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Social norms: An unnegligible influencing factor
in agricultural technology adoption

XIE Fang', XU Zhiwen"?

(1. School of Industry and Business Administration, Tongling College, Tongling 244000;
2. School of Economics and Management, Northwest A & F University, Yangling 712100)

Abstract: Among numerous influencing factors in agricultural technology adoption, social norms are always an
negligible one. Based on the introduction of this element, a technology adoption theory model is constructed, and
related hypothesis is put forward. Through empirical study, it is found that as a value to guide the farmers’ actions,
social norms, together with a number of other factors, affect the farmers’ decision on technology adoption. Old social
norms on traditional techniques impede the diffusion of new technologies; instead, new social norms on new technology
are an important driver of technology diffusion. With the support of these conclusions, some recommendations are
proposed, such as expanding the farmers’ social network and reinventing new rural social norms.
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