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Figure 1 The Influence of Resource,Dynamic Capabilities on Innovation
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Table 1 Exploratory Factor Rotation Matrix

75 A HF 1 HF2 HF3 Hr 4 HF5
DC11 A RE B FIR AT T 0.800 0.186 0.087 0.036 0.198
DC12 A e SRAR I 1) T SR A2 Ak 0.717 0.275 0.223 0.109 0.189
DC13 FRATRER I 1 i 5w 4 1 Ak 0.667 0.184 0.233 0.163 0.281
DC14 FRATRETIVEE 1A 7™ it R A A2 v L 1 ) 0.562 0.194 0.003 0.178 0. 469
DCI15 FRAT2 AL R s 28 5 T 5 0.532 0.130 0.075 0.234 0.477
DC16 FRATT 0 fn g 73 A Al SR IR 0.626 0.182 0.230 0.245 -0.019
R11 KANTER LU T &4 515 A 0.121 0. 605 0.169 0.298 0.095
R12 FATTAEAR Z I (R T A s % 38 435 (5 8. 0.223 0.547 0.457 0.038 0.132
RI13 FRATZR H A A 7 i A 75 B 2% 5 SR A DT FE 0.121 0.774 0.152 0.072 0.048
R14 A4 KA T I AR AT I ) 5% ) 0.163 0.808 0.057 0.133 0.0740
R15 FATFNBE ARLRT R TE G H A IRZ KR 0.199 0.652 0.372 0.132 0.104
DC21 FRAT S AR B R Bl il A RS TR 0.290 0.444 0.50 -0.019 0.074
DC22 FAT TR DRSNS A T G SR 55 1 0.159 0.362 0.735 0. 150 0.104
DC23 FRA AT A A PSR 5 18 k= R v AL 0.106 0.233 0.726 0. 186 0.158
DC24 FRATRES AR AR5 5T IH AR 0.154 0.259 0.756 0.109 0.220
DC25 FRATX BRI 78 Al MR 7= A AN TR 14 107 Yo SR 0.156 -0.108 0.562 0. 460 0.058
R21 FATIBAEAT L e 0.050 0.107 0.066 0.752 0.016
R22 AT AR5 B AR FE R SRR BT 0.313 -0.092 0.346 0.551 0.181
R23 AT SRS 0.360 0. 001 0.324 0.542 0.009
R24 FRAT R I A B A A A 0.145 0.257 0.139 0.634 0.129
R25 TN 53 P4 2 R 1D 0.053 0.238 0.003 0.784 0.045
1 FA A AR BT T e 32 0™ i U 55 0.257 0.288 0.094 0.067 0.722
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Table 2 Reliability and Validity Analysis

N H—E W 51
A2 . ,
T TR Cronbach’ s o

HLIB R B sh A RE S 59.09 0.8571
{5 BRI 60.975 0.8380
WIRE S GES 59.202 0.8216
N1 528 52.588 0.7734
LB 75.889 0.8398

XAl BE U i Fe AT SR 4 A, 4
B x*/df =1.8,GFI =0. 941, CFI =0. 943, RM-
SEA =0. 06 ; %} 2l & g /7 & K AT I UETE B 47
B, 45 £ 0, ' /df = 2.3, GFI = 0.83, CFI =

0.87,RMSEA =0. 076, X 5z W K 4 A {1 381 &
JEARYF o
3.5 RIEKE

AR SR SR 7 AR R A 30 B iR, 38 ) A-
MOSS. O BRAFBEATECHE 20 A o DSBS R 4005 2801
KE, x'/df } 2.520, RMSE Jy 0.08, AGFI Jy
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0. 80 Ak, 1 BRI HE 505 3L, 100 FH A BB 2 A7 25K
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H2b)  HLIE G S SR ) 5 5 IR 5 Sh A RE %)
BIBE M 3% (H3a (H3b) . X KRB, sh&RE 7R
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Table 3 Path Coefficients in Structural Equation Modeling

AR B2 AR SC R BT B AR AL Xof 7 A 15 Kb R
15 BRI HLBIR B s A RE ) 0.589*** Hla X
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AT E5ERFESPBE SIS/ ) 0.540*** Hlc I
NI EHEARGE RGBSR 0.3427%%* Hld S
5 BYEE— Bl -0.061 H2a R
NI 5 HAR G E— A -0.159 H2b R4
HLIBR S B2 Re )1 — 008 0.660* ** H3a Fa
IR A SRS 0.232* H3b T

E:"P<0.1; 7" "P<0.001,
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The relationship between enterprise resource, dynamic capabilities, and innovation

Lin Ping
(School of Management, Minjiang University, Fuzhou 350108, China)

Abstract: The relationship between dynamic capabilities and innovation is a black box. Drawing from both the resource — based
view and the dynamic capability perspective, the different roles played by a firm’ s resource stock and dynamic capabilities in the
process of firm innovation are theoretically explored and empirically examined. The electronic information enterprises in Fujian
Province are taken as research targets. Samples are collected by using questionnaire as a data collection tool. After the empirical
study on these samples by using factor analysis, structural equation model, etc, the results indicate that the resource directly af-
fect dynamic capabilities and dynamic capabilities directly affect innovation. Additionally, it is also found that the relationship
between resource stock and innovation is mediated by dynamic capabilities. That is, merely possessing well — endowed resource is
not sufficient for innovation in the hypercompetitive environment. The dynamic capability to renew and reconfigured its resources
and capabilities and align them with the changing environment is of vital importance to the firm dynamically and constantly inno-
vations.

Key words: hypercompetitive environment ; resource; dynamic capability; innovation



