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Abstract

This article was based on a field study in
which | use the questionnaire distributed to
some Algerian enterprise, in order to examine
the relationship between innovation and
performance and see whether environmental
factors play role in moderating the
relationship  between innovation  and
performance, also adopted the method of
least squares method of partial (PLS) to the
test various hypotheses, where the results
confirmed the existence of a negative
innovation  and

relationship  between

performance, While the majority of
environmental factors (intensity of
competition, turbulence technology) are all
achieved statistically significant positive value
to moderate the relationship between
innovation and performance.

KEYWORDS: innovation, performance,
intensity of competition, partial least squares
method.
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2.3278
competition 5 0.736399 0.5401076 0.767106 2.2463
1.2241
technologie 2 0.681855 0.702122 0.758180 1.3265
0.6735
com*innovation 55 0.978761 0.669012 0.979849 16.8680
14.0421
techno*innovation 22 0.965544 0.5330301 0.812803 7.7091
6.0149
performance 8 0.922499 0.669012 0.935938 5.1943
1.4071
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Variables manifestes monofactorielles / 1) :
Variables | innovation | Performance Competition Technologie
innov_1 0.8380 0.5052 -0.2697 -0.1004
innov_2 0.5788 0.5151 0.3713 0.0480
innov_3 -0.3160 -0.3002 -0.7252 -0.2250
innov_4 0.4520 -0.0229 -0.1608 0.0480
innov_5 0.3133 0.2404 -0.2786 -0.6078
innov_6 0.1102 -0.2246 -0.5743 -0.2631
innov_7 0.9474 0.5362 -0.1047 -0.1535
innov_8 0.7613 0.7254 0.2635 -0.3312
innov_9 0.8231 0.5713 0.1497 -0.2061
innov_10 0.4225 0.4252 -0.1204 -0.6140
innov_11 0.8279 0.4702 -0.0099 -0.3022
per g 0.7716 0.7553 0.4378 -0.1004
per_sg 0.3748 0.7357 0.6459 -0.1917
per_roi 0.3517 0.8297 0.4635 -0.7044
per roa 0.5531 0.8156 0.1796 -0.7085
per_produ 0.8935 0.8639 0.3695 -0.4747
per_sat 0.8484 0.8185 0.4333 -0.6189
per_parm 0.2431 0.7983 0.7184 -0.6794
per_gener 0.7526 0.8153 0.5984 -0.4805
comp 1 -0.3047 0.0462 0.2561 -0.3257
comp_2 0.0258 -0.0402 -0.0615 -0.0442
comp_3 -0.4343 0.0643 0.5641 -0.1535
comp 4 0.2432 0.6213 0.9818 -0.2151
comp_5 0.2163 0.0322 0.4764 0.3651
techno_1 -0.3010 -0.6280 -0.2147 1.0000
techno 2 0.0654 -0.0026 0.0839 -0.3228

(Cross-loadings yAsahliiall cuilauiill &5 1(2) a8 J sl
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DAadl(F) dal 1)k @lldg lua 2ana oo Lagas z3sadll 12a
.86.370 M a1 yas Al

R? (performance / 1) :
R? F
0.9977 | 86.3708
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‘ i) s 3-2-3
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Gsiue e Jil 25 0.0234 o sli(innovation) Sy
& Aglan) Ao A1 ) e (b L% 5 A sinall
aly (81 1,65 e ST (<) dad O ax IS el
S o e it A (Y da dl) g il Al
(i ol oY) Uy i

Pr>F
0.0315

igRsell) dallas 325 2-2-3
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Jsall PR s 4l Cua (GOF) e Gk e s
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.0.998850.8472 () say 1 )35 lan Al yo

COllae JS0 datl) 3 sl cany (A el (ady Led L
DAY 5 <0.8463 sy 1ty Ll adi e sed il
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Qualité de I'ajustement (GoF) (1) :
GoF

Absolu 0.8543

Relatif 0.8463

Modéle externe 0.8472

Modeéle interne 0.9988

bl 73 50 B2 ganilis 1(3) ol sl
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Can oaiag B aghaiill ooy SISV G AR 8 Jas
Ll 3 ) Saall A8 L Lulag) Jaas didlial) 305 () peaatl
O Whian) Sl &5 G ((3) dpcaldll Jsf wi Y g
DSV G A 8 L) Jamy sl Qs
OV

bl osad Jeadll wie gady Lad U
Y] ae dglias) AYs 41 Ly 568 (com*innovation)
o al (25 0.0196 (ssbs Dllaa¥) dadll a5 Cas
1.65 (e 81 (25 41768 (sl (2 (2) 4ads %5
ddlidl sad of e gan ) Agll) dua @l G il

()l uaial) e il puaciall Calisal Labs Y1 Cilalas (5) @l Jsaal)

Path coefficients (performance / 1) :
Variable latente Valeur Erreur T Pr> |t
standard
innovation -0,1303 0,2808 -2,4641 0,0234
competition 0,3663 0,0564 6,4891 0,0473
technologie 0,0218 0,2961 0,0737 0,9532
com*innovation 0,4756 0,1139 41768 0,0196
techno*innovation 0,5430 0,4976 1,9912 0,0422
A Aalaally ¢ 1oV ae <l puiiall Caline A8Me il LiSay (5) a8 sl ) ol
Equation du
modele :
performance = -

0.13030%innovation+0.36627*competition+0.02182*technologie+0.47557*com*innovation+0.54304
*techno*innovation

1Y) 8l il S Aaalie Jia (2) B I3 Y i

Impact et contribution des variables pour performance

0,6

04 +

0,2 +

Path coefficients

com*innovation techno*innovation

competition

technologie

-0,2

Variable latente

| M Path coefficient |

Y el il Calide il 2(2) 8 JSall

Evelyn ),( Tsai and Hsu, 2014)c:aYlialilalasy) EOEUR
Gp A ady Leé Ll (Garcia-Zamora, 2013 Al Jal gall S Lo 13) A8 pral Uiy Vs M g 52 Jl) 2ie
e Jeamaidll Zagill o e sl ald V)5 Sy O S Al elal 5 ISEY) s ARl Jpasd )50 Caals
Syl oda 85 oY) e Wla i W) ol JsE Jlatialgle Jsanll & st Js
,i‘ GED G 3¢ bl B s sall DAY 5 ciladlll al EYLe S(PLS) A ol jraalliley salldd, sl sl
OF s 1w 058 Ly Zlll G2 sall a3 DS G A8l diaad G Lnla 58 Al el pall) J s

b lenind ) A8kl iy Q& Y Ay el Gl ki) ol ilad el s o Ga el
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