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Estimation of UGC Diffusion Using Late-Adopter Scale
* A. Kato (Bunkyo University)
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5. I believe resistance to innovation is entirely rational.

6. My innovation decision process is relatively long.
Skepticism

7. I approach innovations with a skeptical and cautious air.

8.1 often fear high-tech a little bit.

9.1 can be stubborn in resistance to buying new products.
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Resistance to Innovation
3. I am suspicious of agents of change (e.g. people who like change, speak
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2 9.20 4.219 . 626 . 126
3 9.05 4.353 . 619 . 130
4 9.18 4.113 . 655 .11
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Table 6: Lead-user profile!
1. In the past, I modified products myself.

2. In the past, I developed products myself.

3. In the past, I came up with new solutions for problems.

JFBLYE : Lead-user profile (inspired by von Hippel, 1986)
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