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Abstract

At present, with the advancement of globalization and the intensification of market competition,
traditional textile enterprises are facing increasingly severe challenges, and the traditional pro-
duction model and management methods can no longer meet the market demand and the perso-
nalized requirements of consumers. With the rapid development of science and technology, digital
technologies such as artificial intelligence, big data analytics, and the Internet of Things are pro-
foundly affecting textile companies, and digital innovation has brought great opportunities for tex-
tile companies. This study constructs a theoretical model of the utility of digital technology adop-
tion on digital innovation performance under the influence of digital dynamic capabilities, followed
by an empirical analysis based on a questionnaire survey of textile enterprises, and validates the
research hypotheses through partial least squares structural equation modeling (PLS-SEM). The
study found that digital technology adoption in textile firms has a significant positive effect on dig-
ital innovation performance and that digital dynamic capabilities play a mediating role. This study
will provide useful guidance for textile enterprises to enhance digital innovation performance in
the digital era.
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iUl R A, RN B E X AR H (1], HoAg e Rt T3 R A R Fi A
ATERERA IR L SR, Fi8AE R IR T 45 7 2 P R S5 . — 5T, S5 AT
FOREEASMIBETES: BT, AR, 95870, BEIRSERAR I Bk, BSOS K A
TIEHIE R — LG RN BAIKCF R G, SRZSEER A B MEOR, XA A4 = i FE v
FAERCRIRT « 77 i PR AR 55 . SO QUHT g7 S RSO e IR 35617 ok 1 LS. it 5]
AR, g1V B AL E s, PRI S RIS, Al Id AT DAE e K Hiths 7 ARG 7 4
7 BT RS R RL AR, R R BTt . 4T, SiUT LR I AR BIHTL )
HENE, BRSSP EGT R TG &R (95 GUT ML B A B = AT 3 it R
(2022~2024 7)), RHERUH —REBRBER GG L LI EE KR, IMPHEs g1 40T IR #
AR R B A RART S, BUFBORIBE L BT, SURTR AR AV R T, R Al W A Bl =
WHFEIZR R, BRER R BT HOARR A BT gevE R, DA BB IRl b B BT 2%, 1T sk
BLATFpsticfe. AR TLIR L, BT ISR RIEIAR . kAL MR T, XT84
M5, EREESEBCFA R R SCRAZM, 75 B OCTE X S5m0 A 2 0 RIBCH R A F8 . PRI, AR SR )
B EIEM G TR I 7%, DS a0 N AR, BE LR AR AT g5 R b v ik
QUSRI , DI NG b B A BB T R B 25 275

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2024.131007 61 HAZGIRER


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2024.131007
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

LA, Mrikan

2. SCHKERIR

B AL B3 5734 (digital innovation performance, DIP) & T & 5074k B B0 T2 A2 i s SR AN . $
FACBTE AT LN =S FE R . 28—, iR A T, SRR AT RORIEAT G138 103 72 . Dougherty A1 Dunne
(2012) A A Er A BT 2 18 30 T RO R GBI R A DL R B2 B AR G i BB L 22 [2] . S, 45
RS, RIHE IR T A= R 2% BA S AR U 08 . Yoo 25(2010) 32, B bl Bi 2 48 4L
PR AL A DT R3], B, GAME, XS TR Mg Eie.
P AT A5 (2020) 58 1 SCHEREE RS, B A AHT A FE AN [F) 32 A i i Ao A AT A TS SN, DA
B Meds kR, B 4]. BT QI ETH L, T LSS BT Sk o AR AR B
WS B AL U UL R B AR R G S S T . SRR O SR S B R B
M55 YERVE B S5 B R PRI A 26 45 R [5]. B U S8R e M B BRI B
FER IR SS R, BRI R R TR ROR 0 R SS T T IR S B R (6] Bk
B2 4 A R P i AR e ek 98 (i )3 7 QRN A 8 Mo 8 B Qs B A L 3R I AR B[ 7]«

BB T S AL BB SRR IR R AR . SR 1. fEdlE T, By BoR AT LLE
BEPE R FTIR RS T HSR IS QSRR A &, 3 n] DUE I 7R I I RS 727 S AR 45 a8 g 1) &
PESRBOR BT I ECEAGRLE8], R AL B AL R FE QT B0 B i BB Sk 5 2 B B 1)
somi. i, AT R AR B HE R SRR S, Re AR BT RS M A PR LR I
HUEBET), R TIA WS ARG R YE[9]. RN, B ARM g e AR
TR B0 [R5 M DA R B SR A R R R IR T T B B A K A I DL R R O R S
RRPE[3]. ARE T AEAAEAR(2020) 7T, L 4% I SRR o 19 250 A 0T R 0% T ) b Js A R0 A7 Ll A £
B g, mARHR 2 M5 s 5 61E, A NP g LUaER, Bk 3
B AH Gk Z 2R [10]. 74k, LAE IR 2 m L B A B Sk, Al 7 B R H R AR F1 oK
R A PR AR FIHLIE . BT R 0 32 BRI T BRI MBhasRe J1. ERORBIHEE 7, VFDy
25(2020) i@ I SIE A MR B, e SRR AL RS 70« 100 ER AR 0 AN N SR 8 R B DR H R N B 5]
Braka B R IE R [11]. M5 (2023)FE 1T AE (1T FEREBERERE 1 1T BUREYERE /1. 1T W55 4n R
BE 1) S GL A TR AL B 7 BB SO B3 B [12]. fEShARE S, 9K B AR (2022)
TER T RUERE 7D WRIKRE T\ 3 N RE ISR BAS R JITEBUF AR RS L B S 1A R 35 RS I R A1
FH[13]. RMT(2016)AF 5Tt R, ZhARE ST GBS LA IE AR [14]

gi b, WA AL AT AR A LSS REN R B HEVNX R, gigi e Sy T
WAEMXHMER. FE, HIOCTHFHARA. Brahdae ). e biFisii =5 k2N R%
WFAFEATL S, RSO TGRS I b7, AR T U 3 iF s IT R A7 A AE S 5%

3. WA

BT BARIRA SRS i — BEAE RN KRR, B QRoE ORI BT BRI 4 45
SRR BAE Iy T RBAT B L AR [15]. 56, By BORIER AT AR SR BB S 8 R HIE
SRR AR, Ak T EAL AT e AR, s 227 R A K [16] [17]. Biltn, Aalkw]
AR AT Tk ELER P SR SR S P R A0 REAL AT E 34k, AT i oo 2 7 AR A = i i i . HK, 30y
BRI AT CA e it B S 3l R AP BRI R BRA, - Al ] U IndEsf 3t 1 i 3%
SR B S A58, AT Rt SN 45 T 37 7 3K 10077 i U 55 (18] [19] il ALkl ISR R Hedle 2
TR T WA B WA AT AV AT A H SEINAT 078 2 3 SR o )i, B BORIRH]
W] DS LA G S8l R B AR M B ER, Al al BLBIHT R AR, 30 T i 4
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B UIE A FIREA[20]. Blan, ik AT DR AT SRR P AR 2 A B IR, 3 R RS 3 ELR I AR
St MBI R B SO MRS o BETER I, Wl B A DUR LA A ) B2 RERS IE 17 52 b 8%
GU[21] 0 i, BT HORBER IR T 5w B A QIR SR A B4R AL Al RAZAICR B Bk,
AWHEE R AR, DOE RARSE A W T PRI SE G ), SR AT BI T BT

BUA SCHRIRIE 7RSS R B A RE U E B, S RE S AR BUEE S I E R A
Her BRI 51 A Ak BUFTAT J e AL — € 1) BHIEAN B8 1 9S8 . B BOR R A b B A B BT 2
MIoCHE SCHE BT, A SRNIE B BREHTRE ST, RENEH Bl Zh A5 B QUHT S 5 H AR[22]
A SR Ak RAE B SSRGS K™ wh B AR, BORTT LLSRTH BT BRCR , (HEIHTRE /1S A Rt i,
AT RGBT AR ML, N “QUBTFERE” [18]0 BT AR A 2 e A A lb AU ST AR5 b o 94T
WG], AR T AV RTESI A RE IR T, 8 R SR M BOR AL A AR BEAT B e T+
MRTHAGH S0, M AT FERSE Pt 1% 20 SR 1 3l RE /I AE R BOR KA G Sk 2 TR )
IR o BRIRIT A5 (2020) BT 73R Y, AH RN B 25 BE 7 BERS 15 170 3R B 7 BOR R X7 i G137 Rl R 55 G
MIfERI[23]. 5K B RUEEE(2022) 008, B HORN AIRRRE (dem, i ST AL QUETRE 1. BGE Ik
WCEE AT et Al 3 B e 45 Bl A BE 7T WKl Alk SEBL IR AT [24] . £ ERNIR, Ry shAae ey 1
AR EH AR BRI R R BARMER, Alod i e s rshArE 1, REW 17 R I 87 1
A, MR @A SR Tk, AR R,

H1: Hr B AR L e ol B A B 51

H2: $7 BoR R IE A0 b B sh A RE -

H3: Hr sl IR Ak B A B 510

H4: BT 326 BT HAR K AR AL B H Suice [ BA A EH .

AHT TR S A 1R .

SN
H2 ’ml H3
e akae

S E AT
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" | g |
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Figure 1. Conceptual model for this study
1. ARG SREE

4. Wit
41 MIRFERIA

BT AR SCEL T ) 8 (B B AR ) B AR S 5D, DRI AR SR FH 38 T (e /> — TRV 1 45 4 7 7
B (PLS-SEM)#EAT 434, H BT 9% T PLS-SEM I8 ¢ T H AL 4% Lisrel. AMOS. Mplus. SmartPLS. R i&
5. Stata 5%, A, SmartPLS v LAELZR/INEEAKT S, T FL R LA AT [ B 25 0 R R ) Ao A s TR A4 2 (1)
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RERL, [k, ASSCESE SmartPLS fE AHET T A
4.2. TEXPR EEFTT

AT RPN TR DSOS SR S R R, SRS E WA TR AR .
FHA RN A AN G RAER, B AR ERAYIE R &, S BiRs S, X
G H AT, RAERIERFT LS. TEEREAZEREERER, 1 PREIEFEAFEE, 751K
FKAEHFR.

2% Blichfeldt 1 Faullant (2021) B 7T, 4= 3C LAKL -4 AR R HH 6 B2 (B) AN S -5 AR SR FH VAR B2 (D) M5 A4
FE 8 ANV EFH AR (DTA)EBL[25]. Horf, BrBoRRHIRERH BT 077 B HARR R
JE F B AT TP . S EE R G KEAR M = N TR Re . B M H11&E/3D 4TE1 . AR/VR
LT HEFHEARPRAEN, DR EARTG 5 AT EAE iz B HAR R IR R 44557 .

5&F Warner Fil Wager (2019)f1H 78, A SR EFBhASRE J1(DY C)RI 4 N7 BN RE J1(SEN) Hr4
SRAETI(SENREL #4058 1 (DT) S5 = AN 4EE[26]. Hrb, HepBnpe e 3 i, REREEm “&
MIAWHAR SRR AR IER” o B msRae s 3 B, AR E 1 “TATRe P P AL
FRBOEI” 5 BCFRAAE 1 EFE 2 88, AR E @ “BATREEE R A B R .

£ Fichman 25(2014) AT, ASCKEC L BIE S0 (DIP) R/ AR R AR QI HT 5% (PC) s
12 ST SR (PD) . B AL BB A S (BMI) [27]. AR BB S350 a03% 3 AN, ARzt
AE I “FRAERAR P M E AR R A =7 s B WO SR ESE 3 AN BT, AR
BHW “TRATRHBFHEASS, MR- mm8EE L , S s e susasE 3 4
I, ARRMEEE W “CBATRABFEAG, SRIEAEEEEL T HrERE” .

5. SEUESTHT
5.1. MERBETT

5.1.1. {EEKRE
F 1 RMEBT SR, BooEh“—"RBRELFHES . HE 1075, % A2 H) Cronbach’s
a KT 0.7, HHRBEER S, CREXKT 0.7, HibmEEAWNEE—2E.

Table 1. Measurement model parameter estimation table
= 1 MERBSHHITR

e —prig e Cronbach’s « CRE/VIF AVE/t 18
0 A% — —/1.050 —/2.731
HerH AR R
R TE 2 — —/1.050 —/18.915
—riaE —Hria e vl Cronbach’s a CR {H/VIF AVE/t 15
T RARe SR 0.818 0.897 0.744
S S E NI ESTEINI SR 0.806 0.896 0.742
Hr e SR 0.762 0.897 0.813
ARG S SRR 0.843 0.904 0.758
IEZ AP TR v RELNEUR e SR 0.826 0.881 0.711
AR AT SRk SRR 0.818 0.893 0.736
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5.1.2. WEHRW

WRIEL LWL A —Br B S AVE KT 0.5, BRUE A6 BoA B Mok . 4 2 52
ARG, A 2 AR, AARBRXT LT A 3 A DR s K T A S A rh A R 2 ] Y

B E, PR RS B B X R .

Table 2. Cross-loading table

F 2. MR

B
D
SEN1
SEN2
SEN3
SEI1
SEI2
SEI3
DT1
DT2
PC1
pPC2
PC3
PD1
PD2
PD3
BMI1
BMI2
BMI3

SEN
0.165
0.363
0.847
0.883
0.838
0.153
0.235
0.230
0.231
0.210
0.361
0.403
0.352
0.295
0.321
0.292
0.324
0.370
0.357

SEI
0.164
0.412
0.199
0.163
0.266
0.835
0.841
0.869
0.233
0.161
0.289
0.393
0.263
0.283
0.194
0.377
0.364
0.392
0.272

DT
0.196
0.353
0.257
0.184
0.189
0.124
0.167
0.260
0.909
0.889
0.424
0.339
0.343
0.318
0.302
0.335
0.297
0.331
0.234

PC
0.215
0.472
0.431
0.361
0.305
0.332
0.275
0.322
0.370
0.389
0.859
0.872
0.885
0.132
0.242
0.263
0.256
0.371
0.252

PD
0.206
0.364
0.369
0.264
0.269
0.265
0.290
0.296
0.371
0.293
0.198
0.255
0.203
0.881
0.844
0.857
0.172
0.279
0.235

BMI
0.178
0.358
0.354
0.350
0.347
0.306
0.316
0.397
0.321
0.285
0.289
0.356
0.257
0.177
0.214
0.294
0.869
0.889
0.810

3R ER . R 3 AL B AVE KIF 5 iREIK T 8RB Z MR R, X

BE— AW T 1706 B A B R X R

Table 3. Distinctive validity checklist (Fornell-Lacker criterion)

2 3. XM EREZR (Fornell-Lacker M)

DTA SEN SEI DT PC PD BMI
DTA — — — — — — —
SEN 0.374 0.857 — — — — —
SEI 0.417 0.245 0.849 — — — —
DT 0.373 0.246 0.221 0.899 — — —
PC 0.485 0.427 0.364 0.421 0.872 — —
PD 0.386 0.352 0.335 0.371 0.252 0.861 —

BMI 0.372 0.409 0.403 0.338 0.347 0.270 0.857

e XA BN B 2 S AT AVE R ITHE
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5.1.3. HLZ4iSHT
YR 1A%, TR A & NSRRI VIF EY/NT 5, FIASAELE B 55 0 e 28 v

5.2. LEIRBEIME T

CERBAIVE AL I H S S FEZRME ST (Inner VIF). 848 R EUMG T (045 R 3 1H)  BERLRRE 11 (R)
RT3 (qP) LA SRR 1 BE A& T 4 (GOF) o

5.2.1. Mol
B 4 s, BFEHEARARHOTAEME A SI(DYC)W &R VIF E# 2 1.438, /M 5,
FIRGERI BT R S LR M M BN, AN g AR R 48 R BN THE A R 52 .

Table 4. Structural model (inner model) VIF values
4. EHRE(NREY) VIF B

DIP DYC DTA
DIP — — —
DYC 1.438 — —
DTA 1.438 1.000 —

5.2.2. BRI

MRAE 2 5 A, B E AR A E s G S8(DIP), %12 R%Ch 0.233, t{HN 4.329, &
FHMIKF <0001, R, HLE®EERED . BFHARKHIEREZHEFEsIAR T, BT RECH 0.552,
tfH5 10.170, RFEMAK < 0.001, Rk, H2 fREfekdE. 760 1k m 2 m T4 G 50,
MR RHCN 0,616, t{E N 12.116, EEM/AKT <0.001, Kk, H3 B KET.

Table 5. Estimated table of path coefficients
5. BERBMEITR

B BERY tfE P&
DTA—DYC 0.552 10.170 0.000
DYC—DIP 0.616 12.116 0.000
DTA—DIP 0.233 4.329 0.000

PEAR A RN R ZINESF - — i FH R AR S B LU (VAR 1H),  VAF (B I ORI RN A TH B AR 2

N (RP B B2 I0 b TRl M) T el . ARFE SR 6 mI%N, B HAKR X B OB G ) B RONAR A
0.233, tfH 4 4.430 > 1.96, DKL EEMN R E; BPHAR RN B PG SR a4 2085 2 0.340,
t {HIA 2] 8.075, KSR RN 235 o RIS, MRAE VAF (E w] A1, AR08 A V1 HE AR5 1) L 7] IA 3] 59.34%
gi b, HEBTFIEG L RS R AER, HA i sta it .
Table 6. Mediation effects test table
F 6. PN R

BEXZE FAEE A& BEERM I3 VA BRI VAF &

DTA DYC DIP 0.233*** (4.430) 0.340*** (8.075) 0.573 59.34% H4 %7

VE: ***FoR PE <0.001; FESHNE .
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K 2 REgfE T AR, WTULE EALE B RER A R L. B P R R AR, kTR R
WefiReAe i, 2ok EMBCT R R BN P {H.

DYC SEN ™\ DY% SEI / DYC DT

0.754 (0.000)  0.726 (0.000)  0.608 (0.000)

ﬂ DIP_PC

0.552 (0.000) 0.616 (0.000) 0.757 (0.000)

%o 233 (0. 000)%9 (0.000)
DIP_PD

0.748 (0.000)

@

DIP BMI

Figure 2. Path analysis result plot
B 2. BESHERE

5.2.3. IRBNRRES. WMiNA. BEE

T T R SRR AR IR R R bR R B RP. AR T WAL, HEahdE
BE 1M R2ME N 0.305, @R 1, MECTALBIH S RAME N 0593, BT MBS, LATE,
AR B R SRR A0 A5 AR BE 0o YRS EEL TN A8 0 (A 2 B BUNAR S o, e 7 R o4
B BA /NIRRT AR G o R TR ERCRE, BT GoF = 0.413 > 0.36, AR HAT 505 ) e
L

Table 7. Structural model quality assessment results
F 7. HERERRRETEER

Bz R %5 R? 9 B
DTA—DYC 0.305 0.302 0.120
DYC—DIP 0.131 GoF = 0.413
0.593 0.590
DTA—DIP 0.019

6. HILSRE

R RERHT A LR 4518 5B HASR AT A T B SR A 3 IR
M, Eiﬂz%xﬂuﬁéﬁfﬂ_*wﬂ@*kﬁ* BN BIGTZAN 2. 1) BISCRAECT Bk, LAagmEid
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WA R, BRREAS, fEm i, AR T RISE S . 2) BB shAae s, M ELFih
BN A, CRETIAHE, SEmeUEEe . WERIR S By shARe ST, Anlad s 5 i Sea AL
FHARKERA M FALRHSELNIET . 3) LB, Al B 2l L — R A iS4, AR
HEFEAR, KIS IREM . AR RA BT HEME T HARR A . B ahsge it
(R TREe s G LIPS PSR S &7t L AOIE TEy ¢ et A IDE =R
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