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Background and Purpose: The purpose of this study is to investigate how various types of innovation impact 
sustainability measures within manufacturing companies; these sustainability measures include minimizing raw 
material usage, reducing energy consumption, and optimizing waste management. The research further evaluates 
the linkage between innovation types and job creation, focusing on how innovation fosters new employment oppor-
tunities and enhances sustainability in the manufacturing sector.
Methodology: The methodology involves a hierarchical regression analysis conducted on a sample of 1,570 man-
ufacturing companies in Colombia using SPSS software. This approach aims to quantitatively assess the effective-
ness of innovation, sustainability, and employment policies in these industrial organizations.
Results: The findings of the study reveal significant insights into the innovation policies of industrial companies and 
their management of environmental sustainability. These results underscore the practical implications of embracing 
innovation and sustainability for long-term benefits, despite the immediate costs.
Conclusion: This research provides a comprehensive examination of the diverse types of innovation and their con-
sequential impacts on sustainability and employment in the manufacturing sector. Additionally, it suggests directions 
for future research that could further refine and enhance innovation and sustainability practices within this industry.
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1 Introduction

In the manufacturing sector, one of the great difficulties 
is establishing innovation and sustainability as two com-
plementary elements in all its processes and achieving a 
constant generation of employment that remains the same 
as innovation is made. In this dilemma and challenge, the 
operational areas such as production, warehouse, purchas-
ing, inventory, and distribution, among others, are the 

ones that suffer the most when it comes to hiring human 
resources since they need more human resources hired 
permanently. Then, an employee’s learning can quickly 
vanish from one year to another or even months. This sit-
uation highlights the constant complication for innovation 
managers. For example, the generation of disruptive inno-
vations must avoid displacing hired personnel and change 
the sector’s course towards more sustainable practices.

In a much more competitive environment, with high 
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levels of uncertainty and dynamism that force organiza-
tions to transform continuously (Hysa et al., 2020), in-
novation and human resources become the elements that 
make a well-defined competitive strategy possible, which 
helps organizations in the sector generate products with 
substantial improvements.

The Colombian manufacturing sector represents one of 
the sectors with the most remarkable economic dynamics 
for the country (Velez, 2023, 2021) . Understanding how 
the types of innovation in the manufacturing sector are re-
lated to sustainability practices and how the generation of 
employment can influence this relationship allows us to 
understand the competitive situation of the industrial sec-
tor (Føre et al., 2022, , where constant and improved de-
velopment of products, processes, and methods occurred. 
However, it is also a social practice that allows creating 
environmental awareness through human resources to de-
velop solid practices in environmental terms (Khan et al., 
2024), increasingly demanded by customers from all man-
ufacturing sectors globally. Therefore, this article aims to 
explain the effects of the types of innovation on sustaina-
bility practices and the moderating effect of employment.

This research is significant in this context since these 
types of innovation, ranging from production, product, 
organizational methods, and commercial improvements, 
need more evidence in the Colombian manufacturing sec-
tor. Few studies of this relationship have been disseminat-
ed in the Colombian context, establishing the relationship 
between sustainability and innovation will be the first con-
tribution of this research. The second contribution corre-
sponds to the difference between the types of innovation: 
product, commercial method, process, and organizational 
method (Azmat et al., 2023, OECD, 2018). The third con-
tribution of this study will be to define how the genera-
tion of employment can influence the relationship between 
types of innovation and sustainability practices. 

2 Literature Review

The process of innovation within organizations is mul-
tifaceted, comprising several phases. Initially, organiza-
tions engage in the search for ideas that can be transformed 
into business opportunities, typically derived from con-
sumer needs (Mahr et al., 2014). This is followed by the 
creation of prototypes and the subsequent market place-
ment of these innovations, which are crucial for adapting 
the organizational strategy. Such strategies are aimed at 
developing products, methods, and processes that revolu-
tionize both the operational approach and the value offered 
to customers. Consumer needs vary significantly between 
countries and even among individuals within the same re-

gion (Stock et al., 2017).
Innovation capacity, according to Yang et al. (2018), is 

an intangible asset vital for organizations. It is not confined 
solely to research and development but is also influenced 
by the immediate organizational context which shapes its 
development and utilization as a competitive advantage. 
Innovation here is viewed as a dynamic capability that is 
essential for creating new competencies within an organ-
ization.

Moreover, the role of innovation extends beyond mere 
creativity (Sok & O’Cass, 2015; Valaei et al., 2017); it in-
volves the dissemination and implementation of ideas (Wu 
& Chiu, 2015). For an organization that has been active in 
the market over a prolonged period, integrating innovation 
into its strategic framework is likely to yield significant 
long-term performance benefits (Kim et al., 2018). The 
Oslo Manual (OECD, 2018) defines several innovation 
types, including those pertinent to the manufacturing sec-
tor such as production and organizational methods, com-
mercial, and product innovations.

The relationship between sustainability practices and 
innovation is also gaining attention. Brem & Ivens (2013) 
explored this through a propositional analysis, highlight-
ing how reverse and frugal innovations influence sustain-
ability. Liu et al. (2018) demonstrated how innovation 
systems within the wireless mobile technology sector 
foster sustainability. Conversely, Zhu et al. (2016) indi-
cated that corporate social responsibility pressures firms 
to adopt sustainable practices (Babič et al., 2023, Afum et 
al., 2020), enhancing their performance (Lund-Thomsen 
et al., 2016) even if it sometimes comes at the expense of 
financial outcomes.

Additionally, energy usage, crucial for economic 
growth, is often studied in the context of environmental 
policy-driven technological innovations (Hepburn et al., 
2018, Tang & Tan, 2014). In the Colombian manufacturing 
sector, the connection between innovation and sustainabil-
ity remains under-explored, especially the impact of inno-
vation on energy use and its implications for sustainability.

The utilization of production waste also represents a 
significant sustainability practice. Organizations are in-
creasingly adopting strategies to reduce their ecological 
footprint through the effective use of waste from produc-
tion processes (Lozano & Lozano, 2018). This not only 
supports sustainability but also enhances production ef-
ficiency by leveraging lost materials (Ajemigbitse et al., 
2019; Qi et al., 2018) and other alternative resources 
(Munda et al., 2018).

Finally, the use of new materials and the optimiza-
tion of processes are essential for the manufacturing sec-
tor. As the industry evolves, reducing raw material usage 
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(Mikulčić et al., 2016), enhancing material efficiency, and 
evaluating product life cycles (Sameer & Bringezu, 2019) 
become increasingly important, especially when custom-
er requirements are stringent (Franco et al., 2019). These 
practices reflect the sector’s ongoing commitment to in-
novation and sustainability, crucial for maintaining com-
petitiveness and achieving long-term sustainability goals.

Some industries present new scopes with better ma-
terials, including recycling inputs, currently known as a 
circular economy or bioeconomy (D’Amato et al., 2018, 
Pedersen et al., 2018). The sectors with the most signifi-
cant environmental impact constantly seek to reduce said 
impact and seek alternative raw material sources. The cost 
associated with privileged raw materials in the Colombian 
context can make companies lose competitiveness. There-
fore, industries are trying to permanently reduce raw mate-
rials by optimizing or using materials from other sources.

One of the most common cycles currently used to de-
cide on the best option in materials and processes for the 
elaboration of a product, from the environmental and so-
cial approach, corresponds to the social life cycle of the 
product (Lenzo et al., 2018), that allows establishing the 
best path for the production process of the good to be of-
fered. The dynamics of the industry have changed with the 
new technological advances; they help it be more efficient 
in using raw materials, which in the long term generates 
better sustainability practices (Sicoli et al., 2019) for the 
industry. Therefore, innovation in different forms can help 
the organization consolidate using less raw material as a 
tool for long-term environmental sustainability, especially 
when considering a decision that cuts across manufactur-
ing processes.

The generation of employment in manufacturing com-
panies has multiple implications; on the one hand, the mo-
tivation of employees to feel job security, especially in a 
turbulent time like the current one, promises to generate 
better results in productivity (Callea et al., 2016; Belen-
zon & Schankerman, 2015) where the employee generates 
better results both in quality of work and in their commit-
ment (psychological contract) with their functions (Grund 
& Thommes, 2017).

These implications for employment have been trans-
ferred to the relationship between employment and sus-
tainable practices and innovation. Within sustainable 
practices, some authors recognize that human resources 
are a fundamental link to achieving sustainability practic-
es, mainly because of the generation of employment with 
good working conditions (Yadav, 2019) and a strengthen-
ing in the technical capacity of the human resource (Gupta 
et al., 2020) better levels of commitment are obtained for 
the fulfillment of the objectives associated with sustaina-
bility.

The relationship between innovation and sustainabil-
ity, under the effects of employment, has yet to be stud-
ied in this context, and most similar studies in other en-

vironments find complex and opposite results (Rubio & 
Abril, 2024, Stubbs, 2019; Mirvis & Googins, 2018). In 
this study, establishing how employment can moderate the 
relationship between types of innovation and sustainability 
practices is of interest for employment policy in Colombia, 
at a time when employment has fallen in some sectors due 
to the Covid-19 situation and the effects that the pandemic 
has in terms of the transformation of employment.

The industrial sector promises important discoveries 
in better, more efficient, technology-intensive forms of 
production, but not greener (Roy, 2015). Most of the pro-
duction generated by the manufacturing sector generally 
makes intensive use of electrical energy, with very few 
movements towards new forms of energy. In Colombia, 
the problem is more complex; using electricity is mostly 
the only option available to entrepreneurs. Think of other 
forms of production with cleaner energy; they represent 
very high costs. However, some companies prefer to invest 
in better forms of production based on reducing water re-
sources or using ecological materials.

It is possible to affirm that the industrial sector is at 
the crossroads of sustainability (Gerstlberger et al., 2016). 
Invest in innovating, but innovating in what is less ex-
pensive, for example, in production methods that reduce 
energy use from imported technology. Production meth-
ods have been widely studied; traditionally, production 
improvements and manufacturing innovations (Fabrizio & 
Tsolmon, 2014) are made from basic adaptations to sig-
nificant investments, depending on the sector, the type of 
organization, and the dynamics of competitors. Modifica-
tions that are even suggested by the operators of the indus-
trial machines, starting from the supervisor, are substantial 
improvements in changes of parts, process management, 
use of the machine, or broader projects with labor implica-
tions such as massive dismissals when replacing operators 
by technologically modified machines that allow optimal 
work to be carried out with less personnel.

Energy consumption for the manufacturing sector is, in 
addition to water, one of the most expensive and essential 
resources for the production process; therefore, industries 
have been looking for different ways to develop cleaner 
processes based on investment in research, technology, 
and patents among others, but the effect of different types 
of innovation on sustainability practices is not clear; con-
sequently, it is intended to study:

H1a: Innovation in production methods positively af-
fects sustainability practices in manufacturing companies.

New production methods are the order of the day; 
however, the organization’s ability to integrate these tools 
with human resource training for this purpose (Crespi et 
al., 2019), trained in terms of the tool as a support and 
not as its replacement (Pazouki et al., 2018), are challeng-
es for organizations (Scerbo, 2018) in the manufacturing 
sector. The execution of these production methods is only 
possible from the investment in computer equipment, 
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communication, and technological activities that favor the 
renewal of traditional forms of production and, therefore, 
allow the generation of more innovative processes that re-
spond to the demands of the environment (Sabherwal et 
al., 2019), the requirements of customers and the pressure 
of competition.

These new production methods may cause the industry 
to need more significant hiring of human resources, which 
achieves a positive learning curve over time, thus deter-
mining that its capacity for innovation from production 
methods is solid enough to compete in environments of 
more significant uncertainty. Previous studies show that 
industrial organizations have better sustainability practic-
es when a more conscious, collaborative, and permanent 
learning production process is carried out (Khurana et al., 
2019). Consequently, the following hypothesis is studied:

H1b: Innovation in production methods in interaction 
with employment positively affects sustainability practices 
in manufacturing companies.

The development of novel goods has become a classic 
form of innovation for manufacturing companies, espe-
cially for those seeking to gain market share based on the 
specific characteristics of the product; generally, this type 
of innovation requires a great deal of learning for the firm 
(Ghasemzadeh et al. al., 2019). In addition to the challeng-
es in terms of levels of innovation that the firm is willing 
to undertake, such as incremental and radical (Jugend et 
al., 2018), which help it develop better products for a more 
demanding customer, some authors state that the product 
innovation as a classic type of innovation has at least three 
aspects: the first associated with the possibility of building 
open innovation (Zhu et al., 2019) in a positive relationship 
with other institutions and organizations that collaborate to 
make innovation possible in product, second the positive 
effect on implicit absorption capacity in the development 
of new products (Gomes & Wojahn, 2017), which allows 
the organization to understand the information of its en-
vironment and turn it into opportunities for the company, 
the third element the connection with sustainability, which 
motivates the development of ecological products, with 
positive environmental impacts that have transformed the 
way of designing products (Buhl et al., 2019) and services.

In this last sense, organizations have been building 
new areas in charge of researching and developing more 
organic, less polluting products with less waste, which 
have focused on a fundamental idea: product innovation 
can help the company create more sustainable practices 
(Teixeira & Junior, 2019), from better use of resources, re-
duction of water use, use of renewable energies, recycling 
and use of waste, among many others, which is why the 
following hypothesis arises:

H1c: Product innovation positively affects sustainabil-
ity practices in manufacturing companies.

Product innovation as it is developed in manufacturing 
organizations has been mobilizing towards a green econ-

omy, which has been widely studied; the development of 
these innovative and sustainable products should remain 
in the hands of a committed human resource (Alam et al., 
2024, Ogbeibu et al., 2020; Grabara et al., 2020, Mousavi et 
al., 2018) with the idea of sustainability, care for the envi-
ronment; so it would not be surprising that an organization 
that is innovative in product and also creates employment 
to complement this development of new products, should 
generate better sustainability practices from a well-trained 
human resource that is more aware of its ability to create 
sustainable products; therefore, the hypothesis arises:

H1d: Product innovation in interaction with employ-
ment positively affects sustainability practices in manufac-
turing companies.

The development of internal processes not related to 
production allows industrial companies to create improve-
ments that save costs for companies, elements such as sav-
ings in time and bureaucracy in the work scheme of each 
department, the development of dynamic selection pro-
cesses, inventory management, purchasing, and supplier 
management, access to information, intranet development 
are examples of this (Walker et al., 2015). Over the years, 
innovation in industrial companies was believed to be only 
technological. However, with the prevailing need to man-
age internal processes quickly, organizations realized that 
the key to success was not only in the technological inno-
vation of the production process, which corresponded to 
organizational methods with basic technological (Fartash 
et al., 2018) and non-technological tools (Mun, 2018), 
which help improve productivity and performance.

Some preliminary analyses show interesting organ-
izational innovation results, indicating that a leader can 
generate better results in the team when performing trans-
formational leadership than transactional leadership (Jia 
et al., 2018). In other words, employees will feel freer 
to innovate and create as their leader or team leader al-
lows them to make changes to the way they work in the 
organization, allowing them to propose ideas for the im-
provement of internal procedures, which in turn allows the 
company to be more successful, based on incremental and 
radical innovations designed for the organization from the 
mind of the employee (Sajjad et al., 2020). Other authors 
go further, explaining that innovation in the organizational 
method is mainly related to the organization’s ability to 
develop high-performance teams (Edmondson & Harvey, 
2018), while other authors consider that the effect of inno-
vation in the organizational method is given by the type 
of contract that the employees have, that is, that employ-
ees contracted continuously in the company improve their 
quality of life, and therefore, can have better effects on in-
novation, previous studies in Spain, Germany, and France 
(Duhautois et al., 2018) show that the quality of work can 
have significant effects when it comes to innovating, com-
panies in the industrial sector, in particular, can be favored 
by the positive feelings of the worker towards the com-
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pany, the greater the feeling of a job that allows a good 
quality of life, the employee develops a greater capacity 
for innovation. Previous studies (Ayodele et al., 2020) af-
firm that organizational innovations can be an opportuni-
ty for the environment, which is not only convenient for 
companies but also for their employees; consequently, the 
following hypotheses are studied:

H1e: The number of innovations in organizational 
methods positively affects the sustainability practices of 
manufacturing companies.

H1f: The number of innovations in organizational 
methods in interaction with employment positively affects 
the sustainability practices of manufacturing companies.

Commercial innovation, also known as marketing in-
novation, has proven to be a type of innovation with impor-
tant results for the improvement of business sustainability 
(Quaye & Mensah, 2019), especially because it allows 
the development of packaging with a positive ecological 
impact, placing the promotion and pricing in a novel way 
(Grigorescu et al., 2020). The Oslo Manual (OECD, 2018) 
originally included some product and process practices 
within commercial innovations. However, with the update 
of the manual in 2018, new studies show that commercial 
innovation practices are specially designed to develop a 
system of promotion, place, and price that allows the con-
sumer to express his opinion regarding what he receives. 
The current client is more demanding regarding respect for 
the environment by companies at a global level, which has 
transformed commercial innovation into a very meticulous 
practice in terms of the use of natural resources, design of 
the entire chain, improvements in the use of packaging ma-
terials (Regattieri et al., 2018), to offer what the customer 
wants, primarily through more ecological practices.

Few studies directly relate business innovation to sus-
tainability (Dada et al., 2024, Fiore et al., 2017). There-
fore, it is important to recognize that commercial or mar-
keting innovation requires intensive use of research and 
development, as well as technology (Chege & Wang, 
2020), so organizations in the manufacturing sector that 
innovate commercially undoubtedly require personnel 
trained that allows them to achieve this type of innovation, 
which generally translates into better sustainability prac-
tices, thanks to the ability of human resources to develop, 
based on creativity, marketing improvements in accord-
ance with the demands of the environment, especially of 
an environmental nature, such as packaging and materi-
als. In the literature, there is no study that directly relates 
marketing innovation with sustainability practices and the 
moderation of employment, particularly in Latin American 
contexts such as the one in this study; it seeks to cover this 
gap in research with the following hypotheses:

H1g: Commercial innovation positively affects the sus-
tainability practices of manufacturing companies.

H1h: Commercial innovation in interaction with em-
ployment positively affects the sustainability practices of 

manufacturing companies.
Consequently, for industrial companies in Colombia, it 

is necessary to understand whether the dynamics of inno-
vation added to the hiring of personnel (Wikhamn, 2019) 
help organizations to have sustainable practices, which in 
the long term translates as a virtuous process of innovation 
and environmental responsibility.

The relationship between innovation and sustainability 
in manufacturing has been a topic of extensive research, 
but there are still some gaps in the literature, particular-
ly in the Colombian manufacturing sectors. While previ-
ous studies have focused on the effects of innovation on 
employment and sustainability separately, the combined 
impact of these factors needs further exploration. This is 
especially relevant in Colombia, where the economic land-
scape is rapidly changing, and environmental concerns are 
growing. To complicate matters further, the specific role 
of different types of innovation, such as process, product, 
organizational, and commercial innovations, and their 
combined effect on sustainable practices and employment 
generation, has not been thoroughly investigated in devel-
oping countries.

Therefore, this study aims to address the gaps in the 
existing literature by examining how various forms of in-
novation influence sustainability and employment simulta-
neously in the Colombian manufacturing sectors (see table 
1). The study will explore the different types of innova-
tion, their effects on sustainable practices and employment 
generation, and their combined impact on the Colombian 
economy’s growth and environmental sustainability. The 
study’s findings could provide valuable insights for poli-
cymakers and stakeholders to promote economic growth 
and environmental sustainability in the region. By filling 
the research gaps, this study could contribute to a better 
understanding of the relationship between innovation, sus-
tainability, and employment in developing countries, par-
ticularly in the Colombian manufacturing sectors. 

3 Methodology

For this analysis, the EDIT Technological Develop-
ment and Innovation Survey has been taken with data from 
2017 - 2018 created by the National Administrative De-
partment of Statistics (DANE). The selected sample was 
1570 Colombian manufacturing companies that responded 
to the EDIT. The survey is characterized by cataloging the 
subsectors of the industrial sector by an ISIC Revision 4 
classification, which corresponds to international codes. 
The companies in the sample have a minimum of 2 em-
ployees and a maximum of 4,181, and the sectors to which 
they belong are diverse, grouped into five major manu-
facturing categories: food and textile products, wood and 
paper, petroleum, pharmaceutical, chemical and rubber, 
metallurgy and electronics, machinery, and transportation.
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Hypothesis

H1a: Innovation in production methods positively affects sustainability practices in manufacturing companies.

H1b: Innovation in production methods in interaction with employment positively affects sustainability practices in manu-
facturing companies.

H1c: Product innovation positively affects sustainability practices in manufacturing companies.

H1d: Product innovation in interaction with employment positively affects sustainability practices in manufacturing com-
panies.

H1e: The number of innovations in organizational methods positively affects the sustainability practices of manufacturing 
companies.

H1f: The number of innovations in organizational methods in interaction with employment positively affects the sustainabil-
ity practices of manufacturing companies.

H1g: Commercial innovation positively affects the sustainability practices of manufacturing companies.

H1h: Commercial innovation in interaction with employment positively affects the sustainability practices of manufacturing 
companies.

Table 1: Hypotheses

Table 2: Industry Types

Group Number Industry

Group 1 Food and Textile Products

Group 2 Wood and Paper

Group 3 Petroleum, Pharmaceutical, Chemical, and Rubber

Group 4 Metallurgy and Electronics

Group 5 Machinery and Transportation

Figure 1: Construct
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Within the control variables, the type of industry 
(Lützner et al., 2016; Betts et al., 2015; Wu & Chiu, 2015) 
and the size of the company (Forés & Camisón, 2016), rec-
ognizing whether the differences between companies can 
have an effect on sustainability practices. (See table 2).

According to the survey, the third control variable 
used was the investment in scientific, technological, and 
innovation activities in millions of pesos (Biswas et al., 
2018; Saidani et al., 2017) adopted from previous studies 
on innovation. The fourth control variable corresponded to 
investment in machinery and communication equipment in 
millions of pesos (Wu et al., 2015; Gawer & Cusumano, 
2014). A natural logarithm was applied to both variables. 

The independent variables included the four types of 
innovation: the number of innovations in organization-
al methods (Damanpour & Aravind, 2012; Camisón & 
Villar, 2014; Mas-Verdu et al., 2016; Azar & Ciabuschi, 
2017; Cho et al ., 2019; OECD, 2018), number of produc-
tion method innovations according to survey data (Matt et 
al., 2015; OECD, 2018), number of product innovations 
(Gomes & Wojahn, 2017; Buhl et al., 2019; Oslo Manual, 
2018) and number of commercial innovations (Quaye & 
Mensah, 2019; Grigorescu et al., 2020; OECD, 2018).

The dependent variable (see Figure 1) corresponds to 
sustainable practices (Zhu et al., 2016), which takes the 
arithmetic mean of three variables: reduction in energy 
consumption (Hepburn et al., 2018; Tang & Tan, 2014), 
use of waste (Gupta et al., 2019; Ajemigbitse et al., 2019; 
Qi et al., 2018), and decrease in the use of raw material 
(Lenzo et al., 2018; Sameer & Bringezu, 2019, Sicoli et al., 
2019, with a measure of high, medium, and null.

As a moderating variable, the increase in employed 
personnel was measured by the difference in personnel 
hired in 2018 and 2017 (Balsmeier & Woerter, 2019; Mau-
no & Ruokolainen, 2017; Giuliano et al., 2017).

4 Results

The sample consisted of a total of 1570 manufactur-
ing firms. The selection included both small and medi-
um-sized enterprises (SMEs) and large corporations, al-
lowing for a broad perspective on the innovation applied 
across different industries, which were analyzed in 5 dif-
ferent groups: food and textile products, wood and paper, 
petroleum, pharmaceutical, chemical, and rubber, metal-
lurgy and electronics, machinery and transportation. The 
sample allows for identifying how these innovation prac-
tices contribute to sustainability and employment in the 
manufacturing sector. The results of this research reflect a 
significant trend toward sustainability-oriented innovation 
across all groups of firms.

The multiple regression analysis was conducted after 
taking into consideration the assumptions. The maximum 
inflation value of the variance factor was found to be 2.8, 

which is within the acceptable range. The study’s findings 
are presented in two tables: Table 3 provides the descrip-
tive statistics and the correlation matrix, while Table 4 pre-
sents the regressions for the dependent variable sustaina-
ble practices.

The study found that the control variables introduced 
in Model 1 could explain 2.9 of the variance of sustainable 
practices (see Table 4). It was also observed that the sector 
type significantly impacts sustainability practices. Specif-
ically, the food and textile products and wood and paper 
sectors were found to be significant and negative, indicat-
ing that companies in these sectors have lower sustainabil-
ity practices. This finding can be valuable for policymak-
ers and industry stakeholders who can use this insight to 
incentivize these industries to invest in sustainability.

However, the metallurgy and electronics, machinery, 
and transport sectors did not show any significant results, 
meaning no conclusions could be drawn about greater or 
lesser sustainability practices in these sectors. The study 
also found that the company size variable was insignifi-
cant, indicating that a variation in company size does not 
necessarily imply that the organization has better sustain-
ability practices.

Interestingly, the study found that while investment in 
scientific and innovation activities was not significant, the 
investment variables in machinery and equipment were 
significant. This result suggests that manufacturing com-
panies in Colombia with the highest investment in machin-
ery and equipment tend to have better sustainability prac-
tices. This finding proves that research and development 
alone are not enough for industrial companies to achieve 
sustainability goals. It requires intensive use of machinery 
and equipment in their production processes, which may 
also be necessary. 

Overall, this study provides valuable insights into the 
factors that impact sustainability practices in different sec-
tors and highlights the need for policymakers and industry 
stakeholders to incentivize sustainability efforts, especial-
ly in the food, textile, and wood and paper sectors 

Model 2 consists of several independent variables, 
including innovation in the production process (H1a), 
product innovation (H1c), organizational method inno-
vation (H1e), and commercial innovation (H1g). These 
variables are significant and positive, indicating that the 
hypotheses mentioned are confirmed, explaining that the 
different types of innovation positively impact sustainabil-
ity practices. For H1a: Innovation in production methods 
positively affects sustainability practices in manufacturing 
companies, table 4 shows a significant positive relation-
ship between innovation in production methods and sus-
tainability practices (β = 0.177, p < 0.01). This confirms 
that production method innovation directly enhances sus-
tainability practices.
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  Minimum Maximum Mean SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

1 D e p e n d e nt 
V a r i a b l e 
Sustainable 
Practice

1 3 1,70 0,57 1

2 V a r i a b l e 
Control Sec-
tor1 Food 
and Textile 
Products

0 1 0,37 0,48 -0,08** 1

3 Variable Con-
trol Sector2 
Wood and 
Paper

0 1 0,07 0,25 -0,03 -0,21** 1

4 Variable Con-
trol Sector 
3 Oil, Phar-
maceutical, 
C h e m i c a l 
and Rubber

0 1 0,26 0,44 0,05 -0,45** -0,16** 1

5 Variable Con-
trol Sector4 
M e ta l l u rg y 
and Elec-
tronics

0 1 0,16 0,36 0,05 -0,33** -0,12** -0,25** 1

6 Variable Con-
trol Sector5 
M a c h i n e r y 
and Trans-
port

0 1 0,15 0,36 0,01 -0,32 -0,12** -0,25** -0,18 1

7 Control Vari-
able Compa-
ny Size

2 4181 251,56 421,59 0,08** 0,13** -0,06* -0,06* -0,05 0,00 1

8 Variable Con-
trol Log ACTI 
Investment

0,00 7,74 1,79 2,41 0,10** -0,13** -0,03 0,07** 0,07 0,04 0,46** 1

9 V a r i a b l e 
Control Log 
Investment 
in Machinery 
and Equip-
ment

0,00 7,68 2,88 2,65 0,15** -0,00 0,01 -0,02 0,02 -0,01 0,35** 0,38** 1

10 Independent 
Variable In-
novation in 
Pro d u ct i o n 
Process

0 1 0,61 0,49 0,16** 0,05 0,01 -0,07** 0,04 -0,02 0,07** 0,03 0,27** 1

11 Independent 
V a r i a b l e 
Commercial 
Innovation

0 1 0,30 0,46 0,04** 0,05** -0,04 -0,05 -0,01 0,03 0,07** 0,04 -0,03 -0,09** 1

12 Independent 
V a r i a b l e 
I n n o va t i o n 
in Organiza-
tional Meth-
od

0 1 0,28 0,45 0,10** 0,00 0,04 -0,01 -0,02 0,00 0,09** 0,13** 0,06* -0,01 0,10** 1

13 Independent 
V a r i a b l e 
Product In-
novation

0 1 0,35 0,48 0,11** -0,12** -0,07* 0,12** 0,02 0,04 0,16** 0,28** 0,14** -0,10** 0,01 0,03 1

14 M o d e r a t o r 
O c c u p i e d 
Staff In-
crease

0 2 1,09 0,93 -0,01 0,10** 0,03 0,01 -0,12 -0,04 -0,05 -0,06** 0,01 -0,01 0,00 -0,02 -0,04

Table 3: Descriptive statistics

*p < 0.05, **p<0.01
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Table 4: Hierarchical Regression Analysis

Dependent Variable Sustainability Practices 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Variable Control Food Sector 
and Textile Products -0,108*** (0,037) -0,112*** (0,037) -0,113*** (0,037) -0,116*** (0,037)

Variable Control Wood and 
Paper Sector -0,100* (0,061) -0,098* (0,06) -0,099* (0,06) -0,098* (0,061)

Variable Control Metallurgy 
and Electronics Sector 0,012 (0,046) 0,003 (0,045) 0,005 (0,045) 0,002 (0,045)

Variable Control Machinery 
and Transport Sector -0,030 (0,046) -0,034 (0,045) -0,033 (0,045) -0,037 (0,045)

Control Variable Company 
Size 0.000 (0.000) 0.000 (0,000) 0.000 (0,000) 0.000 (0,000)

Variable Control Log Invest-
ment ACTI 0,004 (0,007) 0,000 (0,007) 0,000 (0,007) 0.000 (0,007)

Variable Control Log Invest-
ment in Machinery and Equip-
ment

0,029*** (0,006) 0,019*** (0,006)
0,019*** (0,006) 0,018*** (0,006)

Independent Variable Innova-
tion in Production Process 0,177*** (0,03) 0,177*** (0,03) 0,107**(0,045)

Independent Variable Com-
mercial Innovation 0,064** (0,031) 0,064** (0,031) 0,034 (0,047)

Independent Variable Innova-
tion in Organizational Method 0,105*** (0,032) 0,105*** (0,032) 0,122*** (0,048)

Independent Variable Product 
Innovation 0,106*** (0,031) 0,106*** (0,031) 0,077* (0,046)

Moderator Occupied Staff In-
crease 0,006 (0,015) 0,005 (0,058)

Commercial Interaction_In-
crease_Personal 0,03 (0,033)

Interaction Process_Incre-
ment_Staff 0,066** (0,031)

Interaction Organizational_In-
crease_Personal Method -0,014 (0,033)

Interaction Innovation_Prod-
uct_Increase_Personnel -0,027 (0,032)

Constant 1,645*** (0,003) 1,494*** (0,038) 1,487*** (0,042) 1,549*** (0,051)

R2 0,029 0,061 0,060 0,061

Change in R2  0,032*** 0,034*** 0,000 0,003

*p < 0.10, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01; standard deviation in parentheses
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While product innovation has a positive and signifi-
cant effect on sustainability (β = 0.106, p < 0.01) in Table 
4. This indicates that product innovation contributes pos-
itively to sustainability, confirming H1c: Product innova-
tion positively affects sustainability practices in manufac-
turing companies.

About H1e: The number of innovations in organiza-
tional methods positively affects sustainability practices. 
innovation in organizational methods had a significant 
positive effect on sustainability (β = 0.105, p < 0.01), as 
shown in Table 4, confirming that organizational innova-
tions directly enhance sustainability practices.

For H1g: Commercial innovation positively affects 
sustainability practices in manufacturing companies. 
Commercial innovation had a significant positive effect (β 
= 0.064, p < 0.05), as presented in Table 4, confirming its 
positive impact on sustainability.

Model 3 includes all the main effects, whereas model 
4 introduces the moderation effects between the four types 
of innovation and employment, which is measured in the 
increase in employed personnel. The model explains 6.1% 
of the variance of sustainable practices. The results show 
that the only significant and positive interaction is between 
innovation in the production process and an increase in 
employed personnel. As a result, hypothesis H1b is con-
firmed, while hypotheses H1d, H1f, and H1h are rejected.

For H1b: Innovation in production methods in interac-
tion with job creation positively affects sustainability prac-

tices. The interaction effect between innovation in produc-
tion methods and job creation was positive and significant 
(β = 0.066, p < 0.05), as shown in Table 4. This confirms 
that combining innovation in production methods with in-
creased employment enhances sustainability.

In the case of H1d: Product innovation in interaction 
with job creation positively affects sustainability practices. 
The interaction between product innovation and job cre-
ation was not significant (β = -0.027), indicating that the 
combination does not significantly affect sustainability, 
leading to the rejection of this hypothesis.

About H1f: The number of innovations in organiza-
tional methods in interaction with job creation positively 
affects sustainability practices. The interaction between 
organizational innovations and job creation was not sig-
nificant (β = -0.014), resulting in the rejection of this hy-
pothesis.

Also, the interaction between commercial innovation 
and job creation was not significant (β = 0.003), leading 
to the rejection of the hypothesis H1h: Commercial inno-
vation in interaction with job creation positively affects 
sustainability practices.

In summary, the confirmation and rejection of the hy-
potheses are based on the hierarchical regression analysis 
in Table 4, which provides the coefficients and significance 
levels necessary to evaluate the effects of various types of 
innovation on sustainability practices and their interaction 
with employment.

Table 5: Summary of hypothesis and results

Hypothesis Result

H1a: Innovation in production methods positively affects sus-
tainability practices in manufacturing companies.

Confirmed

H1b: Innovation in production methods in interaction with em-
ployment positively affects sustainability practices in manufac-
turing companies.

Confirmed

H1c: Product innovation positively affects sustainability prac-
tices in manufacturing companies.

Confirmed

H1d: Product innovation in interaction with employment posi-
tively affects sustainability practices in manufacturing compa-
nies.

Rejected

H1e: The number of innovations in organizational methods 
positively affects the sustainability practices of manufacturing 
companies.

Confirmed

H1f: The number of innovations in organizational methods in 
interaction with employment positively affects the sustainabil-
ity practices of manufacturing companies.

Rejected

H1g: Commercial innovation positively affects the sustainabili-
ty practices of manufacturing companies.

Confirmed

H1h: Commercial innovation in interaction with employment 
positively affects the sustainability practices of manufacturing 
companies.

Rejected
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Therefore, manufacturing organizations that innovate 
in the production process and hire more personnel have 
better effects on sustainability practices (see table 5). Be-
cause they comply with social and environmental axes, 
which are a direct effect of innovation, this study fills a 
gap in the literature and provides a better understanding 
of the relationship between innovation, employment, and 
sustainability in industrial companies.

5 Discussion 

During the last 30 years, Colombian industrial organi-
zations have developed innovation from different perspec-
tives, especially with a technological approach. However, 
in the last decade, a call has been made to care for the 
environment as part of the world agenda, tangentially 
modifying how innovation is implemented to the point 
that elements of environmental care have been included in 
the types of innovation in the Oslo Manual (OECD, 2018). 
Studies related to innovation and sustainability practices 
have shown that, depending on the context, the invest-
ment, and the types of innovation, companies can count 
on both practices: innovation and sustainability, develop-
ing a solid system of competitiveness based on the per-
manent reinvention and responsibility with the care of the 
environment as the axes of its planning. The results of this 
study confirm that various forms of innovation, including 
production processes, products, organizational methods, 
and commercial practices, positively impact sustainabili-
ty practices; this finding reinforces the existing body of 
knowledge, emphasizing the vital link between innova-
tion and sustainability. The study contributes to filling a 
research gap by providing empirical evidence to support 
this connection.

Also, recognizing the different forms that innovation 
can contribute to employment can help manufacturing 
organizations improve their strategies to recruit better 
employees and develop practices for sustainability; this 
research gives empirical evidence where some particular 
types of innovation in combination with employment are 
more effective to improve sustainability practices than oth-
ers.

 The confirmation of hypotheses H1a, H1c, H1e, and 
H1g indicates that innovation in production processes, 
products, organizational, and commercial methods directly 
impact sustainability practices. These results suggest that 
companies investing in any form of innovation will likely 
see improvements in their sustainability practices.

The confirmation of hypothesis H1b and the rejection 
of H1d, H1f, and H1h highlight the unique importance 
of innovation in production processes when combined 
with employment. This result indicates that although all 
forms of innovation benefit sustainability, innovation in 
production processes, especially when accompanied by 

an increase in personnel, has the most significant positive 
impact on sustainability practices. It explains that better 
capabilities developed thanks to human resources, improv-
ing efficiency, and more socially responsible production 
practices. However, it also creates a challenge for compa-
nies that do not transform the material into tangible prod-
ucts; some services companies that depend on new mar-
keting and organizational methods to create a difference 
in the market should develop better strategies to connect 
innovation with sustainability, but also with employment, 
because in their case is possible that both types of innova-
tion reduce personnel and do not allow to develop a better 
employment, this the traditional dichotomous experience 
about innovate without decreasing employees.

In the case of the manufacturing sector, the unique ef-
fectiveness of the combination of innovation in production 
processes and employment in improving sustainability 
practices suggests a model where not only technological 
or process innovation matters, but also how innovation 
affects labor structure and employment growth. This may 
imply that effective sustainability strategies need to con-
sider both innovation and the social impact of that innova-
tion, including employment.

6 Conclusion

Innovation, with its many forms, has become a funda-
mental tool for developing better processes and radically 
new products; however, innovation currently requires a 
significant investment in environmental components that 
promote sustainability, especially since the manufacturing 
sector requires intensive use of non-renewable materials 
and resources.

For organizations in the manufacturing sector, the 
empirical evidence of this analysis is an incentive since 
it allows them to recognize that carrying out innovation 
processes and creating jobs can help build more ecologi-
cal processes, totally transforming the impact that manu-
facturing has on the ecological environment. In practice, 
Colombian industrial organizations consider innovation 
necessary but only sometimes profitable, especially due 
to the costs associated with the innovation process, while 
sustainability seems to be sacrificed every time investment 
in innovation is considered. 

To a certain extent, entrepreneurs consider that they 
must decide between innovating or being sustainable in 
environmental terms, so this research can demonstrate to 
these companies and their managers that innovation has 
very positive effects on sustainability, that far from being 
isolated paths, they can complement each other and gen-
erate jobs. In addition, they can help in the long term to 
boost the economy from the new employees who can now 
consume, creating a positive economic, social, and envi-
ronmental circle for all those involved. 
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From a theoretical perspective, in the resources and 
capacities approach, the theory can advance from under-
standing innovation as a capacity with different associated 
resources that must be obtained, shaped, and combined 
so that each organization can obtain the expected results. 
From the innovation approach, it can be established that 
the context affects the forms of innovation; in the pres-
ent study, it is explained that the innovation in production 
processes and the investment in machinery and equipment 
predominates in the organizations of developing countries, 
for what studying innovation from the context and not 
only from the practices, would be a step forward breaking 
with the traditional focus of innovation studies. This re-
lationship also underscores the significance of capital-in-
tensive technologies in achieving sustainability goals. The 
outcome of this study sheds light on the crucial role of 
technology and equipment in promoting sustainability in 
manufacturing, which adds to the existing literature on the 
subject.

This study delves into the relationship between inno-
vation and sustainability in the manufacturing sector and 
presents several novel findings. The study provides empir-
ical evidence that different types of innovation, including 
process, product, organizational, and commercial innova-
tions, can simultaneously contribute to sustainable practic-
es and employment. This finding is particularly significant 
for Colombian contexts, as this linkage has not been ex-
plored enough in this region.

The analysis’s results unequivocally demonstrate that 
innovation in production methods (H1a), products (H1c), 
organizational methods (H1e), and commercial innovation 
(H1g) significantly enhances manufacturing companies’ 
sustainability practices. These findings underscore the piv-
otal role of embracing diverse forms of innovation as a 
strategic tool to support environmental sustainability with-
in the manufacturing sector. 

Additionally, the confirmation of hypothesis H1b 
emphasizes that the interaction between innovation in 
production methods and employment further strengthens 
these sustainable benefits, reinforcing the idea that pro-
duction innovations accompanied by employment have a 
more pronounced positive effect on ecological practices.

On the other hand, the hypotheses exploring the in-
teraction of job creation with product innovation (H1d), 
organizational methods (H1f), and commercial innovation 
(H1h) were rejected, indicating that in these cases, the 
combination of these innovations with employment did 
not significantly impact sustainability practices. This re-
sult suggests that although innovations in these areas may 
enhance sustainability independently, they only sometimes 
complement employment effects. Therefore, companies 
are challenged to balance innovation and employment 
growth within the context of their sustainability strategies.

This study’s innovative approach connects the dots be-
tween different forms of innovation and their combined ef-
fects on sustainable practices, which can guide local man-

ufacturers in their strategic planning and implementation. 
The study shows that a holistic approach to innovation can 
lead to enhanced sustainability outcomes that comply with 
environmental regulations and contribute to long-term 
economic sustainability through employment.

Nevertheless, this research has a limitation regarding 
the context from which the data is extracted; they are not 
completely generalizable results, given that the country of 
origin can modify the industry’s behavior. It is also essen-
tial to recognize that the data is taken in a particular time 
range, so it would be interesting to carry out a longitudinal 
study to establish the evolution of these variables and their 
relationships. Finally, a qualitative analysis among the in-
terest groups of these organizations could help to under-
stand how innovation and sustainability are related from 
the perspective of other industry agents.

The research presents some interesting areas for future 
analysis. For instance, it does not delve into the type of 
knowledge and learning that is acquired (Brunswicker & 
Vanhaverbeke, 2015). It would be worthwhile to explore 
the human resource associated with various types of in-
novation and its effects on organizational learning. Ad-
ditionally, it is essential to examine how the cultural and 
economic context can impact the types of innovation and 
the organizational learning curve.

In addition, future studies could include how the types 
of innovation can generate better organizational policies 
regarding human resources, especially to attract the right 
human talent that allows a better development of sustain-
able practices in all innovation processes in the industrial 
sector. The present study should be complemented with a 
cross-country analysis (Jandhyala & Phene, 2015; Crow-
ley & Bourke, 2017), where the country effect and the cul-
tural effect on the types of innovation and their effects on 
various sustainability practices are compared.

The practical implications of this study are significant 
for industry stakeholders. Policymakers can use these in-
sights to support initiatives that foster diverse innovation 
within the manufacturing sector. Manufacturing firms can 
use these findings to tailor their strategic operations to en-
sure that innovation efforts align with economic and envi-
ronmental goals. This can improve their competitive edge 
and operational efficiency in the global market.

For innovation policymakers, the study highlights that 
when companies innovate in their production process and 
increase the number of employed personnel, it leads to bet-
ter sustainability practices; policymakers should encour-
age companies to innovate while creating employment 
opportunities. This can be done through various initiatives 
such as economic incentives, labor market policies, and 
workforce development programs. Also, policymakers can 
foster collaboration and knowledge-sharing among manu-
facturing organizations, research institutions, and govern-
ment to improve sustainability performance in industrial 
companies.



15

Organizacija, Volume 58 Issue 1, February 2025Research Papers

Literature

Afum, E., Osei-Ahenkan, V. Y., Agyabeng-Mensah, Y., 
Owusu, J. A., Kusi, L. Y., & Ankomah, J. (2020). Green 
manufacturing practices and sustainable performance 
among Ghanaian manufacturing SMEs: the explanato-
ry link of green supply chain integration. Management 
of Environmental Quality, Vol. 31 No. 6, pp. 1457-
1475. https://doi.org/10.1108/MEQ-01-2020-0019

Ajemigbitse, M. A., Cannon, F. S., Klima, M. S., Furness, 
J. C., Wunz, C., & Warner, N. R. (2019). Raw mate-
rial recovery from hydraulic fracturing residual solid 
waste with implications for sustainability and radioac-
tive waste disposal. Environmental Science: Processes 
& Impacts, 21(2), 308-323. https://doi.org/10.1039/
C8EM00248G

Alam, S., Zhang, J., Shehzad, M. U., Boamah, F. A., & 
Wang, B. (2024). The inclusive analysis of green tech-
nology implementation impacts on employees age, job 
experience, and size in manufacturing firms: empiri-
cal assessment. Environment, Development and Sus-
tainability, 26(2), 4467-4486. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10668-022-02891-6

Ayodele, B. V., Alsaffar, M. A., & Mustapa, S. I. (2020). 
An overview of integration opportunities for sustain-
able bioethanol production from first-and second-gen-
eration sugar-based feedstocks. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 245, 118857. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jclepro.2019.118857

Azar, G., & Ciabuschi, F. (2017). Organizational innova-
tion, technological innovation, and export performance: 
The effects of innovation radicalness and extensive-
ness. International Business Review, 26(2), 324–336. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibusrev.2016.09.002

Azmat, F., Lim, W. M., Moyeen, A., Voola, R., & Gupta, 
G. (2023). Convergence of business, innovation, and 
sustainability at the tipping point of the sustainable de-
velopment goals. Journal of Business Research, 167, 
114170. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2023.114170 

Babič, S. F., Biloslavo, R., & Kodrič, B. (2023). Relation-
ship between environmental reports and environmental 
performance: a case of the processing industry in the 
republic of Slovenia. Organizacija, 56(4), 309-323. 
https://doi.org/10.2478/orga-2023-0021

Balsmeier, B., & Woerter, M. (2019). Is this time differ-
ent? How digitalization influences job creation and de-
struction. Research Policy, 48(8), 103765. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.03.010

Belenzon, S., & Schankerman, M. (2015). Motivation and 
sorting of human capital in open innovation. Strate-
gic Management Journal, 36(6), 795-820. https://doi.
org/10.1002/smj.2284

Betts, T. K., Wiengarten, F., & Tadisina, S. K. (2015). Ex-
ploring the impact of stakeholder pressure on environ-

mental management strategies at the plant level: what 
does industry have to do with it?. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 92, 282-294. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jclepro.2015.01.002

Biswas, R. K., Kabir, E., & Rafi, R. B. R. (2018). Invest-
ment in Research and Development Compared to Mil-
itary Expenditure: Is Research Worthwhile?. Defence 
and Peace Economics, 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1080/1
0242694.2018.1477235

Brem, A., & Ivens, B. (2013). Do frugal and reverse in-
novation foster sustainability? Introduction of a con-
ceptual framework. Journal of Technology Manage-
ment for Growing Economies, 4(2), 31-50. https://doi.
org/10.15415/jtmge.2013.42006

Brunswicker, S., & Vanhaverbeke, W. (2015). Open inno-
vation in small and medium‐sized enterprises (SMEs): 
External knowledge sourcing strategies and internal 
organizational facilitators. Journal of Small Busi-
ness Management, 53(4), 1241–1263. DOI: 10.1111/
jsbm.12120

Buhl, A., Schmidt-Keilich, M., Muster, V., Blazejewski, 
S., Schrader, U., Harrach, C., Schäfer, M., & Süßbauer, 
E. (2019). Design thinking for sustainability: Why and 
how design thinking can foster sustainability-oriented 
innovation development. Journal of cleaner produc-
tion, 231, 1248-1257. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcle-
pro.2019.05.259

Callea, A., Urbini, F., Ingusci, E., & Chirumbolo, A. 
(2016). The relationship between contract type and 
job satisfaction in a mediated moderation model: The 
role of job insecurity and psychological contract viola-
tion. Economic and Industrial Democracy, 37(2), 399-
420. https://doi.org/10.1177/0143831X14546238

Camisón, C., & Villar-López, A. (2014). Organizational 
innovation as an enabler of technological innovation 
capabilities and firm performance. Journal of business 
research, 67(1), 2891-2902. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jbusres.2012.06.004

Chege, S. M., & Wang, D. (2020). The influence of tech-
nology innovation on SME performance through envi-
ronmental sustainability practices in Kenya. Technol-
ogy in Society, 60, 101210. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
techsoc.2019.101210

Cho, H., Lee, P., & Shin, C. H. (2019). Becoming a sustain-
able organization: focusing on process, administrative 
innovation and human resource practices. Sustainabil-
ity, 11(13), 3554. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11133554

Crespi, G., Tacsir, E., & Pereira, M. (2019). Effects of in-
novation on employment in Latin America. Industrial 
and Corporate Change, 28(1), 139-159. https://doi.
org/10.1093/icc/dty062

Crowley, F., & Bourke, J. (2017). The influence of hu-
man resource management systems on innovation: 
Evidence from Irish manufacturing and service 
firms. International Journal of Innovation Manage-

https://doi.org/10.1108/MEQ-01-2020-0019
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8EM00248G
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8EM00248G
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-022-02891-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-022-02891-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibusrev.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2023.114170
https://doi.org/10.2478/orga-2023-0021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.2284
https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.2284
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1080/10242694.2018.1477235
https://doi.org/10.1080/10242694.2018.1477235
https://doi.org/10.15415/jtmge.2013.42006
https://doi.org/10.15415/jtmge.2013.42006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.259
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.259
https://doi.org/10.1177/0143831X14546238
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2012.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2012.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techsoc.2019.101210
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techsoc.2019.101210
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11133554
https://doi.org/10.1093/icc/dty062
https://doi.org/10.1093/icc/dty062


16

Organizacija, Volume 58 Issue 1, February 2025Research Papers

ment, 21(01), 1750003. https://doi.org/10.1142/
S1363919617500037

D’Amato, D., Veijonaho, S., & Toppinen, A. (2018). To-
wards sustainability? Forest-based circular bioecono-
my business models in Finnish SMEs. Forest Policy 
and Economics, 101848. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.for-
pol.2018.12.004

Dada, M. A., Obaigbena, A., Majemite, M. T., Oliha, J. 
S., & Biu, P. W. (2024). Innovative approaches to 
waste resource management: implications for envi-
ronmental sustainability and policy. Engineering Sci-
ence & Technology Journal, 5(1), 115-127. https://doi.
org/10.51594/estj.v5i1.731

Damanpour, F., & Aravind, D. (2012). Managerial in-
novation: Conceptions, processes and antecedents. 
Management and organization review, 8(2), 423–454. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1740-8784.2011.00233.x

Dane. (2018). Technological Development and Innovation 
Survey EDIT. Available in: https://www.dane.gov.co/
index.php/estadisticas-por-tema/tecnologia-e-innova-
cion/encuesta-de-desarrollo-e-innovacion-tecnologi-
ca-edit Consultado el 2 de marzo de 2019.

Duhautois, R., Erhel, C., Guergoat-Larivière, M., Mo-
fakhami, M., Obersneider, M., Postels, D., Antonio, J. 
I, De Bustillo, R. M.  & Pinto, F. (2018). The employ-
ment and job quality effects of innovation in France, 
Germany and Spain: evidence from firm-level data. 
QuInnE Working Paper WP5-3 Volltext. Retrieved 
from  https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-02613444

Edmondson, A. C., & Harvey, J. F. (2018). Cross-bound-
ary teaming for innovation: Integrating research on 
teams and knowledge in organizations. Human Re-
source Management Review, 28(4), 347–360. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.hrmr.2017.03.002

Fabrizio, K. R., & Tsolmon, U. (2014). An empirical ex-
amination of the procyclicality of R&D investment and 
innovation. Review of Economics and Statistics, 96(4), 
662-675. https://doi.org/10.1162/REST_a_00412

Fartash, K., Davoudi, S. M. M., Baklashova, T. A., Svech-
nikova, N. V., Nikolaeva, Y. V., Grimalskaya, S. A., 
& Beloborodova, A. V. (2018). The Impact of Tech-
nology Acquisition & Exploitation on Organizational 
Innovation and Organizational Performance in Knowl-
edge-Intensive Organizations. Eurasia Journal of Math-
ematics, Science and Technology Education, 14(4), 
1497-1507. https://doi.org/10.29333/ejmste/84835

Fiore, M., Silvestri, R., Contò, F., & Pellegrini, G. (2017). 
Understanding the relationship between green ap-
proach and marketing innovations tools in the wine 
sector. Journal of cleaner production, 142, 4085-4091. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.10.026

Forés, B., & Camisón, C. (2016). Does incremental and rad-
ical innovation performance depend on different types 
of knowledge accumulation capabilities and organiza-
tional size?. Journal of Business Research, 69(2), 831-

848. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2015.07.006
Føre, H. M., Thorvaldsen, T., Osmundsen, T. C., Asche, F., 

Tveterås, R., Fagertun, J. T., & Bjelland, H. V. (2022). 
Technological innovations promoting sustainable 
salmon (Salmo salar) aquaculture in Norway. Aqua-
culture Reports, 24, 101115. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
aqrep.2022.101115

Franco, J. C., Hussain, D., & McColl, R. (2019). Luxu-
ry fashion and sustainability: looking good togeth-
er. Journal of Business Strategy, 41(4), 55-61. https://
doi.org/10.1108/JBS-05-2019-0089

Gawer, A., & Cusumano, M. A. (2014). Industry plat-
forms and ecosystem innovation. Journal of Product 
Innovation Management, 31(3), 417-433. https://doi.
org/10.1111/jpim.12105

Gerstlberger, W., Knudsen, M. P., Dachs, B., & Schröter, 
M. (2016). Closing the energy-efficiency technology 
gap in European firms? Innovation and adoption of 
energy efficiency technologies. Journal of Engineering 
and Technology Management, 40, 87-100. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jengtecman.2016.04.004

Ghasemzadeh, P., Nazari, J. A., Farzaneh, M., & Mehra-
lian, G. (2019). Moderating role of innovation culture 
in the relationship between organizational learning 
and innovation performance. The Learning Organiza-
tion, 26 (3), 289-303. https://doi.org/10.1108/TLO-08-
2018-0139

Giuliano, R., Kampelmann, S., Mahy, B., & Rycx, F. 
(2017). Short notice, big difference? The effect of tem-
porary employment on firm competitiveness across 
sectors. British Journal of Industrial Relations, 55(2), 
421-449. https://doi.org/10.1111/bjir.12236

Gomes, G., & Wojahn, R. M. (2017). Organizational learn-
ing capability, innovation and performance: study in 
small and medium-sized enterprises (SMES). Revista 
de Administração (São Paulo), 52(2), 163-175. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.rausp.2016.12.003

Grabara, J., Hussain, H. I., & Szajt, M. (2020). Sustain-
able University Development through Sustainable 
Human Resources and Corporate Entrepreneurship: 
The Role of Sustainable Innovation and Work Envi-
ronment. Amfiteatru Economic, 22(54), 480-495. DOI: 
10.24818/EA/2020/54/480

Grigorescu, A., Maer-Matei, M. M., Mocanu, C., & Zamfir, 
A. M. (2020). Key Drivers and Skills Needed for Inno-
vative Companies Focused on Sustainability. Sustain-
ability, 12(1), 102. https://doi.org/10.3390/su12010102

Grund, C., & Thommes, K. (2017). The Role of Con-
tract Types for Employees’ Public Service Motiva-
tion. Schmalenbach Business Review, 18(4), 377-398. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41464-017-0033-z

Gupta, N., Poddar, K., Sarkar, D., Kumari, N., Padhan, B., 
& Sarkar, A. (2019). Fruit waste management by pig-
ment production and utilization of residual as bioadsor-
bent. Journal of environmental management, 244, 138-

https://doi.org/10.1142/S1363919617500037
https://doi.org/10.1142/S1363919617500037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2018.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2018.12.004
https://doi.org/10.51594/estj.v5i1.731
https://doi.org/10.51594/estj.v5i1.731
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1740-8784.2011.00233.x
https://www.dane.gov.co/index.php/estadisticas-por-tema/tecnologia-e-innovacion/encuesta-de-desarrollo-e-innovacion-tecnologica-edit
https://www.dane.gov.co/index.php/estadisticas-por-tema/tecnologia-e-innovacion/encuesta-de-desarrollo-e-innovacion-tecnologica-edit
https://www.dane.gov.co/index.php/estadisticas-por-tema/tecnologia-e-innovacion/encuesta-de-desarrollo-e-innovacion-tecnologica-edit
https://www.dane.gov.co/index.php/estadisticas-por-tema/tecnologia-e-innovacion/encuesta-de-desarrollo-e-innovacion-tecnologica-edit
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-02613444
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hrmr.2017.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hrmr.2017.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1162/REST_a_00412
https://doi.org/10.29333/ejmste/84835
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.10.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2015.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aqrep.2022.101115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aqrep.2022.101115
https://doi.org/10.1108/JBS-05-2019-0089
https://doi.org/10.1108/JBS-05-2019-0089
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpim.12105
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpim.12105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jengtecman.2016.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jengtecman.2016.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1108/TLO-08-2018-0139
https://doi.org/10.1108/TLO-08-2018-0139
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjir.12236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rausp.2016.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rausp.2016.12.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12010102
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41464-017-0033-z


17

Organizacija, Volume 58 Issue 1, February 2025Research Papers

143. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.05.055
Gupta, H., Kusi-Sarpong, S., & Rezaei, J. (2020). Barriers 

and overcoming strategies to supply chain sustainabil-
ity innovation. Resources, Conservation and Recy-
cling, 161, 104819. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rescon-
rec.2020.104819

Hepburn, C., Pless, J., & Popp, D. (2018). Policy Brief—
Encouraging Innovation that Protects Environmental 
Systems: Five Policy Proposals. Review of Environ-
mental Economics and Policy, 12(1), 154–169. Recu-
perado de https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/

Hysa, E., Kruja, A., Rehman, N. U., & Laurenti, R. (2020). 
Circular economy innovation and environmental sus-
tainability impact on economic growth: An integrat-
ed model for sustainable development. Sustainabili-
ty, 12(12), 4831. https://doi.org/10.3390/su12124831

Jandhyala, S., & Phene, A. (2015). The role of in-
tergovernmental organizations in cross-border 
knowledge transfer and innovation. Administra-
tive Science Quarterly, 60(4), 712–743. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0001839215590153

Jia, X., Chen, J., Mei, L., & Wu, Q. (2018). How leader-
ship matters in organizational innovation: a perspec-
tive of openness. Management Decision, 56(1), 6-25. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-04-2017-0415

Jugend, D., Araujo, T. R. D., Pimenta, M. L., Gobbo Jr, 
J. A., & Hilletofth, P. (2018). The role of cross-func-
tional integration in new product development: dif-
ferences between incremental and radical innovation 
projects. Innovation, 20(1), 42-60. https://doi.org/10.1
080/14479338.2017.1364971

Khan, A. N., Mehmood, K., & Kwan, H. K. (2024). Green 
knowledge management: A key driver of green tech-
nology innovation and sustainable performance in the 
construction organizations. Journal of Innovation & 
Knowledge, 9(1), 100455. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jik.2023.100455

Khurana, S., Haleem, A., & Mannan, B. (2019). Determi-
nants for integration of sustainability with innovation 
for Indian manufacturing enterprises: Empirical evi-
dence in MSMEs. Journal of Cleaner Production, 229, 
374-386. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.04.022

Kim, D., Chiou, J. S., & Calantone, R. (2018). Strategic 
orientations, joint learning, and innovation generation 
in international customer-supplier relationships. Inter-
national Business Review, 27(4), 838-851. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ibusrev.2018.01.007

Lenzo, P., Traverso, M., Mondello, G., Salomone, R., & 
Ioppolo, G. (2018). Sustainability performance of an 
Italian textile product. Economies, 6(1), 17. https://doi.
org/10.3390/economies6010017 

Liu, G., Gao, P., Chen, F., Yu, J., & Zhang, Y. (2018). Tech-
nological innovation systems and IT industry sustain-
ability in China: A case study of mobile system inno-

vation. Telematics and Informatics, 35(5), 1144–1165. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tele.2018.01.012

Lozano, F. J., & Lozano, R. (2018). Assessing the po-
tential sustainability benefits of agricultural residues: 
Biomass conversion to syngas for energy generation 
or to chemicals production. Journal of cleaner produc-
tion, 172, 4162-4169. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcle-
pro.2017.01.037

Lund-Thomsen, P., Lindgreen, A., & Vanhamme, J. 
(2016). Industrial clusters and corporate social respon-
sibility in developing countries: what we know, what 
we do not know, and what we need to know. Journal of 
Business Ethics, 133(1), 9-24. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10551-014-2372-8

Lützner, R., Friedli, T., Budde, L., & Noflatscher, S. 
(2016). Performance effects of factory-within-a-fac-
tory designs. 23rd EurOMA Conference. Trondheim, 
Norway. Recuperado de https://www.alexandria.unisg.
ch/248702/1/Full%20Paper_EurOMA_PWP.pdf

Mahr, D., Lievens, A., & Blazevic, V. (2014). The value 
of customer cocreated knowledge during the inno-
vation process. Journal of Product Innovation Man-
agement, 31(3), 599-615. https://doi.org/10.1111/
jpim.12116

Mas-Verdu, F., Ortiz-Miranda, D., & García-Álva-
rez-Coque, J. M. (2016). Examining organizational 
innovations in different regional settings. Journal of 
Business Research, 69(11), 5324-5329. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2016.04.132

Matt, D. T., Rauch, E., & Dallasega, P. (2015). Trends to-
wards Distributed Manufacturing Systems and modern 
forms for their design. Procedia CIRP, 33, 185-190. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procir.2015.06.034

Mauno, S., & Ruokolainen, M. (2017). Does Organiza-
tional Work–Family Support Benefit Temporary and 
Permanent Employees Equally in a Work–Family 
Conflict Situation in Relation to Job Satisfaction and 
Emotional Energy at Work and at Home?. Journal 
of Family Issues, 38(1), 124-148. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0192513X15600729

Mikulčić, H., Klemeš, J. J., Vujanović, M., Urbaniec, 
K., & Duić, N. (2016). Reducing greenhouse gasses 
emissions by fostering the deployment of alternative 
raw materials and energy sources in the cleaner ce-
ment manufacturing process. Journal of cleaner pro-
duction, 136, 119-132. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcle-
pro.2016.04.145

Mirvis, P., & Googins, B. (2018). Engaging employees as so-
cial innovators. California Management Review, 60(4), 
25–50. https://doi.org/10.1177/0008125618779062

Mousavi, S., Bossink, B., & van Vliet, M. (2018). Dynamic 
capabilities and organizational routines for managing 
innovation towards sustainability. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 203, 224-239. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jclepro.2018.08.215

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.05.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2020.104819
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2020.104819
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12124831
https://doi.org/10.1177/0001839215590153
https://doi.org/10.1177/0001839215590153
https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-04-2017-0415
https://doi.org/10.1080/14479338.2017.1364971
https://doi.org/10.1080/14479338.2017.1364971
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jik.2023.100455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jik.2023.100455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibusrev.2018.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibusrev.2018.01.007
https://doi.org/10.3390/economies6010017
https://doi.org/10.3390/economies6010017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tele.2018.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.01.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.01.037
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-014-2372-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-014-2372-8
https://www.alexandria.unisg.ch/248702/1/Full%20Paper_EurOMA_PWP.pdf
https://www.alexandria.unisg.ch/248702/1/Full%20Paper_EurOMA_PWP.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpim.12116
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpim.12116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2016.04.132
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2016.04.132
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procir.2015.06.034
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X15600729
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X15600729
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.04.145
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.04.145
https://doi.org/10.1177/0008125618779062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.08.215
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.08.215


18

Organizacija, Volume 58 Issue 1, February 2025Research Papers

Mun, S. B. (2018). The Impact of Non-technological Inno-
vation on the Performance of Product Innovation. Jour-
nal of Korea Technology Innovation Society, 21(1), 
331–353. Retrieved from https://www.koreascience.
or.kr/article/JAKO201812470012912.page?&lang=en

Munda, S., Shivakumar, B. G., Rana, D. S., Gangaiah, B., 
Manjaiah, K. M., Dass, A., Layek, J  & Lakshman, K. 
(2018). Inorganic phosphorus along with biofertilizers 
improves profitability and sustainability in soybean 
(Glycine max)–potato (Solanum tuberosum) cropping 
system. Journal of the Saudi Society of Agricultural 
Sciences, 17(2), 107-113. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.js-
sas.2016.01.008

OECD/Eurostat. (2018). Oslo manual: Guidelines for col-
lecting, reporting and using data on innovation (4th 
ed.). OECD Publishing, Paris/Eurostat, Luxembourg. 
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264304604-en

Ogbeibu, S., Emelifeonwu, J., Senadjki, A., Gaskin, J., 
& Kaivo-oja, J. (2020). Technological turbulence and 
greening of team creativity, product innovation, and 
human resource management: Implications for sustain-
ability. Journal of Cleaner Production, 244, 118703. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118703

Pazouki, K., Forbes, N., Norman, R. A., & Woodward, M. 
D. (2018). Investigation on the impact of human-auto-
mation interaction in maritime operations. Ocean En-
gineering, pp. 153, 297–304. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
oceaneng.2018.01.103

Pedersen, E. R. G., Gwozdz, W., & Hvass, K. K. (2018). 
Exploring the relationship between business model in-
novation, corporate sustainability, and organisational 
values within the fashion industry. Journal of Busi-
ness Ethics, 149(2), 267-284. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10551-016-3044-7

Qi, X., Fu, Y., Wang, R. Y., Ng, C. N., Dang, H., & He, 
Y. (2018). Improving the sustainability of agricultur-
al land use: An integrated framework for the conflict 
between food security and environmental deteriora-
tion. Applied Geography, 90, 214-223. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.12.009

Quaye, D., & Mensah, I. (2019). Marketing innovation and 
sustainable competitive advantage of manufacturing 
SMEs in Ghana. Management Decision, 57(7), 1535-
1553. https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-08-2017-0784

Regattieri, A., Gamberi, M., Bortolini, M., & Piana, F. 
(2018). Innovative solutions for reusing packaging 
waste materials in humanitarian logistics. Sustainabil-
ity, 10(5), 1587. https://doi.org/10.3390/su10051587

Roy, R. (2015). Consumer Product Innovation and Sus-
tainable Design: the evolution and impacts of success-
ful products. New York, NY. Routledge.

Rubio-Andrés, M., & Abril, C. (2024). Sustainability ori-
ented innovation and organizational values: a cluster 
analysis. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 49(1), 
1-18. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-022-09979-1

Sabherwal, R., Sabherwal, S., Havakhor, T., & Steelman, 
Z. (2019). How Does Strategic Alignment Affect 
Firm Performance? The Roles of Information Tech-
nology Investment and Environmental Uncertain-
ty. MIS Quarterly, 43(2). https://doi.org/10.25300/
MISQ/2019/13626

Saidani, W., Msolli, B., & Ajina, A. (2017). Research and 
development investment and financing constraints: 
The case of Japan. Research in International Business 
and Finance, 42, 1336-1342. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ribaf.2017.07.070

Sajjad, M., Riaz, A., Chani, M., & Hussain, R. (2020). 
Innovations in Human Resources Management: Me-
diating Role of Intrinsic Motivation. Marketing and 
Management of Innovations, 1, 110-120. http://doi.
org/10.21272/mmi.2020.1-08

Sameer, H., & Bringezu, S. (2019). Life cycle input in-
dicators of material resource use for enhancing sus-
tainability assessment schemes of buildings. Journal 
of Building Engineering, 21, 230-242. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jobe.2018.10.010

Scerbo, M. W. (2018). Theoretical perspectives on adap-
tive automation. In Human Performance in Automated 
and Autonomous Systems (pp. 57-84). Boca Ratón, 
Florida. Routledge.

Sicoli, G., Bronzetti, G., & Baldini, M. (2019). The Impor-
tance of Sustainability in the Fashion Sector: ADIDAS 
Case Study. International Business Research, 12(6), 
41-51. doi:10.5539/ibr.v12n6p41

Sok, P., & O’Cass, A. (2015). Examining the new product 
innovation–performance relationship: Optimizing the 
role of individual-level creativity and attention-to-de-
tail. Industrial Marketing Management, pp. 47, 156–
165. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2015.02.040

Stock, T., Obenaus, M., Slaymaker, A., & Seliger, G. 
(2017). A model for the development of sustainable 
innovations for the early phase of the innovation pro-
cess. Procedia Manufacturing, 8, 215-222. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.promfg.2017.02.027

Stubbs, W. (2019). Strategies, practices, and tensions in 
managing business model innovation for sustainabil-
ity: The case of an Australian BCorp. Corporate So-
cial Responsibility and Environmental Management, 
26(5), 1063–1072. https://doi.org/10.1002/csr.1786

Tang, C. F., & Tan, B. W. (2014). The linkages among en-
ergy consumption, economic growth, relative price, 
foreign direct investment, and financial development 
in Malaysia. Quality & Quantity, 48(2), 781-797. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-012-9802-4

Teixeira, G. F. G., & Junior, O. C. (2019). How to make 
strategic planning for corporate sustainability?. Journal 
of Cleaner Production, 230, 1421-1431. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.063

Valaei, N., Rezaei, S., & Ismail, W. K. W. (2017). Exam-
ining learning strategies, creativity, and innovation at 

https://www.koreascience.or.kr/article/JAKO201812470012912.page?&lang=en
https://www.koreascience.or.kr/article/JAKO201812470012912.page?&lang=en
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jssas.2016.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jssas.2016.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264304604-en
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118703
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2018.01.103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2018.01.103
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-016-3044-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-016-3044-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-08-2017-0784
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10051587
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-022-09979-1
https://doi.org/10.25300/MISQ/2019/13626
https://doi.org/10.25300/MISQ/2019/13626
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2017.07.070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2017.07.070
http://doi.org/10.21272/mmi.2020.1-08
http://doi.org/10.21272/mmi.2020.1-08
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2018.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2018.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2015.02.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2017.02.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2017.02.027
https://doi.org/10.1002/csr.1786
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-012-9802-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.063


19

Organizacija, Volume 58 Issue 1, February 2025Research Papers

SMEs using fuzzy set Qualitative Comparative Anal-
ysis and PLS path modeling. Journal of Business Re-
search, pp. 70, 224–233. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jbusres.2016.08.016

Velez Osorio, I. M. (2023). Innovation investment and its 
impact on permanent employment. Business: Theory 
and Practice, 24(2), 371–378. https://doi.org/10.3846/
btp.2023.17263

Velez Osorio, I. M. (2021). Tipos de Innovación, Gener-
ación de Empleo y Sostenibilidad: Un Análisis de la In-
dustria Colombiana. (Doctoral dissertation, Universitat 
de València). URI: https://hdl.handle.net/10550/79627

Wikhamn, W. (2019). Innovation, sustainable HRM and 
customer satisfaction. International Journal of Hos-
pitality Management, pp. 76, 102–110. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2018.04.009

Wu, D., Rosen, D. W., Wang, L., & Schaefer, D. (2015). 
Cloud-based design and manufacturing: A new par-
adigm in digital manufacturing and design innova-
tion. Computer-Aided Design, 59, 1-14. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cad.2014.07.006

Wu, L., & Chiu, M. L. (2015). Organizational applications 
of IT innovation and firm’s competitive performance: 
A resource-based view and the innovation diffusion ap-
proach. Journal of Engineering and Technology Man-
agement, 35, 25-44. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jengtec-
man.2014.09.002

Walker, R. M., Chen, J., & Aravind, D. (2015). Man-
agement innovation and firm performance: An inte-
gration of research findings. European Management 
Journal, 33(5), 407-422. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
emj.2015.07.001

Yadav, M., Kumar, A., Mangla, S. K., Luthra, S., Bamel, 
U., & Garza-Reyes, J. A. (2019). Mapping the human 
resource focused enablers with sustainability view-
points in Indian power sector. Journal of Cleaner Pro-
duction, 210, 1311-1323. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jclepro.2018.11.132

Yang, D., Wang, A. X., Zhou, K. Z., & Jiang, W. (2018). 
Environmental Strategy, Institutional Force, and In-
novation Capability: A Managerial Cognition Per-
spective. Journal of Business Ethics, 159, 1147–1161. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-018-3830-5

Zhu, Q., Liu, J., & Lai, K. H. (2016). Corporate social re-
sponsibility practices and performance improvement 
among Chinese national state-owned enterprises. In-
ternational Journal of Production Economics, pp. 171, 
417–426. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2015.08.005

Zhu, X., Xiao, Z., Dong, M. C., & Gu, J. (2019). The fit be-
tween firms’ open innovation and business model 
for new product development speed: A contingent 
perspective. Technovation, 86, 75-85. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.technovation.2019.05.005

Iris Maria Velez Osorio holds a bachelor’s and 
a master’s degree in organizational studies from 
Universidad del Valle, a master’s in management from 
Tulane University, Louisiana, United States and a Ph.D. 
in Business from Universidad de Valencia, Spain. With 
over 17 years of teaching experience, she has authored 
numerous articles and conference papers, focusing 
on areas such as management, strategy, innovation, 
education, and corporate social responsibility.

Dvojna vloga inovacij v proizvodnji: izboljšanje trajnosti in zaposlitvenih možnosti

Ozadje in namen: Namen te študije je raziskati, kako različne vrste inovacij vplivajo na trajnostne ukrepe v proizvo-
dnih podjetjih. Ti trajnostni ukrepi vključujejo zmanjšanje porabe surovin, zmanjšanje porabe energije in optimizacijo 
ravnanja z odpadki. Raziskava nadalje ocenjuje povezavo med vrstami inovacij in ustvarjanjem delovnih mest, pri 
čemer se osredotoča na to, kako inovacije spodbujajo nove zaposlitvene priložnosti in povečujejo trajnost v proizvo-
dnem sektorju.
Metodologija: Metodologija vključuje hierarhično regresijsko analizo, izvedeno na vzorcu 1570 proizvodnih podjetij 
v Kolumbiji z uporabo programske opreme SPSS. Namen tega pristopa je kvantitativno oceniti učinkovitost inovacij, 
trajnosti in politik zaposlovanja v teh industrijskih organizacijah.
Rezultati: Ugotovitve študije razkrivajo pomemben vpogled v inovacijske politike industrijskih podjetij in njihovo 
upravljanje okoljske trajnosti. Ti rezultati poudarjajo praktične posledice sprejemanja inovacij in trajnosti za dolgo-
ročne koristi, kljub takojšnjim stroškom.
Zaključek: Raziskava zagotavlja celovit pregled različnih vrst inovacij in njihovih posledičnih učinkov na trajnost in 
zaposlovanje v proizvodnem sektorju. Poleg tega predlaga smernice za prihodnje raziskave, ki bi lahko še izboljšale 
inovacijske in trajnostne prakse v tej industriji.

Ključne besede: Inovativnost, Trajnost, Zaposlovanje, Proizvodni sektor
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