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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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alacl 2o Tl SR o L) Gllis gl el 2 s ol adas A3 RE) Sle
Blsial) Clagladl) (e ASEN 2id) sle o OIS Alga dud O Lot (). Y%) Lo aals (a2l
Y clelizall GIGE i ple JC0 Ealll Jaadliy L(%V0.0) s il (el QIS Qs b el
Dsnall 13 eyl oleal) Ldsall il Cum (Al Aldi ohal) sae chle o si& dalsal )

NERLD)
badapdl) LA
o 5l) Feasl chall Blas) AN g aag ) Eejdll Zhoadl ladl &

aall Jae Gl 8 (all)) sasall (dig ) (AalSE) anydl) dlidu old e (Calllaal)
(isad) padle) (A1 Auspdl) Aasdll Jlani¥) Jubas 1(A) o dsin

Model Summary®

Adjusted R Std. Error of the
Model R R Square Square Estimate

1 .824° -679 .674 08599
a. Predictors: (Constant), saall e cilleal)
b. Dependent Variable: ¢laf dluls x5l

b ey cllaall o 5l Gu Gk gl (8 D) a5y sy (A) a8y Jaaal) dlaadle (e
Lo o Slleall e 58 O ing 3ag (R7= 0.679) sl dolas &y Gm 8 (%AY.£) s a0l
gl A eldf e & clyal) O (AT Hlae oyl Alilu eldf 3 dealal) cplall e (%1Y.9) dis
(%TV.4) Lty Gldeall o 5yl juate & il 2
(cnbd) Jalat) (AsY) duodl) dpca @l Jlasi¥) Jalai 1(8) o) Jg2a

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: ¢laf dlulu x5l
b. Predictors: (Constant), &l e cililesl)

Al 3 dilas) AN @iy s (F= 125.429) il dosad) Fodad & () o) dssall e
SEL (grina Jaradl Jlaai¥) z3gal G e Ju 13y o(+.00) e BB a5 (Sig= 0.00) dsieall (ssine
el 5,08) Alunsll) sl L) A¥s g3 A aag cadl o gan ) 1 Ee ) dedl
ad) Jae AN (B (adadl) cBagal) Algyal) AU 31y Dabs eldf o (e
(cDalaal) Jgan) (A duejdl) ducajdll Jlaasy) Julai (Y 4) ad) Jgan
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Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
(Constant) 7.983 .343 23.282 .000
pall e cibleal) -.823- 076 -.824- -10.893- -000

a. Dependent Variable: ¢laf dluls x5l
e 3 a5 (Sig= 0.00) Vs (ggine vie B zisall Jalae dugine (V1) ) Jooall miags
Adis el (ge dans Banly Bang Jlake clilead) e 5080 sl o (gl (B= .823) Liiads (+.+0)
gl Al ol e cllead) e 50l 5T ey Lo g9 ¢(.823) ke 2l

Hovaslll )l Llan) AN 53 5 sas RSN e 25l ladl &
Jas A 3 (alodll dagall (digyal) (KA 2@l dabu olaf e (Ligyall e 5,5l)

LGaal)
(isail) padle) A Lo jdl Addajdll jasiy) Julad (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), saall e 434 5l
b. Dependent Variable: slaf dluls 1)l

ehaly Lgyall o 5l G Gs3yh Jasie ol Bl 3gag e (V1) o) Jgaal) ddaadle
sle 53 G ing 1aag (RP= 0.341) yasil) Jolas s m 3 (%0A.£) lakay 2y sl bl
S bl &) (AT Bl 2yl Al ol & dealall cplal) (e (%34.1) dias Lo i A3 yal)
(%Y E.Y) Ay Aigyall o 5paidll yuatie 8 cpuaill a2yl Al ol e
(bl dala) 50 de ) il Jaat) ai 2(1Y) ) s

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: ¢laf dlulu 1)l
b. Predictors: (Constant), 8;sall e 3 ll

3 dlaa] Ao @ g (F= 29.015) by Luisdll F dad S (OY) 4y dsaad) (e gy
(yina Jaradl Jlaai) z3gai G o Ju 13y (12 00) e Q8 Lag (Sig= 0.00) Lisieall (g5ine il
i oll) 08l AStbas) AN g3 A angy sl e fan ) Al Ze ) Za ) Ji G
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) Jae AN (B (adadl) Bagal) Algyal) AUSY) 31y Boales ool o (g pal) Ao 5,a00)
(=Dbalaal) Jsan) A0 Loyal) Ll Jlaady) Julad (V) (&, Jgsa

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 5.342 .203 26.270 .000
8yl e dig yall -.257- .048 -.584- -5.387- .000

a. Dependent Variable: ¢laf dluls 1)l
(+-+0) e B a5 (Sig= 0.00) A3 (s5ie vie B z3gall Jalaa digina (V) &) Jgaall mlags
Dhie sl Alubes oI e aian Baaly Basg laia digpall Sle 8l & sl of (o (B=.257) lgiads
sl Al elal e dig ) e ol 1 i Lo sag ¢(.257)

5)ll) Aieaslll )il Lilan) AN 5 T ang RUE) Le ) Ly sl &
Jas AN G (abdll dagall (digyal) (A gl Al o e (Clagheall o 25

LGl
(g isall) padle) A5 Lo jal) Addajdll jasiy) Julad (1 £) a8y Jpaa

Model Summary®

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

a. Predictors: (Constant), sl e cilagleall
b. Dependent Variable: ¢laf dluls x5l

A ehaly clasbaall e 53l Gy Clunca calad) Bl 3say ey (V£) o) Jsaad) daadle o
Lo i Aigyall e 53l G e 1aag (R™= 0.075) ansdll debes gy cn 3 (% YV.0) lakes a0yl
sl Alide ol e 8 bl &) (AT Bl el Al ool 8 dealsd) bl a (%7.5) 4
(%V.0) dpiy Clagladll o A 8508l juaie b il paill o
(sl Jalas) AU Aol dpcall Jlaaiy) Julad 3(10) o8y Jgaa

ANOVA®
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 97 1 9v7 4.571 .037°
Residual V1.6vy 56 .Y0o
Total 1v.¢v¢ 57

a. Dependent Variable: ¢laf dluls x5l
b. Predictors: (Constant), 5,3l e claglaall

Al Y cdilas) AN @y (F= 4.571) cal daaad) Fodad & (10) &) Joaad) e ey
SEL (gsina Tanad) Jlaai¥) z3gan & e Ju 13y o (+200) e BB a5 (Sig= 0.03) dsiedl (s5ine
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el 5,3) Aiunolll c)shl Alilian] ANs g S sag i e Gan ) FEN dedl Bl Ji
) Jae @lSEN B (aududl) Bagal) Aigpal) ARCY) a1y @l Aodes eldf o (cilagleal
(cOkalaall Jgan) ALEY Ao jal) ducajdll jasi¥) o 1(V1) Al Jgan

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
(Constant) 3.852 187 20.592 .000
el e ilagleall .089 .041 275 2.138 .037

a. Dependent Variable: ¢laf dluls )5l

e JB a5 (Sig= 0.03) a¥2 (s5iue ie B zigall Jalew digine (V1) @y Jsaall mlags
3 e e Baaly Bany ltier Cilasbeall Ao 3l 3 5Ll o (o (B=.089) \giads (+.10)
sl Al elal e Glaglaall e 508l 5 Jies Lo sag ((%A.9) hazes 15l ALl
saluagilly e eH)

tAba gl Ayl il )

2yl Al ehaly Gughayla dladlae b A21A) cilelicall CilS)d (ol plaia) agng Ao
Gl Lo Al (£.Y0) sl 13 Jlaa¥) coliall higadl gl Gus Loy A2
(Y%oA0)
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s Aaaliy (£.6A) polis disia logladll o 2 5,080 ey lgaly (%9 4.VE) B
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