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Abstract

Diffusion of innovations and new technologies in rural societies is a necessary previous
notice for the rural development, because the influence of technological innovation is an
indicator of modern economic development and its social innovation makes effective
factors on development of social and economic structures. Different factors are
influenced on the people adoption process, such as, characteristics of innovation. Rogers
based on the traditional method of adoption said that, there are five characteristics for
the innovation and he believed that these characteristics had an important role on the
adoption process of innovation. The aim of this research is the checking of innovation
influence on adoption with the use of meta-analysis method. This research was
performed of 40 articles concerned with innovation characteristics and their relationship
to innovation adoption and the effect size of mentioned articles were examined. Result
showed that based on achieved 63 effect sizes, there are positive relations between the
innovation characteristics and adoption process. But three innovation characteristics
(compatibility, observe ability, relative advantage) had the most consistent significant
relationship to innovation adoption.

Key Words: adoption, innovation, meta-analysis, effect size, technology
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