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Abstract

The purpose of our study is to find out the general theory of diffusion process in the Japanese rural
community from the viewpoint of the communication science. In conducting this research work, the
differences between American communities and one of the Japanese communities have been
studied in regard to the propositions made by Professors E. Rogers, H. Lionberger, G. Beal, M.
Coughenour, E. Wilkening, E. Katz, L. Coleman and H. Menzel. As the results of the proposed
study of the Japanese rural community for the past several years, some influential factors have
been found which seem to accelerate the various diffusion processes. The factors influencing the
diffusion process are 1. The mutual communication among relatives or neighbourhood as shown in
the case of chrysanthemum cultivation. 2. The influence of rational and powerful activities of a local
political leader in expanding his power as shown in the case of gentian cultivation. 3. The activities
of change agents as shown in the case of weed killer, 2.4.-D, P.C.P. 4. Prevailing fashions and
salesmen's activities as shown in the case of durable consumption goods, T.V. set and others. 5.
The agricultural crisis like cold weather damage as shown in the case of improved breed of rice,
Chikuma. 6. Marginal farmers in the community who have a side job in a nearby city as shown in
the case of affiliating with a new religion. In this article, the results of the study numbered "2" is
dealt with. Especially the hypotheses proposed by Professor E. M. Rogerss have been applied to
all the farmers totaling 146 at Minami Majinoku of Konami Mura in Nagano Pref. Japan. The
innovation (gentian cultivation) dealt with in this article has been necessitated by all farmers as
measures in increasing their income because of the increasing change of the culture of the present
Japanese rural community both in the way of living and agricultural technology. Personal
characteristics such as age, farm scale, innovative adoption score of both consumption goods and
production goods, etc., have been also investigated among 30 adopters. Furthermore, the four
propositions made by Professor Rogers in regard to the adoption process (mental process) or the
relationship between the four sources (mass media sources, personal cosmopolite sources,
personal localite sources and Self) and the various stages (awareness, interest, evaluation, trial
and adoption stage), and the two propositions with relation to the diffusion process (diffusion curve
and speed of awareness and adoption) have been carefully studied. Finally based upon the above
stated investigation, a composite picture of adopter categories has been made. Following the
research work, it is found that the results of the investigation of information sources are almost the
same as the sociometric questions (friendship, discussion partnership and adviser-adviseeship
relations) which are also indicating the strong influence of local political leader on the diffusion
process of gentian cultivation. It is also found that the chart of information flow in the process of
diffusion is quite different from that of chrysanthemum cultivation which has been already reported
in the other journal.
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bhbhOWEBEL, EFHT7A T 7EFLNEMRFHFR, FRR)
DI ST EBA ZH, BRLTWBEY 2=~V a VEEO#H
BorbEANCRL25 & THD. BETIE, MG ET 53R
BOBEEY, FALHEADHENLD, 2Ia=r—va VEARKEBLT
BLQlly, zorEkiiEx RHTC & THa.

THET, bhbhid<A - 2 a=r~va YEET2ZEEROHK
FUTHER L CELH, EROPLPHBHI CEH—AYISHETAIIRLY, BER
EEVEWHTI LRI - THRFE L, »oEflicT5cdic, ZORRE
BELBAKLOTHS. T LT ZOBBEOTEHRLED T b,
HEMa2 a2 —v 2 VOXRBRBC BT 52 8ETEED D 5 AIHE
Lk indOXRHT, FRC, MRS RT 2 AMBROBEL LI
BTEDLBELTWEINLTHS.

L= AT, bhdbhit, Gabriel Tarde 19 iz oxKic MEfROERI]
(Les lois de 'imitation, Etude sociologique) s\ T L3R E &
Hgge, ZOWEREoREE LAY RHT.
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Tarde DRMEBHOLNCTHE LI L T, bbb OBREORM L4
BEBRRsz Lim Ly,

Tarde 13, E{ffivm%EM: (contagiosité imit'atggzss OBELX AW &
RXoT, EFNT74F70RROMEELTFE L. LEMHRE (Electri-
sation psychologique) ‘zbZa WITEIRAIRS R (suggestion hypnotique) &
WHERRR, MBI ABORE L b AR~ 3% ) (L'imitation mar-
che du dedans de 'homme au dehors) L\ 5 HBC X »THMbID &
51, Tarde iX, ¥RDO 7 e RO LBZ2NLBABREBEECRXTW5,
LT, ¥ROERE, MS%r08E% (psychologie sociologique) 7%
RO TR b WERNCHETH S | = & 2HEHL, ot
S2MLEEY, EBRFNOLEBERRIZETFLLANOHB TS LM
?Lfﬁ%z

Tarde 12, ﬁ%m7477®¥&@%%#%%%?6 ik T,
i (ERER) Oﬁﬁéﬁfﬁﬁﬂ (Les lois logiques de I'imitation) &'ﬁ_
¥7-, BifgoBmEnEE (Les influences extra-logiques) @‘éil‘ﬁir
e, #4edE(socialité) &k, Tiedob, Efi: (imitativité) TchH Bz
LuRZE Lk Tarde 1%, MEHOBAIL VT 55013, BicEkKis,
Lis LisiblEn e 5 BRUCR LTH R  iEOBRETSH B & L,
fek 2%, TEfuX, D TRFR, HSEFROERNPREZLL W
Bz, XPACH - T, BETIEICTHY X, BHEOHPCEHE
TLV—BEPHEATILIOTHS. Lo T, BT WL WL X5E
L BBRERETS] LRUE. £ LT, BRICHT BTk
Bk, Ticbhb, HHbo#ET sl 5 E sy —# 1t (assimilation
imitative) DHEEFEL T 5.

Tarde HHSHEELERANCIEL X 5 LB N LD, HE¥ELEE
Bl b LDAL LicedTH - 1o’ BN T 1 77 0RROERITIL,
AR (TypeidéaD) L X 2 HEHTRET T ~F% AL T 5. [E
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BT A 77 ORRMBE, —BCERSAEELRT] LWIRET, 4
H, bhbhhBEENHEEENOBDLIILLTWBEHETDH 525,

Tarde 1%, ROETE LI, AP, TEH (Bell shaped curve
BEINTVWELIORARLDIEVITETRL, HHVIE, TEIId3
%mhﬁ%%&@,omf%ﬁmbféﬁ&Mﬁéhtﬁﬁﬁ&bh,%
Bz OESIFOP L), TOBELZH LknbovicERT
%1 (C B ERBORMEN MR S shaped curve HAELTL 5 X 5
EHhz5) EWIRBRTRLTCWA., £LTC, 20X hEkiigosT
ZERAEEHEZ2BBOESHEANLYEATAIZ LR I - TEEL. |

F i, HEFRHETS: (statistique sociologique) 1%, &8 (=%
TAT7) OEROEGEHTHEC AR, TOFEEEANDD, Zh
CHRE R, BEOENOEAFECTHS, LR CHEHEHCHT S
HEENHHFEORE LR/ L TONBDIE, SHELETAHLLEENER
HRO—DODERRETRBLTCNB KT, I LITEKRE.

X bz, Tarde 1%, Mz L B4%E | (L'opinion et la foule) T, M4
ROHSEENBBL T b - & bERNHESBRTHIREL LD
BT, ThIMERE, HESRHERBERED 5 LB ERFLE T
EHLHEZEO—FFELTHELLIBIDTHAZ EXTFRLTW. &2
Lz, BEREETH-TH, HLOFEEX—BHNTHRDE, ok
#r£2E2 (la conversation comparée) % E o #%: (une véritable science)
CTHZENTEL D LBRT3, Tarde DILBLAERIT, EMNDS
WM 2 S a2y —Y a VEX - TETHIRERBCE L TRES L
723D THD, Tarde HEIBDTCWB I O5REDT v+ vV THIREKS
L0 THEE, B, ErREXLDRE2E = —Y 3 VEEFEORST
EFRLTWELIIRARLS.

L EDRIaalr Y g VHERFERYEUSHDO I 2=~V a YRFED
Ik & ABE, Tarde ORELE, HTHFERCET2EREOELVWESH

(231)



EFH7 4 77 OURICBIT 5 HAE

R LTS, H&H#EBEIRRTE LR, AXRE, HABROH
% @5 L, man-machine ROBWEREL IHMFLTHR Vo T
5. Lavl, ARz W, 2fa=r—va VX, bosdABEK
BETHHHLBRY BN IS HEFRADOBETHS. TOMDO= S o
= b~y s VEROBAKL, FW, ERLY, BKEEs 0T Eik.

Tarde 1%, S FI NS REOXEDI S ELDH TS,

MELREBERIIESHTHS . COBBOEHEI L LD, 1 biEA
Tkt &BAR GETZ L LM T L, Hinz LiHibhrT L, T35
LI TAC L, AETHILLMETAZ L) bER/IEZ2D SV~
TRGEINDZ LEZERTRETHS.

Thbb, £O—2i%, —ADLDLMDOA~BBILD, HBHWVITED
IV EEr D LM, —o0fF& (croyance) % {mZET %M T
by, fio—ot%, AL LT, RE (desir) #EETHHAE LD
LDTHB. METHE, —2DI/A~71L, HAOBEEDI VIIRES
b 7o % (enseignement) TH Y, foO—2>D A — A%, EELLL
TREY D - 64 (commandement) TH 5. |

TDXOEEY, FXLL2i ozt~ a VESEDBEEANLDOR
BETHS.

kDX 5k, Tarde i, BRROBEEZA V2 L X - T, EHHNT
4 FTOYEBBIITBPRE 2 H = A aABL, RP EFHY7A
F7) OEHLIBkEbhbhEFRELDSN, Thbhai.=Fr—
Va VBREBEXNCETORERTHH T LB ER Shin Tkiebis
V. bhbhOEHIE, ThEEFNCKRIEL, EeadrfRtTsc s
CH%5. Tarde X, FEWRBFAIGELRE L TW52, bhvbh O
2y Eiz, BENKEEOEROZKBTEDOTRL, Thbb, 5L
AREDTFEETK BT Linl, KR L TEENHBOSREZ R
Tl Tkheblvwbi}ths.
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CF 1. BRI, diffusion imitative DL Hbh T 5. EAREE—
ficix, TOLEMREECD LTBRORME, 7y 3 F3BL) it
LDEBERCED B, BERER, TEREOHERIE L » L —BEin
CBY B LB NT 5, _

2. Cette action est le probléeme élémentaire et fondamental que la
psychologie sociologique (qui commence 14 ol la psychologie physio-
logique aboutit) doit s’efforcer de résoudre.

3. BHoRBRIEANL, REAPE] duels logiques & FiTAY 4 accouple-
ments logiques ChH%. B BRORORE duels téléologiques, %EiT
HYE404 — unions téléologiques L\ »CTHA UTH B & Tarde 3¢
BT3B, HEAREIY, combats logiques L3N T 5,

4, BEA+RIICARBEICEHL TN D, —2DEIROPE I —D> DHI
HETBEHLRE, TOHEL, TOEEELZAETHEANDB. 2O
L E=onBAIRERT 5.

(1) Bar%ELix, A personnes ¥BLCOAERET 3. EEYE
HTBHHDE, ABIIAB~OBRTHS. ABRETHAOKME
TolIERR R B L e T, XA LWOIBREIS AT Lkt
. Zht TR ABONE & AAENETT %) olch 5.

(2) HMEIEx-OHESEBLTBLCERIhD L1, EBERKIYTE
~BBHHHE. hiX, BE préstige A F ST AL THS.
hal TEfuI BB L Y TR~NEDL) OEAITH 5.

(3) —ERIEBRTHo0RUL, BEORNKE, MITORRTHS.
BEOBRIZ, BROEMIPENTKET S, HTORMRIE, R
ROBENR X LD THERLHERET S, hd, THEEL ICHRTOR
SEOLAlL THS.

5. L’imitation est si bien I'ime élémentaire de la vie sociale, que,
chez 'homme civilisé, Paptitude et P’habileté & imiter croissent plus
vite encore que le nombre et la complexité des inventions. Aussi
établit-elle des similitudes de plus en plus parfaites.

¥, HAREBREBENPBEOEMERHATIL, 2EDOTLLFToT5.

 DEROXEHLE, FROEROBEYCUREEL TS, £OBER, *
DHLDOARDEER LV L OREOEROLSESHRECHEATS. ]

6. 5% montant, kP{y horizontal, TRk descendant, 3% fz, ac-
croissement (#§Jm), stationnement ({i#), décroissement @A) &3
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HEIh, FEEEBCOWTIE, U0 ML ko le sommet arrondi
d’'une montagne rRELTW5. Zhix, %hih, escarpement Zf}
@, plateau g, déclivité HAOZMOBMBERICHIBL T2 L,
COZBROBELBMD 2 1= A ahDRL T 5.

7. Lent progrés au début, progrés rapide et uniformément accelére
au milieu, enfin ralentissement croissant de ce progrés jusqu’a ce
qu’il s’arréte.

8. ZhIEGOBIHTIE, My IR BRCML X 52, BaOHEHx,
ABREOL N EROERCETRE L DT, TREROBERMSEYT
RETHY, HEFCARMBT HHENL, RPUOERFLZL, T,
HBET LR YAET 5 L ACHEEERRDD E Vo TWHDTHS.
Wigic &, Hetlix, Bidcbhy, Sk, tOMHEELTIES
KEHBERTHDH L Tarde AR LN LTHS.

o # &2 A &

PR ISBERER S o TELYERTRL, 2¥0RNKER-T
EDDhCEl, kit RAARBCET 5 BREROERL, ko
BBy, EHNTAT7O0HEA, RABRBOHELLHEITTWZ & TH
5. Thbb, HLOUBEREM HWIEHLVWHAOFIROEA, b
L IEHRRL X 5 LERDOBEY, MECEHL, BABNOEHSA
RIBIROBEN, Y0 X 5ei (BboBATIIA) R X - TEHR
PET, ERLOLIEBTRELTWAMEREDLZ L TH- 1.

bhbhil, %%, ENFAECRELRRIRI DR, FREE
BEFIRIE ORBIRE - T, BRORLETRT 5 & Eabigdl. £LT,
Bz X 5 BROBMOCfEGE O, HHlLoRAHBMIhTEL
HEBEOEL, H5WIEBEERILOBBOBRIT X » TEUCEEE
EHROELR, 55VIIBROFKRER, BNk EEMOHE
HoYLTAR, Thbiflo TETHEFRABOELEY, BRI
HEBERBS N — TORAR, BRBAMEEGOERP, oMotk
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EBRE L TERLTE . bhubhil, BRECSHD—BRHOZELWE
e x, B, BHOMTAHTEL.

RAERESLERT Y- C, BNOMLESBEOME EBER
REBTAHAZEXYENE TSRO, DECIWOTHBR, 1T
Xoiz, bhbhosrB+hbd, 2f.=2r—-va VERCEELT,
BEDO 7 v eAk, BUNCRL THLedicit, ¥, EHN714577
DEFBBOETAE DB LN, LBETCHS. £LT, TOETFLY
 fEB by, EFAYBRTAEGELBEA LA TXibiu.
2RMRBIICE bR Y 58, bhbhix, 729 # (Lionberger 1960,
Rogers 1962, 1964, 1965) + 5 v & (Van Den Ban 1964; 1965), % =
% v (Rahim 1961), 1 v F (Bose 1961, 1962, 1964), = w v ¥ (Ro-
gers 1964) 7 X BT AR EMET L - T, Bbhikc#aEs BAERC
BWCRE L, £OG&EORIEE L BBRELHEN DD, HABRRK
TEHEE O o T Lz, chiE, #EEVWOIRERYTEHE
LItk - T, EREBBOED D A BABNOKZE L HEH & % HEEN
BANLRHL, BRACHEABROBHREIZEH > T FETHS. 2D
BEONEHGEL, HHRARNGELERT S 0D0OEED L NEE
HBWEEOKE B LDTHS. ZOFERESRY, YEOSHIT—
EOMBHIKELR > TR nbhbZ LIZBTETH L.

2T, bhbhil, B, 2F03EERE YT L.

(4) HFEOHHLE HRST 5 MANBHOLRERE, (B) #N
BREERY R E, RBYEH»DABRRELERETKHERER O RE
Be, (W) £FBERBOTH b LELBRESRADO DD EabiFhEE
DYUFBBTHS. ZORILOPBMENBRX (») CELTHLIODHD—
Hchs.
EEBROGHTE, BRE (FR - AF4 7L~V FA AT T)
kala=r—vaV - - FrYRATHDLARBEROBEECTHOESLMN
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Bhrhd, HWRHELYERTIBERTHIEHFN 71 F7 DY RIEHEE

REZB LT, bhbhix, 2F0k5n3 b Y RIEHERSIES

7o, :

(1) BEDY ~F~DOUBLBDTRSEL T, HBIME=3 o =
=¥ a itk o TERMBEI RS, FERLIEY - HoRE)

(2) ARENTHILNAOBIARNY —F—1cX b, BHKEDY v AL
ELTERMMREINIBE, (FERLEY - DA L 5 #HiED)

(3) FEZ LT Change Agents (BEYRBLHMEER) vk »T¥
R shicge, (kEBREA, 2.4-D, PCP o)

(4) WTLe—NARYRE - TERMBESh-SE, (TANEE,
TV Z@EOHEA) |

(5) MEBERER EBRE o TERS BREINLEE, Koz
REDL TORA)

(6) #MHEF L, HATIZR deviate B H DY) — 4 ~2 ) »
TERINIZHE, (Bfi%Es~0mA)
SO T, L2 @) OBEOYEBBEYRREDTH B2, EEO

AT, U~ F BT AENRELVENC X 5, Flola

BoIH B otk |

I BEEAEY ThALS | REEOE R

A & #) RERFUTHEESSHE (BWENEEETK)
COMRDOBROBEFHUINEL, BERARZEBICIZL. ZER
Em%mﬁﬁutwﬁ,%éﬁﬂmﬁ<,vx-xf47®%&&%hs
DEMEVIE. R, RIELMC X 2 BERAZBENETH - 278,
TS, ZTOTREBENEH L BATEECHTBE (s - haEE)
@%ﬁm&,#kbﬁw%ﬁbfwa.%hmﬁofﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁzmm#
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Vg a2 O E 2 OBMILIEYORERER L TE . i, BEERT
ol & 35 FHHATMIRA~ OB X X 5 BROKEITEHET
Hote,

HHEEBHMROBARFFRIZ146 FTH Y, ZoOWH, DA LS RERE
BFIZIFTH 5.

GREHE) |

BT, ZOHMXOLFELRRL DdDLEAEL BV, DWTH
AESBIEBRAZEDOAZI LT, <bLVEAEREZT . YALIR
BORBEIC OWTIE, FREERWRED &L ERAVLEBNER Y ob
»teDT, FARO informant HHLOBEHRELBHECL, X LIBEMERE
DRI BT R AR #REC X » CTIEREH L.

(BA&EE) |

BRAEEL, BETTHRAEROEHFETHS. XL, HHEENES
P LIFETED LD, DA LIREBRAOEEREE TRWEER, FE
REOH, KECEERELLA. AEOER, LEOEEREE LT
NC, ZEFOIRFBHNITHD LAERI L)

(A7 =2 a2 LTDIAEIRE]

WIS HCRTS ThAES RS 13, BRGECHFHTRRILKED
PIERSSE O REZEDO—ATH 5 EFEEZKN, ArELUERLOROF
HWEIZHAE L TWABBEFOH A L3 XFicaEo I worEHL, B
F278 X » HAEKRORI ZRD, RMFREEZTRV, KRWHETERS T
FRE2 8, B 5l I, B RkiRBEIX, 7RA2~-0%
EWMERTH - edd, EIEC X AMAROMBILL VR TW3HD T
Hy, ZOME—HOEIEEET, VALIEENER L. (& FF
THAERERS (BHR, YR, BERANNTRO=ZERC L » TR I TV 5)
R OBERNNRHRSE, BABIERTEER]

DO, DAL FENIRBA2TELRE, RRBR2PLETHAY
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L]

EOIEFCYER L TWebDTH5, VAL IBEOHRIX, -¥D
LS5 FIETHLATES.

(A DAESIR BEBCI-TEE, RETHLOTHBHE, OB
BROBRRBREMC L » T o0 RfHRH5. BREHP &L LCHiHH
HeET 530k LT, ® Gentiana tylbloy (=) v K¥), ® Gen-
tiana makinoi (v <=9 v Fv), ® Gentiana scabya (DA &E5) o
=REENETHS.

(Bl ZThbobhAE50ERREMIFCD %ﬁﬁ,® RERE
BaEK, @ B\ @ BRHEBRE, ONAFrEhEdibiFohsn, bA L
SEIEEX, ThODOBRBEMMOBIETS - LANE.

(C) BgmoiETH%. |

(D] RREVEROEML, FRECHTHH/ILCIBELES L
B2\,

(E] #HEHEMIThBOL TN LLEL, FHELLLRV.

[(F) 2UHo%BERETETHS.

(Gl Ko kv, %i, KFOERDODBHAHFELTSS.

(H] @ HERRC X > CTOROURETH B, REERLRIE
Ve, .

- [1] BRARBEHMMLOBEBREEORYD, Ll oTEENETS L
bH5

IV Bt kiT52REEE

(1) BAZOELE

DAESREBOFENEL, B1IRCADRD XK, 40RO AHD—
5, R0, S50RDIAICK » T 5. Fie, BEEHE#HEOE
RAFRD YA E S REEOKRIZ, 20801 —BEL, KT, 401, 30
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# 1% BAEHFERFOUMEEOESFMLEIALS
PR EDESTT (19654 8 AH1E)
I A P 201% | 301K | 401X | 50X | 604X | 704X | 801K
£ i3 ®| 6 10 | 22 | 44 | 40 | 20 | 5 | 146

DAE SRR BHE 4 4 10 5 6 1 0 30

ﬂi‘

15% | 5% | 0% |

ROMEIE > TB., TDIXSR, HENEERDE S HRIEECK-T
W5 LR, REESBITET, hikh, VAESIEENERLTWS
ClMbhs. BESEL BECEVLWTHLONEBERRWTY, G
BEMFTLWEBZECERTELLDTHY, PEESBLEITERLLE
DIk, Biffi, HFHESIRORL L > THELRS OTRARVILLTHS. i,
BCRRBIEICERCELT, BEDARIBZHENLY —F—v v 7H8
AL ERERSRS. (B DAL IBREOYRIC KT 2HNRY — 4~
vy FOREECOWTE, V EROBAEBCETZEREL, VT EROEHE
BDO @) VoArb)—REDBBELHERE, G) 2ia=r~vavOiih
DEresBoz L.)

(2) RAZBOEEHHIBAE

DALY BRIERBEOREHMBEIL, F2RCADhBLORE, F4
BN D o L D HRIEL, FIRME, B2REOACEI LTS5,

# 2% BHEIFEAROMAERELOZRETHTS

EESHL AL BROSM
15005 |2 B | 3 1EE | 5 BB | =
w00 | S 8 | SO0 | el ooy
EBROSTH 45 28 35 31 7 146
%%gg%ggm 0 8 11 10 1 30 |
ERECOI AL | 0p | 28.5% |314% | S2.1% | 14.2%
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EEAEEDAE, HREDKRZRL, FIEREOPEENLPIWE
DRRCETHIHLT 5. B 1RBOBRIE, RAZNZ LRI,
DRI OO B\ edi, BEN~OERMNHEL, B
RAZB/B DR, —REDHT THER~ORFZHIE Licidit, DA
ErRigafihbihol L bhb.,
(3) MABRBTHHERD Innovative Adoption Scé?e)
HEEFXOL
o BRELOR, Y
EREOH A 5 BESR A
[T AL BEBMRORT e quampoy n-
novative Adop-
tion Score o 4347
HHhbHE, M1
Abhb X5,
REDOGMILEH
DGR DHFTH X
DIt »T\ 5,
DT EIX YA
EDBISRAER
B3, THANE %

# 1R 2BROWEHM O Innovative adoption score 4 <, e
DRHL DAL > BREBR DT FOHRT, M
‘E‘ <5 ﬁ‘Og <k

ALTWRZLERLTWS. Thik, BIEHUBET »ELSESE
FLETIHIMABEBHOBAR, EFEOHHLOIDRELOLERRL
TBRED, BENAL D 5D, WAL IBEXTORLELSD. #L
T, VAESIREC X 2B SNANR, HBHMOBALKSLTTHLEL
bhs.

40
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(4) BAZcIT54EEMD Innovative Adoption Scé?é

DAL S BIRAE0&EMD Innovative Adoption Score D437l

H2nXiiseBEROFMOPT, HEMO Innovative Adoption Score

DB, SHEALYOFHERLTS, SOZ &R, DALES

BEBES, BEAEMYEERMOBEIVLIILR, 2BROPTHE
BEL, 22HLBRALTWAT LERLTWAS. DAL BERARRK

13, BEOHML, BNMERELTHY, ThEeERTHLDTRESHED

25

BRSO
———— A BEBROSTE

oK LEROEEMOD Innovative adoption score
DHAE DAL S BREBKDHT
BEWANDETH 7. T, OB A LS BEORAINMT
Kbhichbdths. CORMAN, HEBMI Y IEEMOBAKBRIRE
W & REE Shicd TRiE bR, |
(k) Innovative Adoption Score 1%, »%EAR K5 Innovation FAD
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Innovativeness #iR$7cdic TR EhHETHS. =D Score IZik, D
¥ o oD AN KR IS,

@ HIRHEEPIC 1T 5ERAE D Innovation A OHXHIIER

® WHAENEA L7 Innovation DI

#gEfF o Innovative Adoption Score DEH DTy, FAEDHER,
¥ D10f@® Innovation %z IXKE\ & BbhIcDT, LT OEMA
Score DEH iz,

1. ARMoBBREDL %, 2. {LBEH, 3. FRENK (Y=—n%ic
BEBIRER), 4. BHEFER, 5. BiIBEE, 6. BIURRER, 7. &
— A (BRLEDOHTCELhS L), 8. MiGHEIE (M),
9. 2,4-D BR¥EHI, 10. 7TEAREE FHELLALD)

WMo Innovative Adoption Score DEHDi-dicik, 2XF¥DIIED
Innovations # F\ 7z,

1. KBEJRKSE, 2. rvyR, 3. Alizve, 4. BRaxV,
5. BRAy~, 6. BREERE 7. EXREAE, 8. EXWEE, 9. BX
RBHE, 10. EK—xTAFTH, 11. FVE

7c3s, Innovative Adoption Score DL, 0B EIbH, #1
BES D - L DIELFLOBER b o L ABVWEBRZ FATHH T L2RT.

V ¥% 0@ AB B

(1] mental process

DA ¥ RIERAERD, RAKL3ETOLHEBREL, FhEhs
BB LBEYHTVWAIN, ThEHBELTARL L, ROMITHS.
BALEIZ, WMECH LTI REEchE, BU ATV, LaL. &
HREECHHIBERF LT, FOMSHE L BEFEICEVCAHLREL
TWwb, ZOBEBEONIENE LBEF BT 5 NHBOBRERL, LD
MEEFEOWHLER, LOURLh~DEVEREEBEDEIE~DHK
RK23H 5. BEEFHRCKT S, BREMEPLETIHAHERMOY
RS BohD & 5ic, FH0ELG R ANBI ORI SECT
nbh, 0, FOERBIBHIDORRLTWS, ¥, REFBCEL
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B % FH0HE

Td, HROBBHEREFEND, R- R AVARV/ITF—AY - Va
22—t —EONBRCLEOND X ICABECHIRROBALC ISR
CEFE~LERELTHS. BRE, RAZBRASOLEDS A ~YRIXT VY
F o=k h e THHoREEEN MR THS. COMBEFOELL
Fh~OBERL, DROCHESRADOHEAKOLEEZEEE LD,
£t BREBZBREAOUROBFEROUBIR LTS X DK, AT
Wi B CHVWRRERED, BROBENEHCHEHCNHELEFODIXED
B2 rThB. 20X ERNLRAZZIBERCHEVINHEZLD. &
DY 5 TR - TRABRI DA LI RIGOIENEL, BESLH
B RRTOFEHEDODIc I, WHDO2 I a=r—v a VTHEELT
Mo, RAXTE-DTHS. bLAARAERZIEAD2I 227~
o2 VABYBELTELREY A LI RECOWCOEH - MR EEDD
ot x D&M L ORI CETAMBC OV TRE LA LIZES ETH:
LA

GH 1. BME, HEEEFRECLS.
2. [AkL.

(2] HTBEOEABBETHHERIE

32 o @ A BB % 50 0 stages (Awareness, Interest, Evaluation,
Trial, Adoption) &} % 2 LIRER TV ETHIHRL KT THS
r¥amend s (N-C-R-C 1955, Beal, Rogers and Bohlen 1957, Copp,
Sill and Brown 1958, Waisanen 1964, Mason 1963, 1964) %3, bhbi
LHETIRIC X AR OIbE, ©OFEERAVS, ¥ iRAEECE
ET2BHREYrYy—~RA, E—1, FAYF=V (Rogers and Beal
* 1958, Deutchmann and Borda 1962, Rogers 1964) iz L7=43» T Mass
Media 453, Personal Cosmopolite &%, Personal localite TE5¥IE,

Self, HELTUTFOERETS.
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BFRT7 4T 7 OURIBIT 2N

(B 1) ~* - 25 1 7I§HEL awareness stage LK\ T, b o L b
EEI&EIRZE L, Personal B#tfix evaluation stage ic s\ v CEE
nfERT.

:@ﬁ%ﬁ%S%#é%B#klﬁm,DAEﬁﬁ%O%&ﬁﬁKm;
AL L, |

7vFALEe2 v Y ET7IETS Deutchmann (1962) % Rogers
(1964) OWRDL ZOHBORBNLE R, TDOEBHE LT, EROZER

# 3% BEBA8ROKZAT—v 0 Communication source

sources . 2. Personal
1. Personal : 3. Mass =
$ localite sources cozgllg?c(g;te- media | 4 Self |
PR 1 angs o
mm@ﬁ?,%ﬁxﬁi»m o SN OH10]7 2 0 30
* o # 3 ZDffi DA 6]
B JES  |cn
FEEY 1 ange |
Interest e SRAK 1112 | g et ttir| 1 0 30
B I8 | Chan
et s ge
Evaluation %gkﬁ % 13 agent 10| 16 1
stage FEESST 1 B ¥ &1 0 v 30
: K IR 2 Change |
Trial age } 3| agent 6} 9| o 0 12
FEERESC 1 ZofioA 3
Change
Adoption K IR agent 5 '
sources (DPersonal localite sources -m-;’[ﬁﬁfgﬁlfﬂd) A%
®@Personal cosmopolite sources .- -BEEFNDOA 4, ¥ 8, HifiLs
@®Mass Media ~ = eeeens H, TV, Sod, Mk
@Self e B S oM A 5 £E8



H % B50%

ERYVTFIVADEE, *R  2F 4 7TORREDOBENZ L2HF T35,
Linl, V75 Y1REL, <R A7 4 7ORROFS RHEETIC IS
CWTOBBEOR L WEEix

(i) DAESIRBZOVTORAR « 25 4 7 bLOBHRITI X DT
shotcZ &,

(i) MHEEFAOKEDOADY —~#—vy 78EATH - LA,
Ezbhs. |

(4% 2] Cosmopolite fE#RiFIL awareness stage TEET, localite 15
#MIEIL evaluation stage CEETH 5.

2r v 7H#E (Rogers 1964) T1, = O@EORTEITENT Lic\ 4,
BIIBOL L. BREFO VAL SHBEEREBVTREIRECRLH
I SRAFESEFEDIRILLEE. LS, ZOHDEHAEZRL TS,
ZHIED AL S RISURS, HEEBAOKREOAOERLELZHTS
D, ZOKR, LD ANOEEHEEEFOA 4K { awareness stage %
BRI INLTHS. ¥, £DOX 5K awareness stage % iRERL -
ANaDHB AR, LYBEFRE->THESER, FELVWEBbh3ERE
23RS T, FEHEHoO A £ change agent X OEfh%13h b evaluation
stage TR LIch b THB. hixzr VETORELRNELTARS L,
2w VU7 TlL awareness stage, evaluation stage DFARAF—T L 3
localite [FRIFEVBEETH D TH 54, ThikZoHifitLnIThY
THoleledTHY, BEEHFTIX, MMoMREOXERHD, I
HRELA % 1ZRD 5 20:5TH 5.

(i 3] =R - 27 4 7IHEBRHIRAZEC L o CEETH Y, Per-
sonal HHIRILEMRAEC & > CEETH .
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4% FREOEMEED D Communication source
(evaluation stage [Z3¥si}5%)

sources | 1. Personal | 2. Personal 3. Mass
localite |cosmopolite- media 4. Self E
RREE sources sources

PRFNS24E4R i %
(1957{f) 0 1 0 0 1
N=

n 33ELRME |
(11%52?) 1 3 1 0 5

n SASEIRFE |
(1959%) 3 4 0 0 7

n 35ETEH
(IIS\)I@T) = 4 0 0 0 4

v 3GLEERSE |
(llgréi’:‘;) ® 2 5 0 0 7

= ,
(11%%?) = 1 2 0 0 3

n SBELRRE
(115\)16‘?:?) 0 1 0 0

|
u SOLELEF |
(19?4@ # 2 0 0 0

HEBIIRAHN, 2r VETHECBWTHHIL L. chiZ=A -
AF 4 T ODERENELD ORI TN LTH 5.

(&8 4] Cosmopolite {FHRFULFTHRAEIC L » TEET, localite 1§
WEILBREEC L s TEETH 5.

2r YETHETE, COSEYZRTIEALZRLTVWSN, BEE
FODALIBRIBERCBNTUL, F4EILLNS LR, TOMER
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HHRTH EEIAEOREEW., FBoEm LR LTIIW L. LD A
ESREOYURN, EREFMBICEO—MN 10325 51, DL
1L —2DRELLTWIEWZ L RFO—FREZ bRD.

VI
(1) %RMBOBE

®

B o £ HER

W EEFTORRMRBCE T, [EREBII—RCERSHREY 2 M
] TERRENTHS, BEEHFTEIT B DAL IEBEZOERT BT
i, FIRKRALIS L S5ic, B3SERIZIAT, “20—~ 72350,

FRAA38 - 39FEDH D 5
—DOD ¥~ 7 PR X
NHARERZ R - T
5. Fl, DAE R
BOERIIEHRE DL
RizHx bh -Bai
adopter categories @
BEYH - TTlebh
T, BHTEEEYL -
TfilebhicT 29K
Bahs, OB
Wi, VI © (3)
Adopter Categories »
BrelhR%2, ok

8A

LN

TA
6A
SA
4A
3A
2A
1A

i i L 1 ! 1 !
HH@S'ZQE 3352 344 354 3645 3T4E 384 394

B3R WAL IBEOYURERME
(adoption stage DIEE-CTHE)

5 IeE BB L BN IcORBABMEL ¥ ~ 7 L T35 BM4E32, 33, 34,
BERHEEEFRAOHEDADBRNRY &~y 7D LIRERIMEHE
3h, RTHEMGEL C— 2 LT 5EM6, TFEINEMYM, BFERRIH
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EHOT7 A F 7 ORFIET 2N E

Fe D A ¥ 5 DEIISHS YRR R L, BBFI38, 3944 5o LA,
EEL 52 EEFICHWCERAES R A L5 DEERERD -5
L BTH A,

) 1. ChEABDNRRRED WD ER Ml it 2 ERS R OB &
LT, tRBROKMBEHEH, U EDZENELS.

(2] awareness D¥EKDHE X &, adoption DXL FK D X
Rogers R % DD BFFIC X #uiE, fawareness DR D X% adoption
DYEBROEIWCHELTRETH S, it mass media i X 5 R,
ORI TR IH awareness stage BT, $ o+ L@,
- adoption stage 1233\ Tl mass media DEEHRDERWHLTHS.
LZAHT, HEEHOVALIBEOBREK VT, FARTHRIAT,

Cumulative
Percentage

10025 ~~========-======mom—mmeoomoos = 7 """"" =z
‘ 3,042 /
909} =

80%-
0%
| ‘ 3.20E -
Awareness > < |

602~
50
A
302~

209~

10%

L .
FAFN284E 2942 304 314 312$ 3:'%51‘1 3:15:';5 354 365 3"7£E 35513 3‘3:’:13
8% 4 @ Awareness DEROES L Adoption DEROHE
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# % H504

% X 512, Rogers L DffiO—BHIGELZFTHHEAIRIN TS,
L# L, Rogers HD#ApfEIY awareness stage T3 J)7; mass media ©
BEDOTFTTHRILLTWEbTTHSD. AL BELERDOEEIL, aware-
ness stage I\~ CTd Personal {ERENBEELB{HE LR LTCHB LWV
RAEDTT, ZOBBEEIFETHEHABRRIR AL LIEETHS. 20
ko, =R AT A TRATTRLT, ZoRBEELIFTHHEANFR
Ehi-DXBEEEFADORED AL X % awareness stage TOM Az fFH
DN awareness DERLY <A - AT 4 TRE T O L NICEST 1h
LTH5.

(3] Adopter Categories 3

DAEIBEED, EDXIBRAARKEICERL, IRRED X 57 N4
REBR LTV ofeh2ldR5b., ¥, RAELZRAFENCEOEEY R
HLESRDIL OIS,

(1) 1957FERABE L, EEOBEFE LIEHOEIIT, MO
B, ThidVEoTHEBREBORBHILZL T, X1E0HEERA
DLEZRE L. TODD—2DFRELT, FRGEEXEL LN, HT
MR, g ERAT IO FRIZIATRETH 0, £ D 1-DdLHE 0% 1E
BPREL LEWD AL IRBC IR ERDEDTHS. Lo, FHED
BEEMROREELBLIA R LMDOAARCIEFREOF 2 TTHTW5,

1958 FERAER L DEMIIRL, HMENRCIIAEIBEXRALL. &
MEHY, DAELIBEEBEBOPRTIIREL, YALIFEIKEeHET
Fole. A AT 4 TEMELT ERALOEMIOATLATHS.
HEEFOA 4 L ORABRLBETHIN, V) —F— - ¥ » TREIE
BLWHTRIRV. VAL BEERBRBREEITS, V—&vy F130edh
505 RBE. |

(=) 19SERAER, RECHTEH, RENAOLEC T
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# 53 A composite picuture of adopter categories

B M r| & ) iz 4. :
o ke %% B % ! M
% B Edol#E] & | B # 2 -
i) x5 E 1 D5 PEDOPED . i
B \|lmiglum sl & | 85 [aag 7 5 =
v
- - JIND - . —
st & | K | % s HOPKE?  |wx- a7 avim
: 4 2h5. DERIA X,
BRI & | K | 5 25 HPO A% L OBIR| =% 2 474 7R
HHRE | B X | & UTH|5R 7N —> 7N 4.6|8.4|1xEHECH Y, V—|DEMITDI, L
- S o oy e | PRI S
NS E e | [T TR meogmizk ey
BBRAB4EIR | R | R FHHDA % EDBR| <2 . 25,47, %
(19594 "("’ "Qi’ 7 1 28 IV EBETHD ,
RN LI E Kt I L L) nasasteliieny LEL L LEl
N=7 |gg|wv]|w Aigus, .
G| | 1| 1iAI5H HADAx LOBIHR| % - 27 4 758
gRx @ x| ¥ HsRrm-cmss| 4 [6.2|umrcseny - g;‘;g%fgif
N=4 @]\ BRI Hey TP s, |
v HADAx L OBIE
%{?&i’g IR ) 2B i2. Friendship rela-|* A - #5747, ¥
¥H ®|| x| & pa¥| 5 R 2> 2154 4.7]|6.4 tzi)onr):m;%&'e? RELOBEMITAE
- MR By MY ==y 7 |\, .
N=7 |# ||V . T
B3| [ N s FHHDA % L DBER .
(19624F) b 7R 6H 18285 XrhBEETIRE TAATAT, B
BHE | W] | & B2k 12&“"3@\62’& 3.3 7.6}< ) Hm P RE OB E
N=3 1@ v v Mk gy, L.
S
mrsae | | i | . ’:F}fé’mgﬁﬁ A N e
' : n; 3
wAE | B ||z SR OH 3| 9 |relation skic & oy AT <0 HRAT
B CHETH D I — 7 | SRR
N=1 | ) [’ l;:&’yiiiﬁ%k% EOBML KX\,
'agamsg o] HRDO A2 &E@ﬁéﬂ QA AT 4T, ¥
1 (19644 28 ' G :
g 8K 2 b &b TEETY
LR IR it W R I hitsienhed LEL Lt
N=2 [yl |\ o hReZ\o,. s,
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B ¥ HOH%

DRI LD AT, MEERAELACTSHSH, VAL I REEHE
BT BEREEL 5 LT AEREE - TV BAT, WERAELRL-T
Wh. @RS, ThEAXE L, F0kdhy, Rotnb,
BEINKAELZ LEBLK LTV, VA ESRERIL, FERENRZIX
B, FOREHEELAEV. HEOAL L ORLBRLEET, V—F
vy THRPE. UL, ¥RALOEMI KL, ZOFEDRA
AR BT BBHELEEL TS, DAL RELRERCE
WTIE, B~ — vy THRBMES R, 19594, 1960FRMAETH LT
3, T DOEENE,

(~) 1959%ERFE L, 1958FERAZD LOBVWEE HTIC X » TRA
LTW5, 5%, DAESRER, Fohhbhnwdoimbdh, £
DZ LI -TRALTWS. BEHMIE, RPREVWHTHLHR, YA
OB FRBHLTIREG. RA - 2747, ¥RBLDEMIIKE
Wik, V=& —vy X EHDTEY. AFANERZEOERER .

(=) 1960ERAE T, MEERABELAL X 5 elERERF 2, BIC
DAL FELAEBHCTE>E LT RALLOTRARWT EFR
ThHBH., S, BlzE, TOEEORBETEREEN H ORI,
ChU ECHREEREL SRV, BVuTwbHTflhiiEL &5 ]
s, TEWERWEL IoleDT, FHD T, TEBRFFONL LR
PDIE VI ZETRALTWAI LD IMMNLE. ZDIcHd, adop-
tion length (X&) TEHL .

S (R)  1961ERAEL, E403EL, BEIHUTDIIVY, ERLLO
BIEEMCFRBRB R L TUWw. DAL BEOFEL, Thieo
WTOE#RY, BLILBTWREL b LT, Rk RARTREER
NHEDLDOERE LTV, ELTHAE S ORIGEHER, DAL IREE
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W7 4 F 7 ORRICBT 5 RS

FBCL > TRENTEIRRARS Y oz, w2254 7, ¥ RAL
DEMIIKZVHEEEBANTOY & ~Yy AR LA L., adop-
tion length X ZHDTEL.

(~) 1962ERME, BFERAE LR bl 2 Heo.

TN 1963ERAEL, MOREREETSD, WHULAILEELIEY
OREZETH D, HREOURLHRNTY —F vy TRRE L. DA
ESRELFEAOBEMEEYD—2oL LTHALE. DAY HBEREK
FNT, BEEFO DAL > REEN b OBBIIET, hEOHEE,S
DEHEB/TNE. ) —F—vy FIXEL,

(#) 1964FHRAEXI961FERAE L F U 2o,

ZRBEENCRcRAZE BT, D Eom ¢thBb. = h% Rogers
o A composite picture of Adopter Categories L L CA 5 L, 1T -
0L LERGBERIIELRRVCHARARBECSWTRTARS L, ks
hkDZ & 733”’5“%; %. 19574 - 1958FE#R 1% Innovator %%, 1959
4 - 19604 R A E X early majority D¥ERRY, 19614F - 19624 - 19644
BRF#Z L late majority D¥:& %, 1963FERRAH L early adopter Ayi:#g
PHTWBHEEZRD. :

(4) VoA AP IRXBIBEELEESRE

HEEFOSBROWHE (REL, BHENES, b LRREOR
DHEDEFOERE LOBEREETRVWEEL, RERBPOEFRY L
DEEREE) ARBRY VA A1) v 7BRTot. COBMOBE
i, () BEEBHOHED I acr~YaV Ry bV~ 2% B0,
ZHh & Innovation URECWFD 23 a=r—v g VBREDIHD D H
WeERTHsI L (Chik, (VI © (5 TERIW3.), (i) AKBIH
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B % W0

DB RIRE TS ERRS B2, E50%RBZLTHD. (Thig,
Vi) o (4) TtERIhS.) COBHOLDIT, V¥F 2V v 7El%
2 v = (H. Manzel 1955) LOFHEEZBE L, © friendship, @
discussion partnership, @ advisership D=HRI BV TfTo7. Tin
bbb, @ friendship ToOWTIE I'Hkis, HEH, W2 LikE
RERALE Y LTHEEEZ L), BEEPKOPRER LTI L VWS-
THMFB L3 BE LV HFRERLTTN?] LW EMT, @ discus-
sion partnership & owWTiX, [Hiciki, BRI SRHECOWT,
Pigtc b LEELAVETHNH?] &) BRCc, ® advisership I2oWT
13, Thictn, BEDOZ LT, BELRDI), HELLWER 2L
¥, FleteD 2 ARWAHARETS?] LW ERTEhEhEE 2R,
FeRY OISR LTBLEEEFLEROY Y42+ ) » 7HFRD
5%, DAL IBERBERAETOER - HBROBEFZEZERCLA2L DT
b5, HEETOVA LS # 5 A B R ©o sociometric relation (©
friendship group, @ discussion partner group, @ adviser-advisee

BeFE VvAAMICIBIBAZLBIRAZFOEAEEOBER

@DFriendship group @Discussion Partner ®Adviser-Advissee
group group
fgB I EDOANZIE BB EoARiR BAIN EDARIE |
T ADE BLICAD TeADEY BLICAD T ADER BLICAD |
o |sieE | HEE | gEsE | \EEE |BRse
s32 | s32 S s32 | 233 sa3 | s39 |
S33 S37 S38 | S33 S34 B AERE trial 5%
S35 S36 S33 S39 BLagdtioth
5. Adoption stage
S34 S33 R
S37 S33 DEE L IAFL D
S35 533 —F L\,
BIRT 5.

- (253)



EF 7 4 77 OURIEIT 5 HEHE

group) 1% + = » 7 (Charless Winic 1961) ©7 # ¥ # DA OEH
BRI ) 3 FREBRFEORBRS, RA0 FRBURBROZ K]
(1966) DFER LB Y, 2AUENLIBBINTWBEEEEIR, T
TH7e{, ¥7c discussion partner group DWIRBERN—BH L\
SHEZAR LTV, HBELBHRAEORAEECRRY RS L, s
BREVBAZ LV DRANBVLWIHEMITIA bR, ¥, RN
ROEFED 2 bR, [FHBELEBBBOEZ LW TRALhL S
X, DAL BIEORAERETORER - HBINBERIIS kv t®d
BbEELD L, VAL PEOYURIILT LY informal group o = 3
2= =Y aV Ry b7 =2 BLTHbRIOTIERL, BLAH
B AHBROBEY B TERIMT bR L B2 5. Thbb, DA
S BEORARERET S en0, BEOAEBROBEYD VL IL
CHDBARY —F—vy FOEARZT IS 0% 5. Lirvd, Z0DVY
— &~y 7% change agent IZ X » CTTiz/n <, HADEBEDAR L -
THREIh T3, |

(5] =3.=¥r~—vavoiih

la=lr—YaVBRBE LR ERARIEZEZLR., —DD
Innovation DERITIE, DRWC 2 o =¥~ a VORKNEFTS.
CDaIa=l—va VORKOEEDMEWL, WA=z Iazr—va
VOEEMABRIN DK, BRERIAT50TH5. LosT In-
novation ¥R IFTS 23 azcbr~va VOhoOELEY BA LS, &k
DEZDDHRBNREL LIS,

(i) %o Innovation oW CTD =3 2=~ 5 VIREL.

(ii) #HRkHLORBROBEN 2 aclhr~YaV Sy by —2,

(iii) BEfEfbEhiz=2 =¥~ 3 YOlih.

DAEIREOBRESI D2 a=lr—v 2 VORKE, FRO=D
DERBPHLRTN L, DALIREBROVWT=RA - 2 F 4,702 3 .=
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& % mook

- a VBE~OBIMIEbDThlihote, ¥, RIGORYLL L
o Change agent i}, XA TR > A BEEEFCETZ VAL 5
HOYBRD2: a=r—va VBREBMLTWS, &L, »ikh
DFEHENRD Y, TIhDLOBEREITHE, £ 3kd 7. LirL, B
HEHFRND, VALIBEERYBECDY) —F~v v THLOY VELE
Lic AR, DAL SBEOEREZERL, ZoBREOANLD 23 2=
b= a VEYEBIZELDTEh 1.

EDX5, VAEIBECOWTD2: 2=y~ a VRRRTT, ¥
REBWCHEELL L2 a=2r—Y a VOIRKYRZ L, E5MDX 5
itk COFESHCRbhsiihzfEcBiRs L,

@ LEHHLDD, 25 a=r—va VORNEIZHES S o\,

i, HEHKGID, BHOTERER TR L E, D
M mEBEERD E VRS THS 5. ~

@ BMEEBHOBEO—ADD, HLMhTnb. 00Xk, HE
D—=Abaia=r—YaVORhKBRRORLDIX, YALIEEER
YEHERSTBLDOD—DTHS.

® BELTBATO2I =) —v a3 VORKIFRAZRL LEIRE
bha. |

Zhit, HEEOBRLCETA2 I o= —v 3 VORKEIIHRBYT
5%. | |
@ BENzZI=br—YaV Ry bt7—7, BECYVYF AP v 2
BIROR IR TRRWEZATHEL D2 o=/~ 3 VOTRIhIER
bhTuwa. |
® RAEEORVANLDL, BLA~HTWLAS.
® DPALIEEOEBOREZVAND, PEVANERTWS.

@ HF£4 - BEHM - BE4AER© Innovative adoption score 7z £
HhEHE LR,
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% 50K

PDEDXS7, 23a=r—~Ya VORhOEERFREDOERIT I\
TRbLN:, Mg, MBEOWMWEO2EZRIS23 .28~ a3 VOifth
LIXEBEARR Y, 20k 5 hiEABERC ABBEROBEYEL TD 2 3
a=7 =Y a VORMBROhicDTH 5.
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