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Environmental Innovation Motivation, Innovation Strategy and Firms Economic
Performance : an Empirical Analysis Based on 238 Companies

Bian Yali
(ZhengZhou Institute of Aeronautical Industry Management, Zhengzhou 450015, China)

Abstract : Environmental innovation motivation which can be divided into three categories: government environmental regu-
lation, stakeholder pressures and managerial environmental concerns. Based on 238 chemical and material companies, u-
sing Structural Equation Modeling, empirical results show that adoption of environmental innovation strategy is positively
related to firms economic performance, the adoption of an environmental innovation strategy is only driven by managerial
environmental concerns, however, environmental regulation is negatively related to the adoption of environmental innova-
tion strategy, the relevance between stakeholder pressure and environmental innovation strategy is not significant,

Key Words: Environmental Regulation; Environmental Innovation Strategy; Stakeholder Pressure; Managerial Environ-

mental Concern; Porter Hypothesis



