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oABSTRACT o

This research aimed to study the impact of logistics capabilities in its
dimensions: (operations capability, flexibility capability, information-based
capability) on supply chain performance in pharmaceutical companies in Tartous
governorate. The descriptive approach was used. In the practical side, the
questionnaire was used as the main tool for the study, that was distributed to the
responsible for supply department in these companies. To test the hypotheses, the
statistical analysis program (Spss V.25) was used, and the simple regression was
relied upon to measure the impact. The most important results were: there was a
strong positive impact of operation capability on supply chain performance, and a
medium positive impact of flexibility capability on supply chain performance, and a
weak positive impact of information-based capability on supply chain performance
in the companies under study.

Keywords: Operations Capability, Flexibility Capability, Information-based Capability,
Logistics Capabilities, Supply Chain Performance.
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Model Summary®

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Model R R Square Square Estimate
1 .824° .679 .674 .08599
a. Predictors: (Constant), Hall e cilileal)
b. Dependent Variable: ¢l dlulu a4l

Al elofy cllaad) e 5yl G (ayk fola) (68 b)) asas cly (A) A Jsaall Adaadle (e
Lo it calileadl e 5yl G iy 1aas (RP= 0.679) masill Jalas aly (m 3 (%AY.£) laiay a4l
sl Al ol it 8 bl &) (pal 8l L2l Aludu elal & dualad) il e (%71Y.9) 4iss
(%Y. q) Ay Glleal) e 5y08l) it & ) paill aii
(k) Jalad) A5Y) Aasdl) Al AU laad¥) Jidad2(9) o) o

ANOVA®
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression .878 1 .878 1vYe0.£Y9 .000°
Residual 414 56 .007
Total 1.292 57

a. Dependent Variable: &3 ilulu a5l
b. Predictors: (Constant), 3;adll e <ililesl)

Al Y (@ilas) AN @ g (F= 125.429) cal dudadl Fodad & (1) &) dsaall (e oy
S (gsina Tl Jlaail z3gan G e Jay Ny L (va00) e JE s (Sig= 0.00) Lysixa) (55
o 50) Liuasll) cuill Liban) ANs g3 sag cafl o Gan L I Lol Bmil Jas
i) Jae S b (aedl) Bagall (Adgpal) AMGY) &)l Aades plaf o (cililend)
(cbalaall Jgaa) A Aol Apdajdll jlaasy) Julasz(V+) o) Jgan

YY)



3 9eB A e g . e Sy Aldas plal | de Ko gll) eyl

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
(Constant) 7.983 .343 23.282 .000
5al) e cllaal) -.823- 076 -.824- -10.893- -000

a. Dependent Variable: ¢ 3 dlulu a4
e Ji a5 (Sig= 0.00) AN ssiue die B zisalll Jalea Lygine (V4) &) soall mlag
il 1ol e dyh Baaly aay ey cillead) e 8yl 3 5ol of 6f (B=.823) \giadis (.4 0)
sl Al ool e clleal) e syl 5 i L sag o(.823) ey a5l

Eia gl cill Kilan) AN G ang Al eyl Hoadl) sl X
Jae AN 3 (all) casal) iyl A &) A Al elal o (Lgyall e 3)al)

L)

(zisalll padle) Al Lo il A3l jdll jlasiy) Judas (V1) a8y Jsaa

Model Summary®

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 .584° 341 .330 12326

a. Predictors: (Constant), 3;adl e 434 5l
b. Dependent Variable: ¢af 4l a6l

1ol Gyl e 880 o G5k Jamnsia Gl oLl a5ns ey (1)) ) Jsaall iaaSle (e
ol 8 G i 135 (RP= 0.341) aaaall Jalaa il o 6 (%04 £) ey ) Al
o8 bl &) gl sl 2 Al ool 8 Jualal) ol e (%34.1) 4o Lo 525 45 5l
(%Y £.Y) Ay g pal) o 5paill puxia & lysall o 2yl Al olol i
(Cxhal) Jelat) Aol Ao il Apcm il Jlaai¥l Jias 3(VY) ) o

ANOVA®
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 441 1 441 29.015 .000°
Residual .851 56 .015
Total 1.292 57

a. Dependent Variable: ¢ 3 iluls a5l
b. Predictors: (Constant), 3;sll e 4 ll

3 lan) ANs @l ay (F= 29.015) il dawindl) F aad 1 (1Y) ady Jsaall (e gy
(gsinn Tapad) HaaV) z3s0 G e Ja g (00 0) e B8 a5 (Sig= 0.00) dysiall (s5ine il
Liwall il Lilas) AYs b A angy 4l e Gan S Al Ze @) Ll Ja JEN
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Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 5.342 .203 26.270 .000
saall e A5yl -.257- .048 -.584- -5.387- .000

a. Dependent Variable: ¢ 3 dlulu a4
(+++0) e B a5 (Sig= 0.00) AN s xic B z3saill Jalra dygine (VT) o) Jsaall xlas
Dy el Al elaf (e djas Basly sang laiey Ligpall e 5yl & salll of o (B= .257) \giads
sl Al elal e Dg ) e syl 1 iy Lo sag ¢(.257)

508ll) Aieaslll il Alan) ANS 5 G ang AN Lo @l Ll lsal &
e Gl 8 (alfl) asall cdigyall A 4 dl dlde ol e (Glogladdl e 4l

aadl)

(g isalll Gadle) 4l due i) Lcayll jlani¥) Jlad o(V£) ad) Jgan

Model Summary®

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 .275° .075 .059 .14603

a. Predictors: (Constant), 3l e <ilagleall
b. Dependent Variable: ¢ iluls a4l

Al elaly cilagladd) o 88l Gn Cima ol Bl dsas mdy (V€) a8y Jaaall Aaadle e
Lo i Aigpall e syl G iny 1345 (RP= 0.075) wasill el gy (s (g3 (% YV.0) Llaiey 2
apsll Al el e A bl &) al sles cap sl dludu ol & dalal) il e (%7.5) 4iss
(%V.0) Ay Glaglaal)l o A 3y0all e 4 puaill aiis
(Csbaal) o) RN Lo Lpdaill Jlasi¥) Jubad 1(10) oy Jgaa

ANOVA®
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 977 1 977 4.571 .037°
Residual V1.6vy 56 .Y0o
Total 1v.¢v¢ 57

a. Dependent Variable: &3 dlulu a4
b. Predictors: (Constant), saall e chlasleall
Al 3 Alas) AN @y g (F= 4.571) @il fauiadll F 4ad G (10) &) dsaad) (e gy
S cgsine Tl Jlaail zdgan G e Jay ey L (v200) e I ag (Sig= 0.03) Lysiea) g5
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Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
(Constant) 3.852 187 20.592 .000
5l e cilaslaall .089 .041 275 2.138 .037

a. Dependent Variable: ¢ )3 ilulu a6l

oo Ji as (Sig= 0.03) A2 ssime die B zigall Jobe dysina (V1) o) Jsaall mlasg
el e ajas Baaly Baay laiey Cilesheal e syl 3 sal3l of f (B= .089) lgiads (.1 0)
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