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Abstract The present study of the diffusion process of "weed killer" PCP is a part of a series of study

conducted by the writers in an attempt to develop a general theory of diffusion process from the
point of view of communication science. For the past twelve years, the writers have been involved
studies of the diffusion process of innovation in various rural communities of Japan, and these
studies have been directed toward elucidating the following three questions, which the writers feel
to be most important in developing a general theory. 1. To what extent factors of diffusion found in
studies conducted in foreign countries, can be applied to diffusion process of innovation within
Japanese rural communities. 2. What is the basis for certain factors to be applicable to the
diffusion process of innovation within Japanese rural community and for the others to be not
applicable. 3. What is the impact of diffused innovation upon the social system. Some of the
studies conducted by the writers and prominent results of each study can be seen in the following.
1. CHRYSANTHEMUM CULTIVATION : The rate of diffusion process was dependent upon the
amount and effect of mutual communication among relatives and neighbors. 2. GENTIAN
CULTIVATION: The rate of diffusion process was dependent upon the influence of the local
political leader in rationally promoting the innovation. 3. WEED KILLER 2,4-D, PCP: The rate of
diffusion process was dependent upon the activities of change agents. 4. DURABLE
CONSUMPTION GOODS (TV set and others): The rate of diffusion process was dependent upon
the promotional activities of salesmen and manufacturers. 5. CHIKUMA (improved breed of rice):
The rate of diffusion was influenced by agricultural crisis, namely agricultural damage resulting
from cold weather. 6. MEMBERSHIP AFFILIATION WITH A NEW RELIGION : The rate of diffusion
was dependent upon the promotional activities of marginal farmers employed in the nearby city. 7.
SMALL SIZE FARM TRACTORS: The rate of diffusion was influenced by the low-interest
government loan given to each farmer for the purchase of tractors. In this present study, the
diffusion process of weed killer, known by the name of PCP., was investigated. The study was
conducted in a small rural community of 146 households by the name of Minami Majino village
which is located in Konami-Ku, Suwa-city, Nagano Pref., Japan, and the primary aim of this study
was to test the applicability of various hypotheses of diffusion process developed by various
foreign sociologist to the diffusion process of PCP in Minami Majino. The following hypotheses
derived from studies of diffusion process in various foreign countries were tested in Minami Majino
village. Hypothesis 1-1. Impersonal information sources are most important at the awareness
stage. 1-2. and personal sources are most important at the Hypothesis 2. evaluation stage in the
Adoption Process. Cosmopolite information sources are most important at the awareness stage,
and Localite information sources are most important at the evaluation stage. Hypothesis 3.
Impersonal sources of information are more important than personal sources for relatively earlier
adopters of innovations than for later adopters. Hypothesis 4. Cosmopolite sources of information
are more important than Localite sources for relatively earlier adopters of innovations than later
adopters. Hypothesis 5. The first individuals to adopt innovations require a shorter adoption period
than do relatively later adopters. Hypothesis 6. The awareness-to-trial period is longer than the trial
to-adoption period. Hypothesis 7. The awareness-to-trial period is shorter for relatively earlier
adopters than later adopters. Hypothesis 8. The trial-to-adoption period is longer for relatively
earlier adopters than for later adopters. Hypothesis 9. Adopter distributions follow a bell-shaped
curve over time and approach normality. Hypothesis 10. Awareness proceeds at a more rapid rate
than does adoption. Hypothesis 11-1. Earlier adopters are younger in age than later adopters.
11-2. Earlier adopters have higher social status than later adopters. 11-3. Earlier adopters have a
more favorable financial position than later adopters. 11-4. Earlier adopters have more specialized
operations than later adopters. Hypothesis 12-1. The sociometric leaders are more innovative than
followers. 12-2. Pairs of sociometricly related individuals adopt the innovation at about same time.




Of the above hypotheses, H1-2, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6 and H7 were applicable to the diffusion
process of PCP in Minami Majino village. H1-1, H8, H9, H10, H11-1, H11-2, H11-3, H11-4, H12-1
and H12-2 were not applicable. The writers have found that so many hypotheses were not
applicable to the diffusion process of PCP in Minami Majino village.
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1920 FREIRE, ARASERT 2 ERFEE ShAC Thh, BRO
EA##E (Adoption Process) &, ¥R DOEF:EMAE (Diffusion Process)
DZODGWRTE RO FIEETTD, 1/ - g v, Tuhiel
T), ) BERUIrER%EH L € & 72, B. Ryan, N.C. Gross, H.T.
Lionberger, J.H. Copp, E. M. Rogers, Van Den Ban, G. M. Beal, F.C.

- Fliegel, S. A Rahim H&13 U LT 5 BNESFELLOBMIL, &
TBROMAISE  ORBE LT &k,

R &2 0580 R R P, 1950 FRAUETH 5, H. Menzel =
E. Katz, J.S. Coleman (1957, 1959), C. Winic (1961), J.S. Coleman =
E. Katz, H. Menzel (1966) »>o5nb 5. ZOFBFcHbhlc1 /7 -
— g Vik, BEYEAZLTIHESCHEREMS LI, gE—Ko
ANO e HAE ETIREAERPTOMOERA 7 N~ a VTH T,
STk, YVAALNY v 2FEEBAL, 1 V73—t ARBIRD
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WA L2y =Yg VEOGBTE, BeOFFETss 2 —A
RELBABD, A AT A TRA=V TN AT 4 T7TEBELTC, DX
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Rk H b -7 B.S. Greenberg (1964) o Bigese, =w v & 7 O
i Ltk Zebiie D.J. Deutschmann & Orlando Fals Borda (1962)
DOHIE, HHNEV —7 Vv y FCEBBFRER © BEMER L M. L.
DeFleur & O.N. Larsen (1958) o#t9e, #el¥ B, ~A - =2 VK
Frr—7 (MEokfh) 1954) X b= . ~ADED I FORE, Bk
TIRD = o ~ADED D HieoWT O BHREE L HAES (1959) O,
FMBROEMI TO = o —ADEDL ) Hatk - AR, FHEE K
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=TT V7O FETE, JSRAMENEE R B oE v,
RECRABEMLELT, TV ZHEBLF + 7 A5 ~S0URYHET L=
Ll X 5T, ThLagfk (subculture) & 4 2 N~ g vER L 0 BEYHR
~7z 5. Graham o Bfge (1954, 1956) =, 1 , <~ x — (Innovator) ®
ka2 L W.E. Bell (1963) o#i%2, & 5\ i3 Hiir i iT e
WTHB LY 7 - £y (Trickle Down) BHOBAIIEE 23 7 o
7o C.W. King (1963) offze, EHWEATHLLR TH K EE L &=
T.S. Robertson (1967) ofgeis &&E 0D 5.

WEAC ST D E R, WEETTER Shiah oo, A=—F v
0)#% T. Hégerstrand (1953, 1967) * Lawrence Brown (1968) 1= X -
TTTDORCEEFENFRL, EETNEZL0THS. ZOWRED
FROBE—L, BRO HE 2HEEY (spatial) W@ L, WHRIEBCERL
TEREY R %, 230, BNASFOMAERRLYER L CW5H8TH 5.
FOETIY, AK (19714 1971°, 1972) WL \2%, FFERPCEBR T
BENDORAT B SL, HEIERNRS Db, HAEERRES
ZHEALTHWARTHA. ” |

IS HERPNEE ST TH, WDOBDY I V—Y gV BT LR
B L Tw 5. | .

Blho X o, BNtsZe PO REREETA /) ~—Y a2 Vi
FBREFE B ivbh T E e, EFOFRZERWT, ThETOH
Frrep Ay H. F. Lionberger (1960) & E.M. Rogers (1962) iz X -
TR, OB, BECWZS T TERHRE—BO BB LT,
E.M. Rogers & F.F. Shoemaker (1971) = X #iE, 1962 FLIRE, £
HRIOHROZ/E L ETHEEMEORUARER SN TS, T,
ERFFEOBNEADOL TR, AFWEHEALZITHHLTHD. 5D
TERFROFAEML, —ERCELh W, REAEEOREISHL
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DT ote. BRFERSIOCZOERIT 4 ) W ERNI B I, L
DMO—ERTD 2hFERD —BIETH 7. UL, 1960 FER1Is
T, FENX, BEE7C7, AV IRERBTIERFEIEFEFIH, R
Mo I BRI R e LA T E T,

DEWR, HRBBHEDOE L, BREABOE AT 2 I =r—vaV
WL LTR2D XS5y, ZO/BR, ABOTHCE T, BEEER
FOMAERELZBERTLENTE L X 5T - T & k. FE - FHib
(1967, 1967°), S78F (1968) Bz, = OMEEIHBMMUIML, 4 DL
DERFFRL, 23 2=r—va YRIEEE AL LMEMCHRETE S
ExERLCER.

T, FRBBET2bhbhoRietx BN Es L, ¥
DX h.

B—RMETI, 1/ "~ a3 VHIREDHESERCEAZINRERL T
By, BERPNIEEHROBRECID, 23 =7~ a VEIFEOHE
CXoTii, BUPTHZLTHSD. ZOBRERIE - TBI kbl A5
DE—BIEC, BENLEERECHZ 52 X 5h—E0HRKELRE S
TemBEORENRF B Z b it hdinbinw. Zhik, ¥REED
EENBEEATP LN THMERBTHS. ZORE TR, PRmEH
IStBOBRE &, MEHNAHOMOBENEEL k5.

BRI, BTREBRCELT, BARESOBHNEBDHIE, o
HEDBEHRELYIELNCTHEZETH S, b 2iE, o0&
55 5BROPGIHISTHLE—DOHE TS, TONTHEER, HEC
BT ERSTWEEENDD. LicdisT, HiteDEO AR
DA APLHEEADEREATSTCH LM IR TR b, &
DEFEZE TS, TRLhDORERER, ThthottxOHE, BHE,
HERRS YR L T2 REOTHRAOERILS 5\ IXHEE & » TR
zbhlidhiEebinw., EREEREDS S IHETHIERDO—DTH S
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DEFHFEFCERE THEL, COdS0EROOEBEZRENCH X
AT AERETHD. ZOBEETIE, BELAECKST £ 0THE
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EEROLWTHERONELXMADOTH L. ZhiL, “OoDHER B
T, TEHEROEHERFH—OBETH, NEOCHELYHMFEL, Z oDt
DB EBEYRBRT B0 TH S, ThrARKE, EREULEEDOT
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EERBEOEELEEMNHE L TR TOLIDTH 5.
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3) F& LT Change Agents (MR¥KE, BFHHEZEER) - TF
TR Shic e OKEBRER 2, 4D, PCP)

4) WHE - A VRIS TERMRESNIEE (MAHEM,
TV 255

5) AR AEERE L » TERIMEE I NTHE (KFEOWEMS
B E)

6) WHCHEE L, HE TP deviate imfiBIi b b ) — X~ X »
TERIhIEE BHEFEE~DOMA)

7)) BFO&BEEE A4 ORBITEICE T, 2 h ORFRIAED
B ol bbb TFERNERCTTALES (BB

Z DM TIE, EfEF, 3) OBEDOV T4 VA RVEIERRT 2/ -
s (PCP-Na) o FBREOWTRE T 5.

I A & 7 B

) @ & # REMIRTENVTEELEFHX (AWENEE
X)) THAH. ZOMXOBROBEEFHMITNZL, ﬁof%%ﬂkmﬁ
DT, BEFHLL T L, ABREREWT TRIRWATEREN
EEV. =A 2T 4 7O EBERELThA~D ERREL RV, FEE» BRIF
LT, TRUNMCETEIEETH - 72, T OBREFBPHREARE
HX T 5% - hEBOTREND, 2oL, Fhicl - TIErEES
RO L OBRLEYORENER L CE . —7, BERRIXY
PO ET HFEHBLNDOBE /L EIC X 5 BEROFEMIZETT thbh
7o, FREALIRFRCAER 30 LR E U v A, EROHMBEFENLH
EHRE, SDCHEHFENELZOABRIBRLTE TS, Z OMKILE
OB 2L T2 b, BROAFEARSER THIAE AL
LC&, FELOREEOHEDSN D EATERWY, K- & £
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PCP-Na 1%, HRELCOERLZOABOLEIL ICA % 0ES FHEML
PEEAEOMHCERNOHTER LS DTH .

2) #AEBE B 41488 20H8~27H (BEL, =iut PCP—
Na R ZEORHERCHET 2 HEOLDOHMch 2. BHET -EESH
DREREIH - T b i)

3 MEFZE BT, TOMROELHELYE DL IDDLRTFELY
Tieote. kT, PCP—Na O RABRKOICH LT, <bLuHEER
E2TI T, £BED PCP—Na OB BRSO TR BRI 5
SRTOBBARER L 5FEMBERIC X o, Tods, BHLUS2SEA
LA DERTOWCIBALEEE, BENeh - Bk TH
KB FERREE ] RV CHAEEO FEREL L .

) AEMNE FEEFRAEFOWEEAHEENSTHS. AL,
FENES D LREREO D, KEKREA PCP—Na oo B BkE
EFCIWBEE RERES, ERcERAOERRELZ LA, AAEOKE
B, FPROBRREZI TN CEABRROIBSEETHL T LABRIh
7z.)

5) 4 /=L a3 &L TOKBBRERYTFAIL R97A0 7
J—Jl (PCP—Na) XKHBREII LD CRESYELHESEETHS.
BEOBVE YR, FREb LTINS COfF RIS BFED—DT
55, BECHTSEMIBHETABMRC L, kKo X ERL
Twb. KEOHHE (ARBU & %75 HEH—R, BEWA~AF
et O OREE D, FRICHEARZ - AFLZEELT, £O#
Rie—HEO BT A2 7o b D ARMEOMIE RRBIE Liz b DT,
WL CRETZBENERE. 7, TA—H] IHTHL0EASHh
fo. F0%, BAEENSHEEFAIN TS EBOPHREEI MER
ShpX it BWEA 24D I3HER 25 F, BEUREETHOK
Bic k) R TEETINRALT, FOBEERPESRRAShS Lok
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stc. BRUBDZOMBELHERLEHLER L.

LHL, BEENEET BoTHEI LRI THEENIEL, £OF
BITB AL LT T -1, 0%, BRI 30 FHI Y Kk 2,4—D]
2HED g is s TMCPJ % Tk MCP) 23 %583 h, Zh DERE
FITER Y Bel. HEEFHRKERT 5 2,4—D BREH DO ERIZOWT
HAxDWEEND DD, ZOROEFLEST TWE. BEEFRIIE VT
¥Rkw Rt 12,4—D] = TMCP) 132 0RER R REEDC BRIT
HBH, RARNCIN L, fEo K THE] OFREE Hkinwv. H 34
FEI Y, KA REEDC I HFL R PCP BBAZ X Lo 7.
TPCP) XHBEAII D oM HEORELIMFIL, WHRECKT 5
BROEXYEML B30 THS. Lrl, PCP ik Bl WL CHE
WhF-TWBDTEOERLE #x 500, 79y ——1] OBFRS
stz

I /kHE%E# PCP—Na O#HEE
1) REZFOESE
PCP—Na Lt L BEERSBEFROTBYENIOFES S MILE 2—1 F
#®o—1 % BHEEFLBROXRFETOESHM L PCP—Na
BAZOESST :
WEFD 35 48 (1960 4£) 8 AHlfE
‘fﬁ R K & 20f% | 30f% | 401% | 501% | 604% | 704% | 801%

+

il

4 B K 6 23 35 48 25 7 2 146
‘ PCP-Na &% B # 5 19 27 31 16 3 0 101
R R e n [83.3%(82.6%(77.6% 64.6%(64.0%42.9%|  0%/69.2%

() ko, BRI 40 £ (1965 ) HECK T 2ESEBREY 5 FMOREL
BELELDTHL, Fhit, PCP—Na 0¥ RRIhARE Zhbh T
feDiy, WA 35 FMBELLBLTHEI, 20Kk, OB OMN - #EH
EhEbDrhb, BT, B 5 ERERLB—FK L.
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DEBHYTHS. BEEFOEHRFHINEL 50 FREBLLE L L4
BRBh, PCP—Na o FAZBL ch R USHOEERL T 575,
ERDEVE, 2ECHT EE B . B To s fed— b3 e
ThBHD, EEBIZEFARIE.

2) RBEOREHMEE
FAESEOZBROBEEMMBRIS ML BAZ D EhC oW TDOL T
1388 2—2 RICRENTWHERYTHS. EH5nbTre, HLEED
FIEEND LD &L, RCTH2 BN, 5B, 3BE, 1BRWEOIET
BB

820 %k BEAFLEFROUAREIHMO LB KT

EH 5 & PCP—Na A ERO 5
FEFT 40 42 (1965 48) Hfe

s || BH2 BR B aw s nrl

RERIERE | g 5l § TS S <7 kot |
L B R D 5 45 28 35 31 7 146
| FCP—Na 5;?'* Fi 2 ?; 14 o1 30 31 6 101
' ;%E%§§§§“%EIZSP%EI2§ 31.1% | 87.5% | 85.7% | 100% | 85.7%

B 1 BRI DN B X B THBHD, FRIIZALOBIIGKRE
Kx i sfRr, BEHETR - QW2 EIHEKT 5.
FOMDBEHET WL, PIEIPI NI Eb D> THEERZEX L
2, FhrEhogc PCP—Na # AT 2EB%RN Rit>, T35 X5 C
Bo. 52BN X O3 BRI, B s 2 BRI T, #itai T, B
ENFE~DEAIEL, FEMERIBIFD, LOLDICEFREL TE
L2 E b B hER B - T PCP—Na % Fbii i fxtpyie A 7gus
h Dk STFHEHE CBRELTWA. F 4, 5 BRI, EEMERL
EiF TS, T L AREHIHBE B L SN R <
¥ B ThHHo b PCP—Na 2 AL T3, §F5 BB
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TRoTWT BELLIIREEXBELTHENLTHS.
3) EAEICH[T BB Innovative Adoption Score
HHEEFoLERE PCP—Na LHEROMEM D Inx}o'vative Adop-

tion Score DR R 3B LM 2—1 HICHB &3 D Th Bt BHOW
EhOTHLLTWS. oz ki, MBFOFAMRERE PCP—Na o
BN &

HAEoBcB UEERbLBC Lr#EE e 5. PCP—Na 23,
WO X Db, FEMERCD > CRIFELZEIMET HIDICER LI &

BRE S T 5.
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30 /\

0F |,

]
AN
~ « ;
10

)_:“ﬁ L ' t 1 1 1 I 1
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4 REEICHTZEEMD Innovative Adoption Score
PCP—Na MR s\ 54pMo Innovative Adoption Score o

S, EEROSMHCHST, EELHEENROAD, E2—2K) T
7ci>%, Innovative Adoption Score D5 1, # 2, & § BHICI\T,
N TEbD Th . R

PCP—Na DR FABROFENEBFICHATE DD THINN,
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M EREOEAER

) EROBEAMBREICHITSERE

LB E%Y 5 o0 stages (Awareness, Interest, Evaluation, Trial,
Adoption) &4 B Z LI oWT, BROZFUELD D ETEMEL, R
F+5ThBE W HEAS D (N.CR. C. (1955), G.M. Beal, EM. Rogers
& J.M. Bohlen (1957), J.H. Copp, Maurice L. Sill r E.]J. Brown
(1958), F.B. Waisanen (1964), Robert Mason (1963, 1964)) 23 « 1tk
BRI L AR DD, FRBEADIOECHETAREOBE, =0
SERERERY E 50 TH L. FiFEHRIESY EM. Rogers & G.M. Beal
(1958), P.J. Deutschmann } Orlando Fals Borda (1962), E.M. Rogers
(1964) »izpt » ¢ Mass Medie {5#iJ5, Personal Cosmopolite {F#IF,
Personal localite {E#fE, Self w#4EL, To#EaEBEL <, PCP
-Na SF BB BT 2 EREORF 2T 5.

(@i 1] A v-3— v FAkiERIEIX awareness stage T, -V F 1
7RI evaluation stage TEHETH 5.

COWEORYOBRBRBIIL<A - AF 4 THEDA VY F LI
W~ Y F AT BRI L ¢, R 2RO A4 EET DR
TaF-ToDb, <A 27 4 7OREERERINL, £OWRE
EBEP D TRHIeS, A=V FIARBERFCR bh S AR - OEAVEERE
R CHEShitLC LIt b b, Fhik, AABREICA v ~— g
VU OFIERENDL DICA Ve Y F A TSR R L EETH B L5
ZETHB, ZDTA AT ;4 TORBIKEEEDDL, = A 254 Tk
A7 X g VROWCDERLRETIHECH Y, LM/ <~ 3
VEDWTOFERE MR T I DB T D E W 5 EBRAFIHR & B
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HBLAFREZOFBEIRZ LR LI b, BLEORBRET (1)
NV FABRFEC L B S=VFA s 2= —v g ViE, two-way
BENTRETH D720, 1/ N~ 3 VORELWLHRYEEIC LS o
L, MBBRE B0 TEBEVOIZ L. (2) A=V F . 3y
a =7 =Ya VT ATT OFEELE BRI AMBIRIE X 3 HR T EED.
T U7 fERS, BESRSLV 7>V VA . Zr— 7l tEErEs 2
T, (3) 22—V F AR EREIT S (accessibility) L EEME (credi-
bility) ZHEL T3, (4) S—VF - av a7 I 4 —F -8y 2
DRIEBTH D, T FOEMELERT D0 T ENFETES. ohb
DT ED, A=V FAERFIZA 2, X~ 3 v mental trial Z @
LHEREBDED & BHEBTHB.

E. M. Rogers, (1962) 1= X huit

ZOREORILIIROEHRIT & 5. E.A. Wilkening (1952, 1956),
E.M. Rogers & George M. Beal (1958), J.H. Copp, #* @ i (1958),
E.M. Rogess & R.L. Pitzer (1960), S. A. Rahim (1961)
L2, 8 3—1 =i PCP—Na o HABRIC KT 5 EHIEC O

31 HFEEREERITBE A=Y FUERRL A VS~V TN

ERIROEE & O it

' Information
. N Personal |Impersonal| Self DK. | Total
| stage
| Awareness stage 73(71.0%)| 28(29.09%) 101
Interest stage ' T4(77.5%)| 26(21.5%) 1(1%) 101
{ Evaluation stage 89(89.0%)|  9( 9.09%) 1( 1%)| 1(1%) 100
Trial stage * 33( 82%)| 8(18.0%) 41
| Adoption stage 60(60.5%)| 5( 5.0%){34(33.19%)| 2(2%)| 101

Total 328 77 35 4 444




WENT 4 77 ORRCBET 5 E0E

TDHDTHA. _

IhiRXBE, 1 ORBRIBOL LIS, BB T 5. HERE
Bt 5 PCP REH 0 ¥RICHc T, vA- 2747 #BLT P
CP oEHRERITIZEA LT kbhith s, ThicL <, 2ol
BEEPURERENERETHORLED D, HrDBEKCH L CFRRE
AR BRBINCIT e » oD T Awareness stage 2\ T, -3~V FiF
HFEOBEN R S vic., Evaluation stage 233 % -2 — v >V IEHREFED
HEIFEETH - .

(&5 2] =A=851 FEPEIT awareness stage T, ®—A 54 b
[E5RE 12 evaluation stage TEHETH 5. |

COAEOBRRAEIROL BN THD. I AEAT 4 MMEREL 11—
HREE S DI D BB CTH B, = —h 54 IERIEL L ORI
HOERFEL ST, 47 =¥ VOERIE—BRINCA 7 <—v 3 vORE
BHOESD, b LT TREDAL /) e g VOBAN T bR TS
FRDETHIR D BRIEZ DA ) R = g VIRER L TWin WA L 1T i
ha, £5ThHL, = AR5 4 EHRED, TOMIBRICIZFEEL KW
I N g VRODOWTOBHREAXCHORAHZ LD, LIt T,
2 AR F A b IHEREFEIL awareness stage 'CE%'C& 5., AT,
evaluation stage IZRRIZNH S BEORILEELBS LbbeT, &
DA 7R g VEFHETABRIETH S, m—0 54 MEREL, FoH:
BE ZDA7 =g VRLZOHBRTHLTCWENES D, ErD
MRS CHE LB EREMT T, LikRaT, r—254 M EHR
Jfi% evaluation stage CTEEE B0 THB. =R EHE7 1 bFREL
Z DM E, BHABII—RATH D, evaluation stage Clir —H» 54
PERFECHAN S EEERERENC LR b,

(50)
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yis 60 &
Rogers (1962) iz X hiE, T OGEOBRNITROEWRIZ X 5. Bryce

Ryan t Neal C. Gross (1943), E. A. Wilkening & %ol (1960), E.

Katz (1961).

B 3—2F =RAEETALFMEREE R —4 T4 b EREOEE S0 B

Inforrsnation .

,N Cosmopolite| Localite _Self. DXK. | Total

‘| stage

| Awareness stage 64( 63%)| 37( 37%) 101

i Interest stage 53(52.5%)| 47(46.5%) 1(1%)| 101

évaaruaﬁon.stage 46( 46%)| 52( 52%)| 1( 1%)| 1(1%)| 100 |

i Trial stage 16( 38%)| 25( 62%) 41|

Adoption stage 30( 30%)| 35(34.5%)|34(33.5%)! 2(2%) 101 |
Total 209 196 3% 4 444

B 32 R I hiE, ComBEEFTIRRNALR.

[ 3] BT AZRBEERECHENT A~V A BRREL D, 1
VA=) P VEREFERTH S.

ZOMEORBRREIIRCHDHERY THDH. WHERAENA 7 N~
s VEABECD HE, MEBHEARNOAAIRAL VLAV,
FRRERLENNTHA D,

Lictin T, 4 Vo Y FARBRENIVEREL R TS, KK
L, = hix change agents ® X 57, O AHHIT ﬂ\fb%ﬁ)ﬁ%f‘bi
T ARMERRGE, BEEL L TRIET 5B IERIR T B
—F, BEHERZREEC DA R g VOB R o T A & SR
LR ERELELCWBD TS~V FABRENERL 25,

( 51)
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Rogers (1962) iz L 1iEz OB EOBIT RO FIC X 5, Raymond.
V. Bowers (1938), Bryce Ryan & N.C. Gross (1943), E. A. Wilkening:
(1952), E. M. Rogers ¢ G.M. Beal (1958)

33 & WHRAELBRIERRAECET B~V AL
AV = FAERFEOER S DK

Adopters Earlier Adopters Later Adopters
Information Source Personal | Impersonal| Personal |Impersonal

Awareness stage 32(68%) 15(32%) 41(76%) 13(24%)
Interest stage 37(72%) 13(28%) 41(77%) 12(23%)
Evaluation stage 42(91%) 4( 9%) 46(90%) 5(10%)
Trial stage 14(82%) 3(18%) 18(81%) 4( 9%)
Adoption stage 28(94%) 2( 6%) 32(92%) 3( 9%)

Total 153(81%) 37(19%) | 178(89%) 37(11%)

W 3I3ECHDLIT, HESIIDPHKEINAEANALDNENE
25137\, Rt change agents O BE L WEREBIICE - TThH 5.

(a8 4] FIRAE IR AZBCHANT, v ~2 54 VEREFE LD =
AERTAL M EREVEETH 5.

COWMEORBMEBIIGE2 OBFLAKT, 1/ ~—>a ViZSHltt
LRBA ST BivD, FEHEAZIA 2 <~ & VIEDWTOBE L
RS AMOBFTRENLSBI 5% 272 L TH 5.

Rogers (1962) = X ¥, = O&HE © Btk o #Efseic k5. H.L.
Campbell (1959), E. M. Rogers & Rabel J. Burdge (1961, 1962)

F3—4RK, BI-1RIhiE, cof@ErTHTEANEOhL.
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5 3—4 £ FiHEREELBIERAECKT e~ 54 MERFE L
2AERT A MERFEOEEM:O LK

Adopters Earlier Adopters Later Adopters

Information Sources |Cosmopolite| Localite |Cosmopolite| Localite
Awareness stage 32(56%) 15(44%) 32(60%) 22(40%)
Interest stage , 29(65%) 18(35%) 24(46%) 29(54%)
Evaluation stage 27(61%) 19(39%) 18(36%) 33(65%)
Trial stage 8(47%) 9(53%) 7(32%) 15(68%)
Adoption stage 16(55%) 14(45%) 14(40%) 21(60%)
Total 97 (45%) 45(31%) 97(45%) | 121(55%)

(1) %%@ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁbiﬂx%rﬁ SAMVEBELLTHEIRLTW S,

100.
(%)
localite localite
41% 55%
7] MR . B s MUt
cosmopolite cosmopolite
59% 45%
0
AR R A& BRI A

B 3—1 X BIHIEEAE, REIRAED
Cosmopolite, Localite {EIIRDEIE
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BN T 477 0K BT 5868

Linl, BEEFEs PCP—Na ouROBE, AR HifsEs
OEREE SR EZ R LTl Afte, BIARcEEY 5L Tu
BT LR L - TZ OMEDIFHEE TR,

2) 2= TOHM (Adoption period)

CBARA )RV g VOFERH - Thb, 17— a2 VEERTS
FCRILD DR WEL T %, Adoption period &1, EAMA
)R g VST D, BAKES T TORETS 2.

[#f 5] MANHCET BBHEOHFTA / ~~v 2 VERSRAT?
A%, A% L ) adoption period AEMAYICHN. |

COMBEORBRREIL, HXYPEA s N—va vERIEHET S AL
IR g VER L THFBENRBEYR > T3 E Ehig, By L i
FRE it nwi Tt Thh. HOITBERNE  BIEEDOISRE
MR AR A R OA L B L, »ofiO A x XD, Z OBBFICEE
BREVTED, wdbdZ A/ X—va vERATRLWSZ LT
»H5. |

Rogers (1962) iz X hiE, = DHEORITIT R OFF2w X 5 Bryce Ryan
(1948), E. M. Rogers & M.D, Yost (1960)

& 3—5 iz, PCP—Na % 0 AEE Bz 27 Adoption Period
DEITH5.

THhILEBE, COMEYEHETIERAR O, B 31 FEHA
FH IOEM 34 FERAZY, BREZWOIMFELHLHTHHLLE%R
BMIRUTOAETHS. L it change agents OFE N H >l
55rTHD. L1 IV(3) Adopter Categories D3 EH D &L 4AEEERLH
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3.0 &£

ZoEm b T\ 32, BEEZOBRRGKELPRREL THETE
DWENTRHE IR T5,

[48 6] Awareness—Trial ¥ = o #ifiz Trial—Adoption o HifS X

D&

S OWEEOBRESRET trial BRTRIIFOEENEEB S OB THEND
S s, READBEREN awareness—trial @ B RIE IR A5

WEWS Z ETHD.
Rogers (1962) & X i,

(1942), G.M. Beal & E.M. Rogers (1960)
L]

& 3—6 3= Awareness—Trial & Trial—Adoption

CoOEIIkOWRIC X 5. Neal C. Gross

Awareness ——1.5 &8 — Trial -— 1.3 £ — Adoption

85 3—6 Fic LT, Awareness—Trial (3 Trial-—Adoption X' 0.2
FERELLCOMEYRET AN 0.2 FREHLDTEETH 5.
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BT 4577 ORI BT 5w

(% 7] Awareness 725 Trial %Oz, RHRAE OH2HI
FRELDE.

OMEORBRBIRTERAEZEL A/ N~ 2 VEELERED, &b
~NDOEILAP I Tod, BPFEAE I VLR trial 275 L EL bR
A ETHAH. D Awareness—Trial F o BRI B EEBZE T
NTHEGE S HENKRILT 5.

Rogers (1962) iz X +uE, zowmBEoR ik N.C. Gross (1942) iz X 5.

CépiE 8] Trial—Adoption % Cco AL, BIHIFRAZO W ERLEAE
L hEuL.

Z OMBOBERGME, BRAZ T OB TRICEAT L AE
ThHHICD, BFRIEBELT, FEERIVA27%2ME5 DT trial OFEROBET
HEBBCE IR D LDHRBIENEVWIZETHS.

Rogers (1962) iz X+, ZopEOKITIL Bryce Ryan (1948) o o

gerc X A,
Aw T Ad
AR E 1.34 (56.5% 1.04E (43.5%
(i85, a2 (66.5%) HE (43.5%)
) \ ’ s
) \ ~
#HIRBE 1.64E (50%) 1.64 (50%)
(234) '
B 3—2 X WKU' BRI E > Awareness~Trial &
Trial~Adoption

CH 32 RTHET LHESERET AL, MIERERRERAE X
hEHARI D 5 Bz awareness 2 5 trial ¥ CTRED L5 7 IR L

(156 )



T & 60 E

7. L LS XL Lish w7z, ZOBEEA / N~ o VBRI
THOARXCHEINIY A7 EHHRAZ L D SR IIRAZC A& -
Tl tieRDdbh 2. trial BERELFEEINCH S L, B 36 FER
ABEEDEL, ROT3ITE, B FLETwBIlbbLAT
W3 X o PCP R T 52> T, Pfis X OREHRAEZED PCP {#
RTGECOWCTCOERRIRELHEAFTEORBELD, HFLL PCP of
ENEFAI N 7e b, e PCP 0FED 5 b INEN D ED .
BHFERELIZOLX > REEFBROBOF TCERREL T -ToZ 21T
B, TRETERACH LU CEEREE D, L - ¢ Trial—Adoption
DMV HAZE I VLB LD TH 5.

IV TR oEmEE

D ¥ R B #%
[ 9] BLWRAELCRNT, T4 73~ 3 vOEREIT —Bc T8
SRR AT v mERRE I T\5. G, Tarde (1904) (3% % D
HETx EAR - KR - THERE (Zhid Bell shaped curve #HEL T
WHXIRRLB.) EWITETRLZ, H5VE B PLenhic
TTHD, DOTEARCLC—BCMEINIETEADR, REBIT
ETXBEORP L0 ED, TORBEY BLALALOVWI EET 3] (T
MZIERI O RREH MR S shaped curve ZFELTCW5 X5 1cR %
5) EWAEBRTRELZTWS. FLT, COX5HERMEIETSEA
LAAER B OEAN BRI L LS L L. LA T, RS, —K
CEHRS LY 2 3 2 L1372 ) BREESZEEOEHELRVGH L
RERNEETH D,

LR NAERS AL 228 2ROV TIRERNESR L Ltk
NTWBHDTH DA, BHEEZ T E. M. Rogers (1962) 238X T\
v () SEEOER Lk B RLGER S (2) HEIER
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25 2 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 31 35 36 37 38 39 40 4l
# 4—1 [ PCP BEH OB XEH G

HEMNLOREANT bR TV ARLT LTS Tikiev. BESFCE
% PCP—Na FREH D E KT\,

CORMBEBRFLTCHBE, #
4—1 FemIhtnwad X o, BH36 F£4ix & AT, BRI 35 F LB
37 Fre—~27RREbh, TOMEY TRTAIHHERZ Abhizwvw. Zhe

AR ERZHOERMR RALChE2WUBRSLIFATWER) &b
bhil, HEEFORENE CE

LT\, FEH - Fil (19679 O b
AEDBIZOERMBITAMA N URERERTLOTHES. H 4—1 K
D 2,4-D OBEFHED CHICENbDTHS. DAL SREDHE, A
WERBILURBELT, #REhHDY) —F—L 7 207 =BT, 22D

A~ TR R L CEA L EBNHBEL TS, LEL—HT, IE
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T ¥ Fe0E

ROHHOBELFHT HEALFOURMR I HEETAE CRAL

TW5, Eﬁ&ﬁ?@&f‘ & 4—2 |/), Frevav (8 43 K), 7R
vHA (B 4—4 lﬁ) MENLSTHD., WMATMWCER L IHEMITIE
SIS 2 38 b DS\, & 5T PCP—Na o HE s, —o
DY~ %BRL, EYEE LR B Ey LR o0ERHHN &

30

10

4
7
N 1] \ \/ [}
[sa]

e 25 % 2 % % % o 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39
42 B BREEBROEREEH#R
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40

30+

2

10

Ve 226 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 3B 39
A3 FrvEvavoXRERig

L
i

O ER IR L DA B L TRA L TA X 5. FEREOEMNTEI~
ORLEHRIL, 1 7<= 2 VO¥RBBITHIRE SO A « OBTERR
AENEED—ED N —VERIERE—VvERETHI LD, 20D
RE—vEANADOE - BRENREE L OBRIE, E.M. Rogers (1962) #
J. M. Bohlen, C. Milton Coughenour, H. F. Lionberger & E.M. Rogers
Chdb I EHIRTWELDTHS. FAEZEOLS - BFAEME L
EHIE L OB —EOMBERSS Y, ThOHE - BFSECE L
TERLENDHED, —EDFMEEFD, LOTHD L -V R—EDE
&%ﬁ%%<&v5:&@%%.:@ﬁﬁb&?é&,%@ﬁém@%@
Adopters Categories i % B 1 % X 5 ik, Rogers LB &MICHi o
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Adopter Categories & D TERL - BELZF - TWEINLBLTHS.
MHEERE 2Tt E.M. Rogers (1962) w2t L\ 2y, BB HE
TERASRC L - ¢, ERMBPERSMCESSENTHEINS B, &
DEE»LTHE, PCP—NanFERi: I 1) THNTHS X 5 HEAB
BREITD2ENRBERFLELD TP ROENRBEER TH - T, HWEDHE
HEEIGR R LN -1 bTH B LEL bR, OERERE L Ol
ERNTRFELTAD L, BEEFCR O THEBMOYERICIER S ME D
ERBBEALIELIEA DRSS, BEAEROLRIC S\ CXERSHE
izt AR o, GRAMARBROEEY B L T HENLY
ZBOMIIC L - TERIMTIebh B REDBE 1IN TH S )

IDZERE ST, 47— a VOWBER X - TERIRIIRL - T

50 -

30F

20 F

* / ‘
& , il \
#

/252627282930’313233343536373839
BN

A4 FesviAOERERME
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EHERT7T AT 7T OERCETAESE

Bbh sz tadnbhbsh, BEEEMIEROERICEKR
DBHVERD, LI > TEELERORARELOTREL R Z Tt h
n, RCBEALE ADERYEERR RS- TW 5884, PCP—Na
DER L = OB TR, BBF 35 FIFTOR B OF BRI B 36
FEORBIER LU CRELEELLITDLLAEELLNS., T7ebb, Rl
BHEZEOFI, ERHAFERZMEZ ARSI lod T KBNDEERE
DEFKERMEE LTI v =R - 7 » 7 SHERHEOBE T2
BRI EN T, BELTOBRES R Icl-or, B 36 FEFHEZ T
L BLieDTHo. B 36 FERMELEM 37 FERAE I - £
FHCR CEBE LR > T 525, HEXRRENEER L XIBMT T
X TERAFEDEREBTREDCI L IORTRALT R TCAE
Thole. TOXHR, EREBETL, 1/ _X—Ya VvOWE, 23.=%
~Va VIRRC L o TR - THLLNTL 5D TH 5.

2) Awareness Q¥R DEE L Adoption DERDFEE

C4fd 10] E.M. Rogers (1962) = X #i¥, MAwareness D& it Adop-
tion DR ROEIEHEL CEAETH S .1 ik Mass media iz X 5
BSRY, JAEE7ciEE A Awereness stage i\~ TiEd i< B %, Adop-
tion stage 1\ Tk Mass media OBEE DI LTHBE N
T3, PCP—Na oBH1E 45 BRI hTtwb ki owm@Ey
FET AEAN B bR 013 Adoption stage 1z ds\ T & FKEIz Aware-
ness stage "¢ mass media DX nFHAD7 L, H -V FAFRE
PENTH-IehbThs. [T (1) 28]

3) Adopter Categories OFR
{7 N g VAR S EARh, ERTAE, SOX3kAx
ERACEREL, EREDISCER LT h 2 RAZ L IXBEEWR
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Cumulative
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R

24
R

# 4—5 X Awareness DK & Adoption 0T D X
BWTCEETHS. E.M. Rogers (1958, 1959, 1962) 1. Innovative 3>
%, Adopter Categorization 277\ T FHDOEEN T v 7 » 4 L%
WT\W B, IR /N =2 =0Tk, T.S. Robertson (1967) 2383 1
TBY, BREY, BE®, ~~r 74 VI/REDHFE TR EE
W Tlehb T\ %. Rogers HLOEESR) 7w 7 » 4 i G. Tarde (1904),
G. Simmel (1904) 72 £z X o CER S h, HHROEGTERE LCERSH
7z Trickle Down OBEB/MEELF-> T 5. ZOFr7 >4 1% C M.
Coughnour (1960), R. E. Frank ¢ William, F. Massy (1963), H. Menzel,
E. Katz & J. Coleman (1957) 2 X0 X o CTHFEEIRTWHAS. LHL,
TmMemwnE%ﬁ(lWl&gﬂ%@hﬁmlof,%%%%Eﬁ
%iahfmélém,KEHSB@E@%fﬁ774wé,&%ﬁﬁ%
AR L OBECRASHILNENS 5. RATBATICKHL SR
25, PCP—Na %% o Adopter Categories ##%254 %, PCP—Na %
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# 4—1 3% A composite picture

of adopter categories

o B BE [ @K | F[EE[ER 3
17 Bl Re | Bm e | T &
= | % fm bt | ah B3
7 =5 | F
5 i E EE A | EHD | BD %
mEfs1eE| ZE HEADAxED
(19564F.) ey friendship relation
5 H 0 bRomusHBRamo0s| 47 | 43 | 27 | REETH DAY —
N=1 | }/HE H ey FITE WD
WEFIs4sE| E KO A A L OS
(195948)| -E& BIAIL & dosb TA e
BB o E | sm 0 46 | 23.5| 19 |, V—R—v T
N=2 | &% KL
iob]
WEFn354E| B HEDA % & D4
(1960%)! ... WRLEETH D)
B B #Z| BF sRopodsRomek 46.5) 52.1) 35.4 0 —~&x—> T b %
N=27 i HDTE
piR [
FEFn3ede| DR HE DA% L oté
(196148)] BRI, ©OHE
H A # RE RIM0THAREIM02%5 38.4 60.6] 48 |V —F—v y T
N=17 @‘%‘\l\
i)
FEFng74E| MhE HEOAx LD
(1962%F)| ' friendship relation
5 A 2| M 6Rsml0B AR IEIsHE 46.1] 44 | 34.213% s, U~ A
N=29 - Yy T IR HLHE
mEAn3ssE| EA SO A 2 L D
(196342)| -L#& gigzﬂldship relation
[k B | TR \6ReMO0sH AR A0S 48.6) 49.2] 36.9| XEETH HAY —
N=14 | &4 | By F3ReRd
gLl %R
EAnsosg| M RO A% L Diks
(1964$) | SN AN =T A
W | | A WRomoeos 2 57.3] 46.90 28.1/<, Ve— ey 7
| V=10 RH HRE
sy S A DA % & D2
(19654)| B A7, U —
ﬁNﬁﬁ 1% W 5RSHA26:(3E8HIL0% 69 | 33 9 {E — e T ET
- L\
Q)]
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E % B 60 %

FAFEANC oMY BALE 4—1 ED X5k D,
(1) Bm3EERAE |
COFEEORMAET, FEPH, KEEES N L AR
WEACHDE 2 5. BIFELIEVFE TR BENDEEELD
BLERTERUMER ST, 2D X5k, BBOBIKRER,D
PCP BREF O LB I3h, REBREBELL, HEEIRXRE, FH
FED L CAMLTRERITEHATE I EE L T, LD DHE
REIEENTTRRTH 7. Ll Z0BHAZ D 2« DEE R X BRI
BRZET, FENEC D BEEREIMEIhBEDAO AT CHETC
EBRFHBIGEEL TS, L 2,4-D BEH L —BLcREL V52
L EEALT VBRI TUL.
(2) FEFN34 FEHRAE
CORBEORAEZIFEE M, KEERS DT R, BIHAK
WADEL DG HEKEL TbB., FOID, OB TH D s bFR
REBRBRL e, BHIC X ARECEBIREF-T, PCP X 28(F
OB ILICEDERRE LT, PCP ofh & i Qi on T BiiffsEE O
FEEL, Y IbTHALL. BRIBSTHHBETNELDOTH .
(3) BEFN35FERAE
FAFA 35 SEEE R A 2 R b, KEEEC W T o SPEER T,
BREAEBORALA R 0ITR-Tw5, V—&—Yy 7HEL, HEY
BR. AR, REL o CEHELE2, EBALEAOKER
HBEL, trial 2T BT - T 5.
(4) FEF036ERERAE o
COFEZIIEREH, KEEEE DS, EXMEE L, BERBOLILA
BTHD, BEAS /-y vORBLIEHNTHS. BAXEETSH -
fo s, BIFEEIME~DBRR LT - Ticicdd « DR FHBEICART
DI LI Hh X M LR L.
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BEHWNT AT 7 OURRET 2HEBE

(5) PEF37 FEEHRRAE
BRI 36 FERAZ LEUEETHS.

(6) BBRFN3BEERAE
FEH, KEERESBRATEECHLTRRTHLS. PCP O

R EIBZENMESREECEYORBTIERELRIEI R E H) TEAT

W5 BRABELRIEERET, B LRIk AL TERATSA

PoTh3,

(6) HEFN39 FEHHE
REEHH, KEEERD . SoSTHEM 3L E, M4 FEERAELR

CTChs0, BRARBEREIRBHT, EHc X sBRECERNT, Ak

Lo T s T b, WoXEgo A PCP 2 AT I E-TL S

R AR S B - 1.

(7) BRI EERRE
COFEOCHRAEZIBMIEERAZ LA CEEERD.
BRHEENCHRIRRZORESCHARBERNED LY TH B, B

DN EBERN T 7 s 40 E —F L. PCP—Na ¥R H41c —3

Ligds »7cDit, BELRFEEOFEMESCHIENL, k& v 5 REHE

BE, ToRTD PCP—Na OEWRNT 2 ) i LB > Tl bT

BH55.

4) ERBREIFAM) Y, V=32

%&ﬁ%m%ﬁéyvﬁ%va??%@ﬁﬂkm:O@%%ﬁbé;
BV VA A YV IRE - THIE S RICARBIRA S 2 N> 5 VO
RELACY, HIELAO TN EERTHH T &, B, T/
NV g VERRBTAEEN 2 a2 ~Ya vV Xy bV ~2Th%
LETHD., ZTTIE, MBLCPWTEETS, Y YF AV TH
DRIABBERIEA 7 N~ o VvORRNERBZIRET 2ERTHZ L L
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s 4—6 [ sociometric relation & R FI4EEE
(friendship)

R B B B A=56=30.4%
WIRBE DTN N=67=36.4%
WIRBE DT E=61=33.2%

“7‘:0)03:, H. Menzel, E. Katz & J. S. Coleman (1957, 1959) #ix U &
BEHLSZE BT LREMETHE. OWERRET B i H Menzel
LOFEEREER @ friendship @ discussion partnership @ adviser-
ship & 2WT Y vF+ 2 + U v 2EBETe - .

LA—6X, B4—TH, HA4-SRIIBEEFLERRDOY ¥4 21V vy
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EFRNT A 77 OERET MR

7B 5%, PCP—Na HEAZRLCo IR, #HERO BFEE PCP—
Na oHAFEEZ RS TR D THA. D sociometric relation 13 C..
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A Study of the Diffusion Process of Innovation
in a Japanese Rural Community

——A Case Study of the Diffusion of a New Paddy
- Field . Herbicide PCP-Na——

Yoshiyasu Uno and Shinichi Aoike

Résumé

The present study of the diffusion process of “weed killer”
PCP is a part of a series of study conducted by the writers in
an attempt to develop a general theory of diffusion process from
the point of view of communication science.

For the past twelve years, the writers have been involved
studies of the diffusion process of innovation in various rural com-
munities of Japan, and these studies have been directed toward
elucidating the following three questions, which the writers feel to
be most important in developing a general theory.

1. To what extent factors of diffusion found in studies con-
ducted in foreign countries, can be applied to diffusion process of
innovation within Japanese rural communities.

2. What is the basis for certain factors to be applicable to the
diffusion process of innovation within Japanese rural community
and for the others to be not applicable.

3. What is the impact of diffused innovation upon the social
system.

Some of the studies conducted by the writers and prominent
results of each study can be seen in the following.

1. CHRYSANTHEMUM CULTIVATION: The rate of diffusion
process was dependent upon the amount and effect of mutual com-
munication among relatives and neighbors.
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2. GENTIAN CULTIVATION: The rate of diffusion process
was dependent upon the influence of the local political leader in
rationally promoting the innovation.

3. WEED KILLER 2,4-D, PCP: The rate of diffusion process
was dependent upon the activities of change agents.

4. DURABLE CONSUMPTION GOODS (TV set and others):
The rate of diffusion process was dependent upon the promotional
activities of salesmen and manufacturers.

5. CHIKUMA (improved breed of rice): The rate of diffusion
was influenced by agricultural crisis, namely agricultural damage
resulting from cold weather.

6. MEMBERSHIP AFFILIATION WITH A NEW RELIGION:
The rate of diffusion was dependent upon the promotional activities
of marginal farmers employed in the nearby city.

7. SMALL SIZE FARM TRACTORS: The rate of diffusion
was influenced by the low-interest government loan given to each
farmer for the purchase of tractors.

In this present study, the diffusion process of weed Killer,
known by the name of PCP., was investigated. The study was
conducted in a small rural community of 146 households by the
name of Minami Majino village which is located in Konami-Ku,
Suwa-city, Nagano Pref., Japan, and the primary aim of this study
was to test the applicability of wvarious hypotheses of diffusion
process developed by various foreign sociologist to the diffusion
process of PCP in Minami Majino.

The following hypotheses derived from studies of diffusion
process in various foreign countries were tested in Minami Majino

village.

Hypothesis 1-1. Impersonal information sources are most im-
portant at the awareness stage.
1-2. and personal sources are most important at the
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Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

Hypothesis

©w

11-1.

11-2.

11-3.

11-4.

evaluation stage in the Adoption Process.
Cosmopolite information sources are miost im-
portant at the awareness stage, and Localite
information sources are most important at the
evaluation stage.

Impersonal sources of information are more
important than personal sources for relatively
earlier adopters of innovations than for later
adopters.

Cosmopolite sources of information are more im-
portant than Localite sources for relatively earlier
adopters of innovations than later adopters.

The first individuals to adopt innovations require
a shorter adoption period than do relatively later
adopters.

The awareness-to-trial period is longer than the
trial-to-adoption period. ,

The awareness-to-trial period is shorter for rela-
tively earlier adopters than later adopters.

The trial-to-adoption period is longer for rela-
tively earlier adopters than for later adopters.
Adopter distributions follow a ‘bell-shaped curve
over time and approach normality.

Awareness proceeds at a more rapid rate than
does adoption.

FEarlier adopters are younger in age than later
adopters.

Earlier adopters have higher social status than
later adopters.

Earlier adopters have a more favorable financial
position than later adopters.

Earlier adopters have more specialized operations
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than later adopters.
Hypothesis 12-1. The sociometric leaders are more innovative than
followers. '
12-2. Pairs of sociometricly related individuals adopt
the innovation at about same time.

Of the above hypotheses, H1-2, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6 and H7
-were applicable to the diffusion process of PCP in Minami Majino
village. ,

Hi-1, H8, H9, H10, H11-1, H11-2, H11-3, H11-4, H12-1 and
H12-2 were not applicable.

The writers have found that so many hypotheses were not
applicable to the diffusion process of PCP in Minami Majino

willage.
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