AT B T T AN e A5 ZIAR LF 16 SO, RO NS ) T DAABAT TIA 4 25 AT
W REIEC, EARETETE AT SR8 A T IRNX — A 1, AR M R
440 5% LA (event- correlation potential, ERPs)F ARG A o 8 AR 3 s BB, B 7E . SEVR A
DA R F i R P 1 P B

FAFAH DG HLAL(ERPs) R VR T R A5 HEAL, €& A0 i 5 52 A 5 6 I SO % R B8 10 3 51 R 1
AT FR AN AE BFEAT IR B, SEAEAR G AL (ERPs) AT T N ok o SEAEAR AL R4 T — R B3R S
BF . =R RPhEIESIIE 7, BAR AP AR, 5 TIREBUMM A8]. Bk, erp &M T
TP G RN 5 B AR B M 3h A, TR R T BRI R G AR X SRS (5 (20 DA
BEAh, BT L B (EEG) B 8 SRS (1 58 A2 2 5 3 D 6o st 1) — b Sz AR BR800, SR 8 RI VTR K i) 5
WA SE I VERER AR AL, BEG WABCEMEIREA N, B RIS 5#H S, FHEC AL
(ERPs) & i LB 1) —Ff . ERP FARME) 2 F TR B N R PSR IS Ll Bk, e 83AEH ERP
FEARSFARZR A AT E P AMAE T R B S B VR A TR

TEVE SN AR, KR 2 T8 SRS m] DA S i SUIN T . Frank (2015)BF 7 &I, Him] I Bt
AFRFE S R SRR N N40O i A IR IR 2 A AEPEAR BRI S R [9]. Hou (20215 NN, HEF| ERP
FEARAE AR BN NATTHE B0 A B S S5 TR, 8 A ERP F AR E S 55 1 N400 Bisy, 7T L3R
53 BT SLER 2 5 38 S R K I P BRUBRE[10] 0 ASSTHIFFE A ATEAS R B R i R0 19 N400 fisi FEA 1)
PRI RALAY, IRFCA DN R E dh R BRI AN, JF 1 L ERP AR BRI ] P ¥ 2% 2 oA 7 ot L= A A
HZIMR N R PP R SRR, AN TIX— 2 [, K TR E SAEZIR B R0 F07E . A0 7Ok i NREN “
WOHARE SRR, R TR ME T R N A A AR D R B R ER, RURT AN G
Frtk. DRk, FRATIERE N40O fii F AV SR 52 A Okt [l A AMAE i R 20 B B 5, R R T ol et A7 T 20 B
ENRAFLERIIR IR o ASHIT 7T HORIF FE 10 R E 45 -

1) 2 AT AR E R 47 T 2B BN R AT SRAFAE 2

2) NAKENRE I ZIBREN S, R A < ER T T e AR 2

3) ANRIHRE SRR R 2R 2 ROGESCAVE R B 7= i, 0T 2 R S e SR 75 R 2
2. WHEtGRiR SERhE

ZIMR EN G AT 5 — #E S BRI [ A WL B B, Fiske Z5(2002) K92 T IR EN % N 518 (SCM)
BFERE IR Z 1, 7R T AT BEARGE R AR LRI 11]. Fournier (1998)I¥11F 7245 H,
TH B A AN N A BANE, SRR T DO RAE T S P L A, S AT T IR
HOEANA[12]. Fan Q019 7L, w2 Ao 3k 7= i A AR I ZIBR ED SR, F [ 7 7 ot A T AR )
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ZIREN G130 T 70T PRI 20 ED 5 AT BE - BONATHE 48K B A% Fh ™ it o

i WA ERE A SR, FRIEARE ah M A U AT S B, FEA DU R AL — IR LT
FRZAE LS B IRIRE HEW, ViRe &) RIEES 5 E R, X 78 AR I & AR T 250
D7 A BEAS R SR, A R T DUABA A A2 vl B 7 L2 A &, (AR BTG R BRARA T 32
SRRV RAZIMR N ZSCR REAAR 2 8 A G R ARSI, B R RS, AN R ZI AR Ep
FARRLE T RBURAIWT . AHIE TS it RRZIAR B R B Fe 3 dEAT 7 a0%T, DU ) A G B i 7 v e
TEREF, SR UETH 9 i) 3 B8 DA R LAl A SRR B, AR B R BT EHT 5 RETN
%, M TPB AR K fisi v S Bk AT SERRE B, DA SR AN 77 1] 7 Bk o

AHFFEIEET Ajzen T 1985 FFIR I TPB AL, 1T ARKIRREENATHIER TR, AT NEENX
ZFLLUF =AM K52 0 YE (Subjective Norms) 25 5 (Attitude) « JE 14T 942 1] (Perceived Behavioral
Control),

F IR AR AL B 2 W AR B a s, WK EE . AR A SRR L. Ik,
WaE “EE REIRER G, RZRAERR T EGRE, BEERRECTREA .
1) 22 S 52 ) = RIS 1) A8 4k

AL TR o AT SR AR R, AR AT

JRAAT AR R R FR I T E R B ORISR MBI £ AR F M E S, W e Re . 2
I [E] A A1 il s 2 S R R

BT BRI Ee SRR ] 1 PR

Eetlhsy 1
-

&AL

BRI L]
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Figure 1. TPB model
& 1. TPB #£&!

3. MIREE

516 2R 55 (2024) T TR W 2w T G) DAR 25 15 [ JE i D S B [14] 0 X1 75 780(2008) 45 Hi J5™ it T2 52
B H B T30 0 i (B3 AR S5 IR S L N AR BN R, T B8 i R A AR, T 33 A D SRAT
N T PPHIER = AL S B — DI R [15]. Bk, fedifik:

H1: 8 93807 i B R] BB Ry, ¥ 93 0 S T S %

H2: 38 07 i BN R] Ry, ¥ 2 A SR ey
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H AT E A AR F R DB 2 R R E R, W E S TR AW 1P 55, B[R
BB AREY), ERIRSE, BETERE T EERE RGN, I TECA T R R
B, BPEARE SR ESE St R T E SRS, EIERAMERIE I T DR LR
We5l 77, AR TR, SEmaYE 2R R AT 0 SRR 9 AT AL AL S SO, Y SR A
WA 56 24 JE BB B A B2 AT R i kg, AT 3 — 20 s mm HL W S pe s . DRI, 2 Hh ikt

H3: i 938 5 2 RO SCA I BRI R B 72 it PR D S AT 23 L A 90 o ol BB

TH BT 00 it R R R B i W SRS AT 2 BN LI BR, AMN R B SR R R T i s, i B
BELRS DR P R HR % b [ R 4055 22 4 o it 5L B0 (201 7) B F 4 v 161 904 9% 2 o i - 4/ 61 R T AN 2 1
T 16]. Rk, FEHEER

H4: 238 55 ] AMA S iR ZI BN RAEE 2 5+

HS: 1 23 5 [ AR E SRR B G LE I AMA T 7= i b BN 8 f T

Tam 55(2004) IR FL 3R BH, 6 B 5 I AN EL AR e SR T 23 DG SEAT Dy, ELIER AN ELGT ¥ of 385 ) 3K
BRI R[17]. Bk, 42 RS

H6: 18 238 % 28 B IO ST M AR & 7 i Pl BB sy, TSR B B i A
4. WG

A SZI6 7E T OIS HE SN L B TR SIS AT . 24 DB 5 EMNE | PR BB SRS NSt 2 R
MR BT HIR TR SRI T UE A SRR BE Sk 1 H & 9 T8 23k B2 FIT5 85, sk Ao Fe A A 5 Hsf
Sk RS A (R FEPT T BRAR, AL HE I F2 . SRIRTT R AT, B ila 5 seib 2. SRE B IR
J% ERP 556 1) 5=

Table 1. Participant composition statistical table

= 1. WG R

E35i] NHL P55 R ()
Ak A} 24 B, 13 e 11 18~22 SEH: 20
AW BB R aERER, AFF, GO@E, W71ERH S IEE IEH .

TESCESTFURIT, 4 EEG BERMNEEA iR, 1E Rk KA1 EEG MR A/ o7, it EEG B Mk
FEA BEG MEfE FAYHAG S . fE3A ERP S 2d, S58 BBk by s il i B EE -

SEESHEA LRERT 29 0.5 he MIERSLIGTFIRRS, S 5F M ER Lt B, WER & KK EIT
SRR KL, HEAE H BT 2 I B . WORAR FEEEN 1920 x 1080, SRR N 80 cm. fE ERP
SIGEERN, S 5FICHEREE — M IHE N E.

FFUARLE (I FFEEIT 18] 5100 ms. AERFUGRIG 40T, 7EE RSO 2o —ANEE “+7 , Dk
HZRE PVER ST RERIRG H— A7, SRS G S AT, B, “FRINRAZT
[RE/BIFH” o MBEARRIE AL R ERRE, MNMEFEAE . EFRRE, SRS 5E g EREL
AT BRIR A B2, RIABATT 2 A5 (3] s 3 1 FR il (B an, G038 ) SRt ik - i ot e vh A & ot R 0 95 O
fro MRS 5FFRE, #% “F7, WRMAFRR, Wi “77 o £IERXSL S, 96 AN i ST 44T
AL, BEALA R =N EHEL.

ERAN XGRS, Z25EF 2 RS, REEENT —DXIPER . R0 1) 585k
R 2 Fis.
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Figure 2. EEG experiment flowchart
[ 2. RrE SEIRRAEE

5. 8RS

AT 5K E-Prime2.0 FH2FHEAT SL56 FE 10 S R B
5.1. SRHEZIHREN &R 54T

Kutas F1 Hillyard ZE8F 7 [ 1520 A% h A1) 718 B2 A 53] 9] b 1V FIRE 1 GE ST N400 fii AL 18]
N400 & — /NI AL, 1EAE A T X . eARRE R, 75 2IA B RIEE 29 400 ZFPik 3|
V. #Ha)ifi, MEMIES S5 ABAA R, 76 2B SR JE 2] 400 ms P24 fiE . H N400 )
BRI ER K, X T30 A 1 7 1A Z AR B G i . 3% N400 I HLAR . B EX FZ. FCZ W5/ B B ) 3
SN, T L RS I o R AR ED G TR R, T R S RS AT T = . ik 2 B

Table 2. Comparison of the amplitudes of the combined FZ and FCZ
% 2. YAA FZ M FCZ HyRIESTEL

W 5P
WA btz WA bRtz
FZ 0.1908 28.2873 3.007 17.1658
FCZ 0.6563 14.2608 2.9445 14.9628

*p <0.05, *p<0.01.

WIS 5FAEAFRIBEEc A R4 ERP &0, 192 E A AMEAE ™ 575 31 N400 i HL A7 . $EEL
ST RIENLE FZ 1 FCZ PR P N4OO o FELAL, 3R AT XA (B A B 24 il 46 R U RN i~ o 5 SR (1 3
K R, ENAERE ik ) N400 i FA-SFIIEE N 0.1908 pv (FZ)FH 0.6563 pv (FCZ), E4MAE =
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s it % B N400 o B A7 P-4 AR N 3.0071 pv (FZ)F1 2.9445 pv (FCZ). B AMAEE 7 i fid /2 1°F- 1 N400
i A7 R M S S AT T A 7 7 I A O (ST 25 N400 i FL A IR I . 45 SR, [ AR 7 T LU R
1 N40O FIR i SR, Xof [ A4 7 7 il ) 7 T 2R B B R B 3 B H4 AT HS B2

(wv) FZ
225 |
-20 1
-15 1
-10 1
- -~ Id
/(\/.5/-\’/ \“/\\ ’ \/\/\’ﬁ\—-_‘/—\\ PN
I = 4 0 T T T T 1
2000 -100 100 200 300 400 500
5-
— BESMFEME
---- ER#EME

Figure 3. Comparison of FZ wave amplitudes at N400 potential
B 3. N400 BB T FZ B EXTEL
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_25 4
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Figure 4. Comparison of FCZ wave amplitudes at N400 potential
B 4. N400 = {I T FCZ B IExsEL

5.2. HBREUIRE
P9 B3 S8 5 T ) S B R AT T

5.2.1. EERE

{EER I 2R OEI & . 20A PR SR, PRSI E TR 0O EA RS T Brig it m)
—HMEATTEEME SRS . 3B Cronbach’s o R T 0.8, VUG &, — ST LT . Wi iE s
BT R, R85 23 4y i3T5 B 0 #

M 3 A BE 45 43 81 Cronbach’s a 2408 0.979, & T 0.8, RIZNGHEEIEF LT, —3
PERIFTSENELY, WTRAEAT T — 204
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Table 3. Cronbach reliability analysis
%= 3. Cronbach EE 571

Cronbach’s a &%

fem

T FEA

61 24 0.979

T HTEE R

5.2.2. ESHT

FESEUEAE T, R4 AT R W DR B o B 5 40 A 46 AT SR I (R SR BN TS o 0B85 2R KMO s T
0.6, it B REIAS & 2 (B SR AFAEAHRIE Y, PG 0ok, @i Bartlett #2560 p < 0.05, 2RFHME, 1
A AHEAT R 720 e

Table 4. Validity analysis
4. WESH

vk EZES
KMO {4 0.882
ERARTT 113.016
Bartlett 3R SR 40 df 6
p1E 0.000

M 4 LU H KMO K46 125 5 0.882, 1% —H{E 2 2 v 138 1 A I & JEAT IR 20 A 1) IR (At
0 B &) . BAAINE, KMO (R T 1, RFBRNMILFE T ZME, RIS (R A, JEE
EABATEF 0. Fik, 0.882 1) KMO B ZISC R S i B & H T B 7208, fefig A Rtk > A2 &
(4 B SR BCH IR A SRR 7 3255, Bartlett BRI BER S0 145 BRIRIRE SCRE 0 pr i@ P . iz
BT 113.016, HATRE p {E/hT 0.001 (), REREREREZMEAKT FA%), 04 748
SR SR R R B . Bartlett BRIEZFE S5 Tk — BN 7 KMO BIG 4518, B ai s IR &
BT T T
5.2.3. xS

AHOAE Sy e YA AR B 2 (A OG &, 5 B 908 RO AIER OB AE IR 7, AH OGR4 AT vl LS R A
[FAS 2 AR PEDC &R, I B TR BRI HE , 1 OR P ik DR 7 e A 280 45 B8 (1 R R AE . AL,
SR FERE S 2 B 3 9 8 A T8 72 i PR T JBE 5 3 9 8 ) % 7 R R G K0 2 P A G 1 o

Table 5. Correlation analysis

5. HEXMSH
HRFEMEEE  EAKREERINITE  ESMEAER RN R SR
THRE TR 1
WARE 7 i\ Al 0.055 1
[ SMA R 7 il AT 0.474 (") 0.2 1
VH B I ST AR -0.93 ("™ 0.062 —0.426 (*) 1

“Forp<0.1, “FFEp<0.05, HEKEp<0.0l,
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M5 AHRIE TR AT LA Y, V8 2 5 IR R 5 7 9 30t B AMA T 7 i R] A A 3 9 IR AT 5%
KA, M 8 W SR 55 1 B 3 6 [ A B 7= i Al AT 3% A Gk & A, #3232 HIL, 046 H2.

5.2.4. FES

Ji ZEG TR — M S T B G i, T E TR A T A BEE 2 A AME, DU E A E
HZ R BAFAE R ZE o W HZ T IR T 238 77 DA T BE X 2 2 %) B A A 7 i ) S 2 JE A
SESTR IS AE FH o

MR F T Z M5 R 6 B,

Table 6. Results of two-way ANOVA
6. WERHBENHEE

T FR BHmE By F P R?2  EER?

el 0.676 1 0.676  1.773  0.199

) S 22 I 0.264 2 0.132  0.346 0.712

W ST 14.584 2 7292  19.128  0.000***
0.738  0.683

) ST 75 SR ST AT R 15.654 4 3.914  10.266 0.000™*

T BRE NS SR B P2 AT 17.602 1 17.602  46.173  0.000***

IR 7.243 19 0.381

“Forp<0.1, “FFEp<0.05, HEKEp<0.0l,

MUK 2 T7 250 A e b 7 ISR s T SIEAIOR DA R 9 38 0k 2 2 BRIGE STAG M A2 B 77 il A AT R AR A8
HAEH. M 6 BRI ZETT Z 0 Rl DUE H “MERIR” 5 “W SR ” 148 BAEFH 7 J5 #
(15.654>7.2), H F=10.266, p<0.01, FHXMNFEER AR E FIE BN o I 52 AR ) S AT [7a) A1
) SEE AT R A e Y S AN A SRS, T A A DG B

B R DN R ) R RSN, I SEARER 1T A(14.584) R FAEL(19.128) 351 30t A vy ) il 35 1
(p < 0.01), B SEIRIC W AT Jo A L35 5EA,  RIAS [R) 0 SEARVK () N AREAE I SEAA 8 7= i ) o] BESR I
SEES. M “MEER” BRI FEM p (HEF =0.346, p= 0.712) XL EHN AL, (HIX—45 5 AT
RS2 332 AT P T 35 M R 2 12 DR 2R AR AT R CEAS R SEAR NG ARl 4R, “TH BRE R A
RS PE IR B P~ A AT B R I AR s (1 2 3 PR (F = 46.173, p < 0.01), R B 1Z [RI 37 Bl ) S
1T A B, BV 9 35 0 [ P o R AL v B JRURRI DA R R 2 B e s i) FL ) S R 3R o AR P B AR 40 5 R o
it R?=0.738 FIiA % R? = 0.683 KM, ¥RIR T EEHFHIERCR, BB AR R AR & (W SEAT M) AR
Jto A, $32 H3 H1 H6.

6. JITREIN

AHFFERIL, T PR SRR BB R, W SRR R AR, AT BRI S I
RIFENESE . Fpaldth, X F2405 RIS PE MR &7 ah, 1 2038 (0 KR AR T AL e b S e, SR
S RS S KRR R AT o RIS 9 9838 0 [ N A A 7 b AT A TR AR BN R, ELV 9% 5 i B {6 )
E SMAE 7= e AL, VH 20 2 RS R AR B P AR IR S AR, e T AL T
SRV SR . ATEEOR, T R WS [ P T R T R, A el TR DO H [
B b o ) SR RN LSRG JE RS AR, AT IR — 45 iR .
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6.1. EMFE: BUBHEES, MASTEEIUTR

FEVRE ab A D7, O 2 TR AR B SR S I 2 oo iRiE, M e iR 3 5.
BREEAXEE, R FIRFIFNED IR, PRE AT A, COEE a2
RIREAIENS S, ik ™ A R 2 BA RN S A AT . b, 33 A4 1k B W JHE LAY 2R, T
FELFE P HIZ R R R R R S AT, AR BAR BT R B R I . [, 0
RIFF2E P20 2R LR B M A GG S, BRI E 7 iR T I8 Z RS, I X AR S A
TH 38 XA RS 7 il B 1 R R A AR, (AT T RE TE LU S AR & R 4 25 13 70 B
Rt SRR 7 R, S B E > A CERE R S IS RS, AR DA S I R
R ST 5 R4 .

FEP AT IS b, T9 s 2 ootk B SCT RN, 4T3 R AR & SCAR R 7, AT A2
THPE R ST R AE T R IR HAg i “oR i S g 7 a0, BRTHAT 8™ i (1 30
Wk SR EAME, ARSI RIRE RIFE R E S 5% . B, WK E SCeR & 7 oy
RE BRI RN T, AR 58 S b LRSS A8 SE A B AST 9% (L, T ST s B 7 i
Kt — B R 51Tt

6.2. 5B : RARERER

FEHESN A bR RERE R, S IE IR E O R IE R . T i E R B 2 H, XHED
Jrm P FRAERE o AKBEA BN SR TR S ROy kA, i RPN, SRR d R B AOTERE . DhRE
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