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Impact of the Structure of Relationship Network on the Farmers” Willingness

to Adopt Low — Carbon Agricultural Technologies

HU Baoling
(School of Business ,Qingdao Technological University , Qingdao 266520 ,China)

Abstract: The paper proposes the relations among the structural characteristic of relationship network , the perceived ease of use, the

perceived usefulness and farmerswillingness to adopt low — carbon agricultural technology, and uses multiple regression to explore that

the perceived usefulness plays a media role between structure characteristic of relationship network and farmers”adoption — willingness.

The results show that: (1) the perceived usefulness is the critical psychological factor affecting farmers adoption — willingness; (2) the

structure characteristic of network ( network centrality and network density) is the key external factor affecting farmers” adoption — will-

ingness; (3) the perceived usefulness plays a partial mediating role between Structure characteristic of network and farmers”adoption —

willingness.

Key Words: Relationship network ; Low — carbon agricultural technology ; Adoption — willingness ; Perceived usefulness
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