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Critical success factors of small
and medium-sized enterprises

in Palestine
Sam Alfoqahaa

Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences,
An-Najah National University, Nablus, Palestine

Abstract
Purpose – The purpose of this paper is to investigate the success of small and medium enterprises (SMEs)
in Palestine, and thus to contribute to the existing knowledge on the critical success factors (CSFs) of SMEs in
the Palestinian context, especially in theWest Bank.

Design/methodology/approach – The study is comprised a survey of a convenience sample of 370
SMEs operating in the West Bank, Palestine. It uses a multiple regression analysis to examine the effect
of a set of CSFs, namely, reputation of the brand, excellence of customer services, reliable delivery and
product innovation on the success of SMEs.

Findings – The results show that brand reputation, excellence of customer of services and reliable delivery
strongly influence SME success, while innovation is weakly associated with SME success. These results
imply that success is tied to customers and competition more than to production, structures or finance. That
is, reputable brands, excellent customer service and reliable delivery are means to success according to the
results of this research.
Practical implications – The study emphasizes the need for Palestinian SMEs to maintain and
develop their brand reputation, institutionalize customer service and develop its logistical systems and
practices. Generally, the study suggests that there are specific investment areas for SMEs that can
contribute to achieving success. Specifically, excellence in customer service was found to be the factor
most linked to the success of SMEs, followed by reliable delivery and then by brand reputation and
innovation.
Originality/value –While plenty of research has been done on what contributes to the failure or success of
SMEs, research on CSFs for SMEs is limited. The study combines four CSFs not previously used in
combination to model the successful performance of SMEs in general and in the Palestinian context in
particular. Only some specific factors are critical to the success of SMEs and should be the focal point of
SMEs’ efforts as long as they are consistent with their nature as small economic entities competing with big
companies in small markets. Thus, instead of using general factors of SME success, the study explains how
success becomes more possible through specifying areas for decision-making or activities for the
entrepreneurs to undertake, keeping in mind that there is a mechanism by which these factors work together
toward the success of the SME.

Keywords Product innovation, Critical success factors, Brand reputation, Reliable delivery,
Success of SMEs

Paper type Research paper

Introduction
It is generally accepted that small and medium enterprises (SMEs) play a significant role in
economies around the world (Naser, 1999). Small companies are competing with big
businesses in whole new ways (Mele, 2015). They are thinking and acting globally,
competing with rivals of all sizes and investing aggressively in technology to improve
operations andmake themselves more nimble (Oxford Economics, 2013).
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Furthermore, SMEs are being considered as engines of economic growth worldwide
(Ardic et al., 2011; Caner, 2010). One of the most important roles of SMEs in this context
includes poverty alleviation through job creation (Jasra et al., 2011). In developing countries,
SMEs are a major source of income, a breeding ground for entrepreneurs and a provider of
employment (UNIDO, 2000).

In Palestine in particular, SMEs are considered to be among the most important pillars of
socio-economic development as these businesses serve as a basis for improving production
capacity as well as contributing to the decrease of poverty and unemployment problems
(MAS, 2014). According to the results of the general census conducted by the Palestinian
Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS) (2012), the total number of private business entities was
131,618 entities out of 135,401 (91,203 in the West Bank and 44,198 in the Gaza Strip using
262,825 and 121,953 workers, respectively), which represents around 95 per cent of working
organizations in Palestine. These SMEs are working in various business fields including
manufacturing, trading, services, small women-headed projects, agriculture and some
industries which produce highly developed products in the fields of engineering, commerce
and information technology. However, in spite of the fact that SMEs are an essential element
of the Palestinian economy, there is no clear-cut classification for small and medium-sized
enterprises and neither are there accurate or reliable statistics about the number of small
and medium-sized enterprises existing in Palestine. Besides, a great portion of small firms
are operating within the informal sector (not registered officially) and not included in any
statistical survey.

Considering their contribution to economic growth and overall development of a country,
research on critical factors for building and maintaining a successful SME is increasingly
pertinent and necessary. However, most of the previous work and research on SMEs has
focused on failure factors, that if avoided will become success factors. However, whether
they are failure or success factors, they are not specific, holistic and coherent enough to
constitute critical success factors (CSFs) of SMEs (Laguna et al., 2012; Jasra et al., 2011; Ihua,
2009; Mbonyane, 2006; Bradley and Cowdery, 2004; Everett and Watson, 1998). Thus, the
knowledge base on CSFs for SMEs is lacking. In addition, most prior research, especially in
Palestinian context, has narratively investigated SMEs without modeling successful
performances of such businesses.

Key success factors can be understood as an activity, skill or resource that a business can
invest in, in the market that business is operating in, that can explain a major part of the
observable differences in perceived value and/or relative costs. Key or CSFs imply a causal
relationship between a skill or resource and perceived value and/or relative costs. They are
small in number but can explain a major part of the variance in perceived value and/or
relative costs (Grunert and Ellegaard, 1992). This research aims at contributing to
knowledge on the CSFs of SMEs in the Palestinian context, specifically in theWest Bank.

The next part of the study presents the research theoretical framework.
The third part presents the research methodology, and the fourth part presents the

research findings, discussion and conclusion.

Literature review
In a general sense, almost all scientific research in business administration is concerned with
understanding what makes some businesses more successful than others (Grunert and
Ellegaard, 1992). It is true that for all businesses to be successful, they require ever-
demanding efforts in all areas that affect the business’ success (Jasra et al., 2011). However,
problems arise when SMEs try to concentrate on everything at the same time, in an effort to
either achieve success or avoid failure which results in a lack of focus. The researcher argues
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that only some specific factors are critical to the success of SMEs and should be the focal
point of SMEs’ efforts as long as they are consistent with their nature as small economic
entities competing with big companies in small markets.

To date, much research has been done on what contributes to the failure or success of
SMEs, while research on specific CSFs for SMEs is limited and the findings are still
inconclusive. Previous research efforts, on what contributes to failure of SMEs, were
attempting to discover factors which contribute to the failure of SMEs, and discussed how
avoidance of these factors will decrease the risk of SMEs failure, which can be segmented as
the individual characteristics of the entrepreneur or non-individual characteristics, such as
organizational and environmental forces of the SMEs (CF. Mihajlovi�c et al., 2015; Arasti
et al., 2012). It can be concluded that factors such as lack of entrepreneurial skills or financial
resources are general factors, and working at the threshold level of success as their absence
may lead to success, but their presence will not guarantee success of SMEs. The same logic
applies to research efforts that were focusing on factors contributing to success of SMEs.

Thus, research is needed on how certain critical factors affect the success of SMEs.
Additionally, SME successes have been assessed using different approaches; prior studies
have mainly used surveys and case studies (Forsman, 2008; Naser, 1999). Previous studies
on SME success attempted to capture a large number of broad factors explaining SME
success. For instance, Jasra et al. (2011) investigated the effect of financial resources,
marketing strategy, technological resources, government support, information access,
business plan and entrepreneur skill on business success. Chow and Cao (2008) considered
organizational, people, process and technical factors as success factors.

Chittithaworn et al. (2011) considered the effect of a broad set of factors on the success of
SMEs, including: SMEs characteristics, management of know-how, products and services,
customers and markets, the way of doing business and cooperation, resources strategy and
the external environment. It must be noted here that there is an overlap between what
contributes to the success of SMEs and the success itself.

Success of small and medium enterprises
Success is defined with both traditional criteria such as profit and growth; and also with
intrinsic factors such as personal satisfaction and the sense of achievement (Chong, 2012).
More specifically, success is defined as the growth and financial performance of a firm
measured in volume growth, relative change in net turnover, value growth and relative
change in equity (Lingegård and Sandström, 2008).

There is a considerable variation in criteria used to assess success of SMEs in previous
studies (Chittithaworn et al., 2011). That is, determining the success of firms can be a
problematic and complex issue (Jennings and Beaver, 1997), and many researchers are in
agreement that there is no single agreed-upon definition of business success (Stefanovic
et al., 2010). However, because of the nature and content of the concept itself, which reflects
the different evaluation criteria and perceptions, business type and environmental contexts,
there is no common dominator for success (Hussain and Yaqub, 2010; Pasanen, 2003).
However, success is one intended aspect of enterprise performance. Thus, performance
measurement is essential in ensuring enterprise success and its benefits to the sponsoring
organization (Forsman, 2008). Success criteria consist of the measures by which the success
or failure of the enterprise will be judged (Cooke-Davies, 2002).

The simplest way of defining success would be to measure whether the goals set for the
enterprise are met, but it does not take into account the possibility of ill-defined goals
(Forsman, 2008).
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It can be concluded that success is a multidimensional construct covering different
concepts including survival (Ganyaupfu, 2013), technical efficiency, impact on customer,
business success and future potentiality (Forsman, 2008).

Hypotheses development
Numerous empirical studies on factors influencing the success of SMEs can generally be
grouped into two approaches/categories either by focusing on a quite limited set of variables
at the firm level or by incorporating a broader framework that covers the external
environment (Ganyaupfu, 2013). Previous research has used different combinations of
factors, such as good management skills and other environmental and sample demographic
variables (Chong, 2012); good customer service and product quality (Coy et al., 2007);
location, employees, management quality and customer care (Melia, 2010); and entrepreneur
and firm characteristics (Ganyaupfu, 2013).

Mwangi et al. (2013) identified eight leadership construct characteristics of successful
SME leaders in Kenya and Uganda. Lingegård and Sandström (2008) found that vision and
strategy, core competences and customer interaction were identified as the factors that have
the greatest impact on success.

Islam and Siengthai (2010) indicated that most of the core human resource management
practice has significant impact on the success of SMEs. Cacciolatti and Fearne (2011)
indicate that SMEs that make good use of structural marketing information in conjunction
with good marketing strategies present a higher chance for growth. McLaren (2011)
explored and identified several factors critical for the successful marketing of rural tourism
routes, including the establishment of a strong identity and brand, providing a unique
experience, balancing the route production mix, promotion of the route by all stakeholders
and effective use of electronic media. However, few of these studies have investigated CSFs.
This discussion shows that many of the factors used in explaining SMEs success were
standard organizational internal and or external factors. However, the literature gap was not
a result of the factors themselves, it resulted from the inexact consistency between such
factors and success as the latter depends on activities, not on static factors or resource
availability and that’s what makes the current research unique and significantly contributes
to the existing literature in that CSFs are representing few areas of activity in which
favorable results are absolutely necessary to achieve for a particular business to reach its
goals (Bullen and Rockhart, 1981).

CSFs are defined as a group of indispensible activities or elements that enable an
organization to achieve its stated objectives (Rothberg and Morrison, 2012), and they are
factors or activities required for ensuring the success of business (Raynus, 2016). They are
few and are necessary conditions for superior performance (Grunert and Ellegaard, 1992).
Such factors are not judged in their magnitude, they are about activities and should be
evaluated against their uniqueness to the competitors and their contribution to SMEs
success. Thus, they are those factors capable of providing the greatest competitive level
range upon which resources should be focused (Brotherton, 2004a; Brotherton, 2004b).
Therefore, it is essential to identify these factors at the organizational level to compete
effectively and ensure that they are incorporated into one’s strategies and planning (Baker
and Cameron, 2008).

This discussion shows that there is no consensus among researchers on one set of factors
that contribute to the success of SMEs (Chong, 2012). And it is evident that there is an
overlap between CSFs and factors that may contribute to success.

This research focuses on a specific set of CSFs of SMEs instead of using either a broad or
overly narrowmix set of factors that can influence the success of SMEs. Moreover, it focuses
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on selected CSFs consistent with the Palestinian SME context as perceived and expected to
be strong contributors to the success of SMEs. Using large sets of factors does not, as
previous research shows, facilitate the exploration and understanding of the effect of CSFs
and does not significantly contribute to the explanation of SME success because CSFs are
and should be rare, few and unique to the success. This research explores the effects of a
specific set of CSFs by which satisfactory results will ensure successful competitive
performance for the individual department or organization (Bullen and Rockhart, 1981).

Olszak and Ziemba (2012) for example, have identified, based on an extensive literature
review, four primary sources of CSFs, which are industry factors, competitive strategy,
environmental factors and temporal factors. Whereas, the current research takes a more
consistent and theoretically established view of CSFs in that they are “those product
features that are particularly valued by a group of customers and, therefore, where the
organization must excel to outperform competition” (Johnson and Scholes, 2002, p. 151).
CSFs should account for the properties, terms or variables that can, in an important way,
influence the success of an enterprise in establishing its position in a particular industry
(Leidecker and Bruno, 1987). That is, “customers will use a smaller ‘list’ of features to
distinguish amongst producer organizations that all meet the threshold requirements”
(Johnson and Scholes, 2002, p. 151). Since different customer groups value different product
features, organizations will need to compete on different bases and through different
resources (e.g. location, the market knowledge of the owner, product range and innovation)
and competences (e.g. the personal style and customer relationships sustained by the
owner).

CSFs can be different aspects of service (e.g. personal services, extended opening hours,
informal credit and home deliveries).

This makes it clear that CSFs are specific areas of activities reflected in different aspects
of the product and or overall enterprise’s performance as they are built on organizations’
resources and core competences which are difficult for competitors to imitate.

Johnson and Scholes (2002) summarize that the CSFs with main customers are reputation
of the brand, excellence of customer service, reliable delivery and product innovation. They
argue that success can be understood better by being more specific as to what these CSFs
actually mean.

The framework and hypotheses for this study have been developed based on the
literature discussed above, and although CSFs as independent variables in this research are
adopted from the work of Johnson and Scholes (2002), the measurement and relationship of
these variables with SMEs success have been theoretically supported based on the literature
review and will be discussed further in the following pages From a practical perspective,
these factors are thought to be relevant CSFs to Palestinian SMEs in particular as they are
consistent with the composition and nature of Palestinian SMEs in that most are working in
the fields of trading and services, which are marketing and market dominated activities.
From a theoretical perspective, these factors are uniquely combined as CSFs relative to
previous research efforts while maintaining their consistency with existing literature on the
topic. Overall, CSFs should not be large as they are eventually representing an area(s) of
business investment. The research framework is presented in Figure 1.

Reputation of the brand and small and medium enterprises success
Brand reputation is a favorable and public estimation of a product or service (Ngwese and
Zhang, 2007). It corresponds to the customers’ posterior beliefs regarding firm quality
(Cabral, 2000). Brand reputation serves as a source of demand and lasting attractiveness; the
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image of superior quality and added value justifies a premium price (Ngwese and Zhang,
2007).

To have become successful and hence profitable, brands must have developed appositive
reputation as buyers tend to use brand names as signals of quality and value and often
gravitate to products with brand names they have come to associate with quality and value
(Herbig and Milewicz, 1997). That is, the competitive brand with reputation is a crucial
factor for market share growth (Ngwese and Zhang, 2007). And they are concepts that better
explain specific immutable factors that should be part of SMEs cannons in their quest for
market success (Abimbola and Kocak, 2007). Thus, the first hypothesis can be formulated as
follows:

H1. Reputation of the brand will have a positive effect on the success of SMEs.

Excellence of customer service and small and medium enterprises success
Much research has been done on customer service excellence with various approaches
reflecting the context and business type.

Doane and Sloat (2003) have identified 50 activities for achieving excellent customer
services through the resources manual they have developed. The basis for a strong customer
service foundation can be formed by combining a favorable first impression, courteous
treatment, a positive attitude and ethical behaviors (doing the right thing) (Evenson, 2011).
Excellence of customer service is a critical factor to business success now more than ever
(Bettencourt, 2012). Improved service drives customer loyalty and willingness to pay, which,
in turn, drive improved sales and profit stability (Homburg et al., 2009). Thus, achieving
business success and excelling in the market place on a sustained basis is impossible
without excelling in service delivery (Parasuraman, 2000).

That is, to remain and prosper over the long-term will require a genuine commitment to
serve customers well (Parasuraman, 2000). Customer service interactions are increasingly
seen as opportunities for engaging more intensely with customers, gaining better customer
insights and leveraging service propositions for revenue growth (Hölbling et al., 2009). The
second hypothesis is formulated as:

H2. Excellence of customer service will have a positive effect on the success of SMEs.

Reliable delivery and small and medium enterprises success
Procurement, manufacturing, distribution, warehousing, inventory and information
systems are important logistic functions among which distribution is a key function in the

Figure 1.
Researchmodel and
hypotheses
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entire logistics system and the key link between manufactures and customers in a supply
chain (Yang, 2013). Weiss and Gershon (1989) noted that distribution describes all the
logistics involved in delivering a company’s products or services to the right place, at the
right time, for the lowest cost.

Logistics and supply chain performance is key to a company’s success (Robinson et al.,
1993). That is, logistics satisfy market needs through distribution processes (Blaik, 2010).
The subject of distribution has been receiving a wider conceptual treatment under the
phrase “marketing logistics” than had been afforded to it earlier by operational researchers
searching for optimum, rather than acceptable solutions (Cunningham and Hardy, 1974).

Decisions made in the distribution area are about the form of distribution channels,
which involve not only a way for products’ delivery to stores but also a choice of stores’ type,
their location and forms of sales, which influences the way a product is delivered to
consumers (Barcik and Jakubiec, 2013).

Numerous definitions of distribution can be found in pertinent literature reflecting the
complexities and multi-tasking included in this function. Yang (2013) defines distribution as
a sequence of activities involving the transfer of products directly from supply points to
demand points or via transshipment points and warehouses. Bowersox (1969) defines it as
business activities pertaining to the transportation of finished inventory and/or raw
materials in a way that they arrive at the designated places when needed and in usable
condition.

The business-oriented approach determines the correct performance of logistic systems
in terms of a 7R formula implementation, which is: the right product, right quantity, right
quality, right place, right time, right customer and right price (Ballou, 2004). In this context,
reliability of the delivery process is regarded as the most important of the logistics processes
considering the potential losses associated with it (Nowakowski, 2006).

Managers have come to realize that not only can substantial cost savings be achieved in
the physical distribution area but also that the distribution function complements the selling
activity at the interface between the company and its customers (Cunningham and Hardy,
1974). Distribution plays a key role within the marketing mix, and the key to success is its
successful integration within the mix, ensuring that the customers get their products at the
right place and at the right time. For any organization to be effective, there should be an
effective distribution management process to convey finished products from the
manufacturer to the final consumer (Yeboah et al., 2013). In this way, distribution is seen as
a major driver of profitability in a company, because it has a direct impact on both the
logistics costs and the customer experiences (Chopra, 2003). However, in this competitive
world, the dimensions of costs, quality, efficiency and customer service are not trade-offs for
a company anymore. They have to be considered simultaneously (Yang, 2013). Companies,
in looking to obtain another competitive advantage in the marketplace, turned to speed and
reliability of delivery as a means of differentiating themselves from the rest of the pack
(Davis et al., 2005).

The firm’s ability to provide consistent and fast delivery allows it to charge a premium
price for its products (Davis et al., 2005). A similar association has been suggested by Stalk
(1993), in that both profits and market share are directly linked to the speed with which a
company can deliver its products relative to its competition. In addition to fast delivery, the
reliability of the delivery is also important. In other words, products should be delivered to
customers with minimum variance in delivery times (Davis et al., 2005). The third
hypothesis is formulated as:

H3. Reliable delivery will have a positive effect on the success of SMEs.
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Innovation and small and medium enterprises success
Innovation can be defined as the application of new ideas to the products, process or any
other aspect of a firm’s activities (Rogers, 1998).

Product innovation refers to the whole process of bringing a new product or service to the
market and includes product commercialization, design and development, production or
operationalization, marketing, distribution and selling, and it also ranges from incremental to
radical development (Dougherty, 1992). A literature review conducted by Warren et al. (2004)
defined innovation as the use of new technological knowledge, market knowledge and business
models that can deliver a new product or service or product/service combinations to customers
who will purchase at prices that will provide profits. The key output measure of innovative
activity is the success of the firm’s success, which can be proxied by profits, revenue growth,
share performance,market capitalization or productivity, among other indicators (Rogers, 1998).

However, Rogers (1998) summarizes approaches to measuring the innovation output and
input approach, including introductions of new or improved product (s) or process (es),
percentage of sales from those products, intellectual property statistics and firm
performance. The second approach of ‘input’ includes R&D, intellectual property,
acquisition of new technology andmarketing expenditure for new products.

The measurement of innovation activities is also problematic; input measures are
suffering from draw backs that make their application questionable (Kleinknecht and
Donald, 1993), while innovative output measures have become a valuable alternative for
coping with such drawbacks (Corsino and Gabriele, 2011). Small and medium-sized firms
have gained increasing attention in the innovation literature; exactly how innovation occurs
in the firms is still rather unknown (Chittithaworn et al., 2011). Innovation activities,
especially product-related innovations, can be then related to the success of an enterprise in
that innovative product, quality, cost, reliability and services are the key strategic
dimensions in business success (Philip, 2011).

Although the research on innovation tends to focus primarily on large firms, innovation
is at least as important for small firms and firms need to innovate, at least on occasion, to
gain competitive advantage (Vermeulen et al., 2003). The final hypothesis is formulated as:

H4. Innovation will have a positive effect on the success of SMEs.

Method
This study included a survey of 370 SMEs operating in Palestine (West Bank only). A
convenience sample was chosen for the survey purposes as a probability sample was
impossible because of the huge number of SMEs in Palestine, as well as the lack of accurate
or reliable statistics about the number of small and medium-sized enterprises with no clear-
cut classification for these enterprises. However, for statistical purposes, PCBS uses the
following classifications of enterprises, according to number of employees, including the
owner (Ministry of National Economy, 2005) (Table I):

Of the 370 questionnaires distributed, 342 questionnaires were returned to the researcher.
Questionnaires were administered to the managers or owners or legal representatives of

Table I.
Classification criteria
of enterprises in
Palestine by number
of employees

Micro Small Medium Large

1-4 5-19 20-49 50-over
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SMEs in theWest Bank using two types of interviewing methods consisting of a face-to-face
approach andwhere possible, online questionnaires.

The questionnaire was translated into Arabic to fit with the respondents’ native
language and then translated back into English. The survey instrument contained a short
introduction which briefed respondents on the overall purpose of the study and some
guiding instructions to enhance valid responses.

Upon the completion of the questionnaire collection process, data analysis was conducted
using different statistical techniques including multiple regression to test the effect of IV’s
on the DV by regression equations. Also, other descriptive statistics have been used to
describe the demographics of the research sample.

Measures
All of the research independent and dependent variables were measured by a five-point
Likert scale, ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) with 3 (neutral point),
while demographic variables were measured using dichotomous scales to describe the
sample elements. Independent and dependent variables were measured through sets of
items as presented in Appendix 1, which have been identified from the pertinent literature.
The scale response items for the dependent variable, success of SMEs, was adapted from
Chowdhury et al. (2013); Laguna et al. (2012); and Wiklund and Shepherd (2005). It
comprised five items. It was measured through subjective perception of the entrepreneurs.
This is consistent with previous research (C.f. Perez and Canino, 2009; Chowdhury et al.,
2013; Laguna et al., 2012). Subjective measures may reliably assess the success of business
and may become the best way to obtain information that would otherwise be very difficult
to gather (Perez and Canino, 2009).

Independent variables
A brand reputation scale of measurement was first initiated by Lau and Lee (1999) and
modified later by Afzal et al. (2010). It was used as a basis for measuring this variable. It
consists of five items that measure the brand goodness, reliability and what people have
said about the brand goodness and reliability from the entrepreneurs’ perspectives.

The scale for excellence in customer service was operationalized from Evenson (2011)
and Ford (1997), and it included six items covering courteous treatment, positive attitudes
and ethical behaviors (doing right thing).

The scale response items for the distribution variable comprised four items; the first
three items were adapted from the work of Li et al. (2006), while the fourth item was adapted
from the work ofWiess and Gershon (1989).

Finally, measurement of the innovation variable was adapted and extended based on the
work of Dougherty (1992); Rogers (1998); Warren et al. (2004); and Li et al. (2006) and
comprised four items.

Results
Respondents and small and medium enterprises demographic profile
A total of 342 out of 370 usable questionnaires were collected and subjected to statistical
analysis using SPSS. The results of the survey indicate that a vast majority (93.6 per cent) of
respondents were males (320 out of 342), while only 6.4 per cent were females, reflecting the
tradition in Palestinian society as well as the low proportion of women participation in
overall work in Palestine.

In regard to the respondent’s job status, most of them were found to be “owners” (88 per
cent) versus only 12 per cent that were CEOs, reflecting the traditional family-based
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characteristic of SMEs in Palestine. In terms of respondent entrepreneurs’ age, almost half of
them (45.9 per cent) were between 45 and 55, followed by respondents over 55 (26.9 per cent).
This is consistent with the family-based nature of SMEs, too. On the hand, SME size was
measured by the size of the workforce, which indicated that most of the surveyed businesses
(60.5 per cent) are employing 1-4 employees, 29.5 per cent are employing 5-19, and the least
were businesses employing 20-49 employees, which is consistent with the categorization
adopted by the PCBS. Business with more than 49 employees have been either avoided or
the questionnaire was removed for the analysis, as they are considered large businesses,
which are out of the scope of this study.

In terms of SME type of business or sector, results were relatively consistent with the
sectoral composition of Palestinian SMEs in that 42.1 per cent of the surveyed businesses
are working in trading, such as retailing and wholesaling, services (33.9 per cent),
manufacturing (52 per cent), and the least were agriculture andwomen-based businesses.

In terms of SME experience, which was measured by years of work for this study, the
survey showed that most business (67 per cent) have been working for less than 15 years,
reflecting how investment is linked with the stability of the political situation in Palestine.

Reliability test
To test the reliability of the measures, Cranach’s Alpha test was conducted. All of the
research constructs have been subjected to this consistency reliability test individually for
each construct item and totally for all of the constructs items. Results are shown in
Appendix 1. Alpha coefficients were above the acceptable level (60 per cent). These results
indicate that the measurement scale used in this study is internally consistent.

Validity test
A factors analysis was conducted to test the study construct validity. All of the study
construct items were subjected to principal component analysis to come up with the
research factors, testing the unidimensionality of the constructs and eliminating poorly
loaded items subsequently. Two items were excluded from the scale as they were loaded on
more than one dimension at once. Table II shows results of descriptive statistics and factors
identified by the principle component factor analysis and eigenvalues for scale items. The
rotated component matrix showed that construct items loaded smoothly on factors, as
multidimensionality had been eliminated by excluding some items from the analysis.

Convergent validity was noticed as construct items were loaded on factors; percentages
of factor loadings were above 50 per cent.

Discriminant validity was assessed through a factor transformation matrix, which
showed that collation coefficient for any pair of factors was less than 80 per cent.

Regression analysis results
Regression analysis was conducted with SME success as the dependent variable and CSFs
(reputation of the brand, excellence of customer service, reliable delivery and product
innovation) as independent variables.

Multiple regression analysis, as appears in Table III, shows that the research model is
significant at p < 0.05 level, and the adjusted coefficient of determination R2 = 0.795. Beta
values are also included in the table, indicating the explanatory power variables. The
variance inflation factors (VIFs) were computed to assess whether multicollinearity exists in
the study sample. Collinearly testing indicated that VIF statistics were below the cutoff
value of 10, and the tolerance statistics were all well above 0.2; therefore, the data were free
frommulticollinearity, as they were within the normal level.
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Results of regression for the research hypotheses show the results of the hypotheses tested,
as summarized in Appendix 2, that three out of four constructs were significant at P-value#
0.05 in explaining success of SMEs.

That is, p-value of the brand reputation (p = 0.001) is less than a = 0.05. Therefore, the
first hypothesis is supported in that brand reputation is positively influencing success of
SMEs. Excellence in customer service is positively influencing success of SMEs as well (p =
0.001,# 0.05). Thus, the second hypothesis is supported. Reliable delivery is also positively

Table II.
Descriptive statistics

and results of FA

Variables
No. of
items Mean SD

Factor
loadings Eigen-value

(%) of variance
explained

SME success 5 4.3140 0.75782 0.949 2.128 24.182
0.949
0.816
0.739
0.739

Reputation of the brand 5 4.1351 0.40014 0.755 2.782 14.323
0.760
0.764
0.737
0.604

Excellence of customer service 6 4.3509 0.57027 0.777 2.160 10.008
0.717
0.690
0.632
0.778
0.764

Reliable delivery 4 4.3341 0.65550 0.778 1.885 8.512
0.764
0.707
0.863

Product innovation 5 3.2351 0.63370 0.690 1.33 8.512
0.632
0.616
0.540
0.584

Note: Cumulative percentage rotation sums of squared loadings = 65.537

Table III.
Results of multiple
linear regression

analysis for linking
CSFs to the success
of SMEs, VIF values
and coefficients of

Pearson correlation

Independent variables Beta t Significance VIF Pearson correlation

Reputation of the brand 0.175 3.510 0.001 1.151 0.366**
Excellence of customer service 0.674 15.853 0.000 1.702 0.811**
Reliable delivery 0.510 13.165 0.000 1.862 0.798**
Product innovation 0.031 1.047 0.296 1.007 0.008
F = 331.219; p = 0.000 (p< 0.05)
R = 0.893
R2 = 0.797
Adjusted R2 = 0.795

Notes: Dependent variable: SME success; **correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (two-tailed)
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influencing success of SMEs (p = 0.001,# 0.05). Thus, the third hypothesis is supported. On
the other hand, analysis results show that product innovation was not significantly
associated with success of SMEs as P = 0.296 > a = 0.05, even though the multiple
regression equation of the research model is significant with the four variables together.

Discussion
The results of this research support the conception that success of SMEs is contingent on
some few unique factors, identified as CSFs, which are brand reputation, excellence in
customer service and reliable delivery, while innovation solely was not found to contribute
to the success of SMEs. Beyond such empirical support for the CSFs, this research confirms
that there are specific investment areas for SMEs to focus on to achieve success by
considering the entire research model.

Taking a closer look at the research model, an interesting result can be noticed, which is
that excellence in customer service is the highest contributor to the success of SMEs,
followed by reliable delivery and then by brand reputation and innovation.

Excellence in customer service as the highest contributor to the success of SMEs in
Palestine goes beyond merely designing and implementing activities of customer service, it
refers to way these activities are performed. Such excellence stems from SMEs ability to
localize the way they serve their customers with “personal care” taking a priority in
servicing customers which includes empathy, consideration, listening and respect given to
customers. This result is theoretically consistent too, in that customer service is linked to
business success through its influence on customers’ satisfaction and loyalty (CF.
Ogunnaike et al., 2014).

In regard to reliable delivery, the result indicates that Palestinian SMEs reliably deliver
their products to customers. Providing such convenience for customers with no excessive
costs reveals that dependability and punctuality of making needed products available for
customers has contributed to success of SMEs. This result is consistent with prior literature
(Davis et al., 2005; Stalk, 1993).

The results show that brand reputation is contributing to SMEs success in Palestine, this
indicates that these enterprises are building, maintaining and promoting their brand’s
reputation, and despite their limited international presence, they could locally develop
brands reputation. It is worth noting that among the drivers for developing and maintaining
such reputation is the overlap occurring between owners’ family name and brand name, as
many SMEs are named after the owners’ family name.

Consistent with pertinent literature, the effect of brand reputation can be better
understood by looking at the role brand plays in consumers’ purchase decision-making
process, in that branding and reputation are significant realities that influence customer
decision-making (Abimbola and Kocak, 2007). They serve as a source of product
information, signaling its value and quality making purchase decisions less risky. And thus,
demand on highly reputable products will increase the market share. This result is
consistent with existing literature in that branding and reputation building are key
resources, which allow an organization to be successful over an extended period of time
(Abimbola and Kocak, 2007).

In regard to innovation, it can be concluded, based on the research results, that CSFs are
more customer-focused activities than product or innovation-focused activities in their
contribution to the success of SMEs in the Palestinian context. This result is relatively
consistent with what Corsino and Gabriele (2011) concluded: that applied research on
growth and innovation seems to suggest that successful innovations do not significantly
enhance firm growth. However, that does not mean that innovation is not important, but it
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has to be linked to the customer needs in the market, providing them with a real and cost-
efficient solution to their daily life problems. Literature strongly supports the role of
innovation in achieving SMEs success in that logic dictates that innovation is a powerful
factor behind differences in firms’ performance, with companies that innovate successfully
prospering at the expense of their competitors (Corsino, 2008). While this research finding
does not completely confirm the findings of these studies, this can be explained by looking
at contextual variables of innovation in the Palestinian context. The Palestinian economy is
deteriorated, and SMEs make up around 95 per cent of this economy. They are suffering
from countless external factors such as inflation, unemployment and restrictions on the
movement of people and products, which all hinder SMEs from providing customized
products, altering product offerings, adding new features to existing products and relaying
on IT to use market knowledge, all of which makes product innovations perceived by SMEs
as a cost-ineffective undertaking rather than as a source of success.

In earlier literature, whether about CSFs or general factors of SMEs success, the
dominant trend was development of lists of factors contributing to success to make success
become more possible. On the contrary, this research findings suggest that there is a need to
think about the costs of success through specifying specific areas of decision-making or
activities for the entrepreneurs. Such specific areas are critical to success, and furthermore,
the content of these factors (brand reputation, excellence of customer service, reliable
delivery, product innovation) come in line with this analysis in that there is a mechanism by
which these factors work together toward the success of SMEs. Also, there are specific
actions that need to be undertaken to achieve such success.

Although this research has determined a set of specific CSFs for the success of SMEs,
these factors should not be seen as a final and fixed formula for success. They might differ
in degree and substance either over time or from one enterprise to another. Thus, success
and the search for success should be an ongoing process and a challenge. Unlike failure,
these success factors should be difficult to achieve and difficult for competitors to imitate.

Conclusion
This study has investigated the effect of a unique set of CSFs on the success of SMEs in
Palestine. The results show that brand reputation, excellence of customer service and
reliable delivery are strongly influencing SMEs success, while innovation is weakly
associated with SMEs success. These results imply that success is tied to the activities of
customers’ service, branding and competition more than to production capacity, structures
or finance. That is, reputable brands, excellent customer service and reliable delivery are
means to success according to the results of this research. This emulates the need for SMEs
to maintain and develop their brand reputation, institutionalize customer service and
develop their logistical systems and practices. That means that Palestinian SMEs should not
stand still with this level of performance, rather they should continually upgrade their
products, methods of marketing and keep up with the changing requirements of customer as
international competition intensifies.

It is true that product innovation does not necessarily require an abundance of resources or
huge investments. Innovation happens naturally to overcome scarcity of resources and to solve
chronic problems. Of course this does not occur in a vacuum, it occurs in an environment which
has a strong influence on innovation. Among the important forces of this environment is the
government, which should work indirectly as a motivating force for innovation and
development of SMEs performance through regulations that protect proprietary rights,
facilitate investments and foster healthy competition. Other environmental forces are also
important including the SMEs themselves and other governing bodies such as municipalities
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and the Palestinian Food Industries Union. Cooperation among these bodies in terms of joint
marketing programs, new product development, marketing research and information sharing
are central to innovation and success.

On the other hand, there are some research limitations and future research suggestions.
Research data were collected through subjective measures representing owners’ or
managers’ points of view. Additionally, the use of a convenience sample has limited the
ability to generalize the research findings. The research is based on data about SMEs
located in the West Bank only. This geographic limitation affects the generalizability of the
research findings as well. SMEs working in East Jerusalem and Gaza strip should be taken
into account for future research.

Suggestions for future research include testing the moderating effect of SME
characteristics on the relationship between CSFs and success, which would provide a deeper
view of why and how some SMEs are more successful than others. Further research could
also use more specific constructs to explain success such as market vs. product orientation.

References
Abimbola, T. and Kocak, A. (2007), “Brand, organization identity and reputation: SMEs as expressive

organizations: a resources-based perspective”, Qualitative Market Research: An International
Journal, Vol. 1 No. 4, pp. 416-430.

Afzal, H., Khan, M.A., Rehman, K., Ali, I. and Wajahat, S. (2010), “Consumer’s trust in the brand: can it
be built through brand reputation, brand competence and brand predictability”, International
Business Research, Vol. 3 No. 1, pp. 43-51.

Arasti, Z., Zandi, F. and Talebi, K. (2012), “Exploring the effect of individual factors on business failure
in iranian new established small businesses”, International Business Research, Vol. 5 No. 4, p. 2.

Ardic, O.P., Mylenko, N. and Saltane, V. (2011), “Small and medium enterprises: a cross-country
analysis with a new data set”, World bank policy research working paper series, No. 5538, The
World Bank.

Baker, M.J. and Cameron, E. (2008), “Critical success factors in destination marketing”, Tourism and
Hospitality Research, Vol. 8 No. 2, pp. 79-97.

Ballou, R.H. (2004), Business Logistics/Supply Chain Management, 5th edition, Pearson Education,
Upper Saddle River, NJ.

Barcik, R. and Jakubiec, M. (2013),Marketing Logistics, University of Bielsko-Biała, available at: www.
slu.cz/opf/cz/informace/acta-academica-karviniensia/casopisy-aak/aak-rocnik-2013/docs-4-2013/
Barcik_Jakubiec.pdf (accessed 10 December 2015).

Bettencourt, L.A. (2012), “Achieving service excellence in real estate: the fundamental tenets”, Keller
Center Research Report, Baylor University, Waco, TX, available at: www.baylor.edu/content/
services/document.php/183058.pdf (accessed 19 February 2016).

Blaik, P. (2010), Logistics: The Concept of Integrated Management, Polish Economic Publishing House,
Warsaw.

Bowersox, D.J. (1969), “Physical distribution development, current status, and potential”,The Journal of
Marketing, Vol. 33 No. 1, pp. 63-70.

Bradley, D. and Cowdery, C. (2004), Small Business: Causes of Bankruptcy, Association of Small
Business and Entrepreneurship, available at: http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?
doi=10.1.1.367.4484&rep=rep1&type=pdf (accessed 19 January 2016).

Brotherton, B. (2004a), “Critical success factors in UK budget hotel operations”, International Journal of
Operations & ProductionManagement, Vol. 24 No. 9, pp. 944-969.

Brotherton, B. (2004b), “Critical success factors in UK corporate hotels”, The Service Industries Journal,
Vol. 24 No. 3, pp. 19-42.

JRME

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

Su
ss

ex
 L

ib
ra

ry
 A

t 0
1:

48
 2

4 
Ju

ne
 2

01
8 

(P
T

)

http://www.slu.cz/opf/cz/informace/acta-academica-karviniensia/casopisy-aak/aak-rocnik-2013/docs-4-2013/Barcik_Jakubiec.pdf
http://www.slu.cz/opf/cz/informace/acta-academica-karviniensia/casopisy-aak/aak-rocnik-2013/docs-4-2013/Barcik_Jakubiec.pdf
http://www.slu.cz/opf/cz/informace/acta-academica-karviniensia/casopisy-aak/aak-rocnik-2013/docs-4-2013/Barcik_Jakubiec.pdf
http://www.baylor.edu/content/services/document.php/183058.pdf
http://www.baylor.edu/content/services/document.php/183058.pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.367.4484&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.367.4484&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F13522750710819748&citationId=p_1
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F13522750710819748&citationId=p_1
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1057%2Fthr.2008.9&citationId=p_5
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1057%2Fthr.2008.9&citationId=p_5
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F01443570410552135&isi=000224715500005&citationId=p_12
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F01443570410552135&isi=000224715500005&citationId=p_12
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1080%2F0264206042000247740&isi=000222703000002&citationId=p_13
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.5539%2Fibr.v5n4p2&citationId=p_3
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.2307%2F1248748&isi=A1969Y416400010&citationId=p_10
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.2307%2F1248748&isi=A1969Y416400010&citationId=p_10
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1596%2F1813-9450-5538&citationId=p_4


Bullen, C.V. and Rockhart, J.F. (1981), “A primer on critical success factors”, working paper No. 69,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Sloan School of Management. Center for Information
Systems Research, Cambridge, MA, June.

Cabral, L.M. (2000), “Stretching firm and Brand reputation”, RAND Journal of Economics, Vol. 31 No. 4,
pp. 658-673.

Cacciolatti, L. and Fearne, A. (2011), “Empirical evidence for a relationship between business growth
and the use of structured marketing information amongst food and drink SMEs”, Academy of
Marketing Conference 2011 proceedings,University of Kent, Canterbury, pp. 5-7.

Caner, S. (2010), “The Role of small and medium size enterprises in economic development”, The XI
HSE International Academic Conference on Economic and Social Development Problems, 6-8
April 2010, The State University-Higher School of Economics,Moscow.

Chittithaworn, C., Islam,M.A., Keawchana,T. andYusuf,D.H.M. (2011), “Factors affectingbusiness success
of small&mediumenterprises (SMEs) inThailand”,AsianSocial Science,Vol. 7No. 5, pp. 180-190.

Chong, W.Y. (2012), “Critical success factors for small and medium enterprises: perceptions of
entrepreneurs in urbanMalaysia”, Journal of Business and Policy Research, Vol. 7 No. 4, pp. 204-215.

Chopra, S. (2003), “Designing the distribution network in a supply chain”, Transportation Research
Part E: Logistics and Transportation Review, Vol. 39 No. 2, pp. 123-140.

Chow, T. and Cao, D.B. (2008), “A survey study of critical success factors in agile software projects”,
Journal of Systems and Software, Vol. 81 No. 6, pp. 961-971.

Chowdhury, M.S., Alam, Z. and Arif, M.I. (2013), “Success factors of entrepreneurs of small andmedium
sized enterprises: evidence from Bangladesh”, Business and Economic Research, Vol. 3 No. 2,
pp. 38-52.

Corsino, M. (2008), “Product innovation and growth: the case of integrated circuits”, working paper No.
2008/02, LEM, Sant’Anna school of advanced studies, Italy, 14 February.

Corsino, M. and Gabriele, R. (2011), “Product innovation and firm growth: evidence from the integrated
circuit industry”, Industrial and Corporate Change, Vol. 20 No. 1, pp. 29-56.

Coy, S.P., Shipley, M.F., Omer, K. and Khan, R.N.A. (2007), “Factors contributory to success: a study
of Pakistan’s small business owners”, Journal of Developmental Entrepreneurship, Vol. 12 No. 2,
pp. 181-198.

Cunningham, M.T. and Hardy, S.M.R. (1974), “Evaluating the effectiveness of sales and distribution
systems: a study of marketing innovation”, International Journal of Physical Distribution, Vol. 4
No. 3, pp. 133-148.

Davis, M.M., Aquilano, N.J., Balakrishnan, J. and Chase, R.B. (2005), Fundamentals of Operations
Management, 4th edition, McGraw-Hill Ryerson, Boston.

Doane, D.S. and Sloat, R.D. (2003), 50Activities for Achieving Excellent Customer Service, HRD press.

Dougherty, D. (1992), “Interpretive barriers to successful product innovation in large firms”,
Organization Science, Vol. 3 No. 2, pp. 179-202.

Evenson, R. (2011), Customer Service Training 101: Quick and Easy Techniques That Get Great Results,
AMACOMDiv, American management association, New York.

Everett, J. and Watson, J. (1998), “Small business failure and external risk factors”, Small Business
Economics, Vol. 11 No. 4, pp. 371-390.

Ford, L. (1997), Customer Service Excellence: It’s in the Details, Coastal training technologies Corp. 500
studio drive, Virginia beach, VA.

Forsman, H. (2008), “Business development success in SMEs: a case study approach”, Journal of Small
Business and Enterprise Development, Vol. 15 No. 3, pp. 606-622.

Ganyaupfu, E.M. (2013), “Entrepreneur and firm characteristics affecting success of small and medium
enterprises (SMEs) in Gauteng province”, International Journal of Innovative Research in
Management, Vol. 9 No. 2, pp. 2319-6912.

Small and
medium-sized

enterprises

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

Su
ss

ex
 L

ib
ra

ry
 A

t 0
1:

48
 2

4 
Ju

ne
 2

01
8 

(P
T

)

https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.2307%2F2696353&isi=000166868300003&citationId=p_15
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1023%2FA%3A1008065527282&isi=000077322000006&citationId=p_31
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1023%2FA%3A1008065527282&isi=000077322000006&citationId=p_31
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1016%2FS1366-5545%2802%2900044-3&isi=000180957000004&citationId=p_20
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1016%2FS1366-5545%2802%2900044-3&isi=000180957000004&citationId=p_20
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1093%2Ficc%2Fdtq050&isi=000286674400002&citationId=p_24
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1016%2Fj.jss.2007.08.020&isi=000256391400011&citationId=p_21
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1142%2FS1084946707000617&citationId=p_25
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1287%2Forsc.3.2.179&isi=A1992HU62600002&citationId=p_29
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F14626000810892382&citationId=p_33
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F14626000810892382&citationId=p_33
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.5539%2Fass.v7n5p180&citationId=p_18
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.5296%2Fber.v3i2.4127&citationId=p_22
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2Feb014309&citationId=p_26


Grunert, K.G. and Ellegaard, C. (1992), “The concept of key success factors: theory andmethod”,
working paper No. 4, MAPP, London, October.

Herbig, P. and Milewicz, J. (1997), “The relationship of reputation and credibility to Brand success”,
Pricing Strategy and Practice, Vol. 5 No. 1, pp. 25-29.

Homburg, C., Wieseke, J. and Hoyer, W.D. (2009), “Social identity and the service-profit chain”, Journal
of Marketing, Vol. 73 No. 2, pp. 38-54.

Hussain, D. and Yaqub, M.Z. (2010), “Micro-entrepreneurs: motivations, success factors, and
challenges”, International Research Journal of Finance and Economics, No. 56, pp. 22-28.

Ihua, U.B. (2009), “SMEs key failure-factors: a comparison between the United Kingdom and Nigeria”,
Journal of Social Science, Vol. 18 No. 3, pp. 199-207.

Islam, M.Z. and Siengthai, S. (2010), “Human resource management practices and firm performance
improvement in Dhaka export processing zone (DEPZ)”, Research and Practice in Human
Resource Management, Vol. 18 No. 1, pp. 60-77.

Jasra, J.M., Hunjra, A.I., Rehman, A.U., Azam, R.I. and Khan, M.A. (2011), “Determinants of business
success of small and medium enterprises”, International Journal of Business and Social Science,
Vol. 2 No. 20, pp. 274-280.

Jennings, P. and Beaver, G. (1997), “The performance and competitive advantage of small firms: a
management perspective”, International Small Business Journal, Vol. 15 No. 2, pp. 63-75.

Johnson, G. and Scholes, K. (2002), Exploring Corporate Strategy: Text and Cases, 6th ed. Pearson
Education.

Kleinknecht, A. and Donald, B. (Eds) (1993), New Concepts in Innovation Output Measurement, St.
Martin’s Press, NewYork, NY.

Laguna, M., Wiechetek, M. and Talik, W. (2012), “The competencies of managers and their business
success”, Central European Business Review, Vol. 1 No. 3, pp. 7-13.

Lau, G.T. and Lee, S.H. (1999), “Consumers’ trust in a brand and the link to brand loyalty”, Journal of
Market-FocusedManagement, Vol. 4 No. 4, pp. 341-370.

Leidecker, J.K. and Bruno, A.V. (1987), “CSF analysis and the strategy development process”, in
Taylor, B. (Ed.), Strategic Planning and Management Handbook, Van Nostrand Rheinhold,
New York, NY.

Li, S., Ragu-Nathan, B., Ragu-Nathan, T.S. and Rao, S.S. (2006), “The impact of supply chain
management practices on competitive advantage and organizational performance”, Omega,
Vol. 34 No. 2, pp. 107-124.

Lingegård, S. and Sandström, E. (2008), “Dressed for success: a study of success factors for small and
medium-sized manufacturing enterprises in Sweden”, Unpublished master thesis, Department of
Management and Engineering (IEI), Linköping university.

MAS (2014), SMEs in Palestine, Department of Studies & Reports, Palestine Economic Policy Research
Institute, Ramallah, Palestine.

Mbonyane, B.L. (2006), “An exploration of factors that lead to failure of small businesses in the Kagiso
township”, Unpublished master thesis, University of South Africa.

McLaren, L. (2011), “Critical marketing success factors for sustainable rural tourism routes: a KwaZulu-
Natal stakeholder perspective”, Unpublished doctoral thesis, University of Pretoria.

Mele, N. (2015), “Why more M&As is a sign that scale is no longer an advantage”, Harvard Business
Review, available at: https://hbr.org/2015/10/why-more-mas-is-a-sign-that-scale-is-no-longer-an-
advantage (accessed 15 November 2015).

Melia, D. (2010), Critical Success Factors and Performance Management and Measurement: A
Hospitality Context, Dublin Institute of Technology.

Mihajlovi�c, I., Nikoli�c, N., Dhamo, Z., Schulte, P., Kume, V., Bencsik, A. and Dziechciarz, J. (2015), “The
reasons for SME’s failure, comparative analysis and research”, Proceedings of FIKUSZ, p. 7.

JRME

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

Su
ss

ex
 L

ib
ra

ry
 A

t 0
1:

48
 2

4 
Ju

ne
 2

01
8 

(P
T

)

https://hbr.org/2015/10/why-more-mas-is-a-sign-that-scale-is-no-longer-an-advantage
https://hbr.org/2015/10/why-more-mas-is-a-sign-that-scale-is-no-longer-an-advantage
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.18267%2Fj.cebr.25&citationId=p_45
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1177%2F0266242697152004&citationId=p_42
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1023%2FA%3A1009886520142&citationId=p_46
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1023%2FA%3A1009886520142&citationId=p_46
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F09684909710155538&citationId=p_36
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1007%2F978-1-349-22892-8&citationId=p_44
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1016%2Fj.omega.2004.08.002&isi=000233386000001&citationId=p_48
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1509%2Fjmkg.73.2.38&isi=000263625800003&citationId=p_37
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1509%2Fjmkg.73.2.38&isi=000263625800003&citationId=p_37


Mwangi, M.R., Sejjaaka, S., Canney, S., Maina, R. and Kairo, D. (2013), “Constructs of successful and
sustainable SME leadership in East Africa”, Investment Climate and Business Environment
Research Fund, Dakar, Senegal.

Naser, Y. (1999), Palestine Small Business Enterprises: The Nature and Causes of Success, The Forum of
Social and Economic Policy Research in Palestine (PRIP), Ramallah, Palestine.

Ngwese, E. and Zhang, M. (2007), “Brand reputation in international marketing case of mobile
telephone companies”, Unpublished master thesis, School of business and engineering,
Halmstad university.

Nowakowski, T. (2006), “Analysis of possibilities of logistic system reliability assessment”, Proceedings
of the European safety and reliability conference 2006 (ESREL 2006), Estoril, September 2006,
pp. 18-22.

Ogunnaike, O.O., Salau, O.P., Adeniyi, S. and Tairat, B.T. (2014), “Evaluation of customer service and
retention; a comparative analysis of telecommunication service providers”, European Journal of
Business and Social Sciences, Vol. 3 No. 8, pp. 273-288.

Olszak, C.M. and Ziemba, E. (2012), “Critical success factors for implementing business intelligence
systems in small and medium enterprises on the example of upper Silesia, Poland”,
Interdisciplinary Journal of Information, Knowledge, andManagement, Vol. 7, pp. 129-150.

Oxford Economics (2013), “SMEs equipped to compete – innovation and differentiation”, available at:
http://go.sap.com/docs/download/2014/01/96d61054-397c-0010-82c7-eda71af511fa.pdf (accessed
15 February 2016).

Parasuraman, A. (2000), “Superior customer service and marketing excellence: two sides of the same
success coin”,Vikalpa, Vol. 25 No. 3, pp. 3-14.

Pasanen, M. (2003), “Multiple entrepreneurship among successful SMEs in peripheral locations”,
Journal of Small Business and Enterprise Development, Vol. 10 No. 4, pp. 418-425.

Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS) (2012), Establishment Census 2012, Census Preliminary
Results, Palestinian central bureau of statistics, Ramallah, Palestine.

Perez, E.H. and Canino, R.M.B. (2009), “The importance of the entrepreneur’s perception of “success”,
Review of International ComparativeManagement, Vol. 10 No. 5, pp. 990-1010.

Philip, M. (2011), “Factors affecting business success of small & medium enterprises (SMEs)”, Amity
Global Business Review, Vol. 6 No. 1, pp. 118-136.

Raynus, J. (2016), Improving Business Process Performance: Gain Agility, Create Value, and Achieve
Success, CRC Press.

Robinson, E.P., Gao, L.L. andMuggenborg, S.D. (1993), “Designing an integrated distribution system at
dow brands, inc”, Interfaces, Vol. 23 No. 3, pp. 107-117.

Rogers, M. (1998), “The definition and measurement of innovation”, working paper No. 10/98,
Melbourne institute of applied economic and social research, the university of Melbourne, May.

Rothberg, A.F. and Morrison, C. (2012), Performance Measurement: Understanding Critical Success
Factors, Resource Planning Solutions Corporation, Southern California.

Stalk, G. (1993), “Time and innovation”, Canadian Business Review, Vol. 20 No. 3, pp. 15-18.
Stefanovic, I., Prokic, S. and Rankovic, L. (2010), “Motivational and success factors of entrepreneurs: the

evidence from a developing country”, Serbian Journal of Management, Vol. 6 No. 1, pp. 251-269.
UNIDO (2000), “UNIDO partnership with private business: rationale, benefits, risks and approaches”,

Proceedings of an expert group meeting, Vienna international centre, 30 and 31 October 2000,
available at: www.unido.org/fileadmin/import/userfiles/puffk/01-81335.pdf (accessed 10 January
2016).

Vermeulen, P.A., O’shaughnessy, K.C., D. and Jong, J.P. (2003), “Innovation in SMEs: an empirical
investigation of the input-throughput-output-performance model”, working paper No. 200302,
EIM, Zoetermeer.

Small and
medium-sized

enterprises

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

Su
ss

ex
 L

ib
ra

ry
 A

t 0
1:

48
 2

4 
Ju

ne
 2

01
8 

(P
T

)

http://go.sap.com/docs/download/2014/01/96d61054-397c-0010-82c7-eda71af511fa.pdf
http://www.unido.org/fileadmin/import/userfiles/puffk/01-81335.pdf
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&system=10.1108%2F14626000310504729&citationId=p_64
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.28945%2F1584&citationId=p_61
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1287%2Finte.23.3.107&isi=A1993LJ34600012&citationId=p_69
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1177%2F0256090920000302&citationId=p_63


Warren, A., Susman, G., Butz, J., Jaiswal, A., Jhaveri, P. and Sakman, T. (2004), “Review of innovation
practices in small manufacturing companies”, The final report for task order No. 5, The
Pennsylvania State University, National institute of standards and technology United States
Department of Commerce.

Weiss, H.J. and Gershon, M.E. (1989), Production and Operations Management, Allyn and Bacon.
Wiklund, J. and Shepherd, D. (2005), “Entrepreneurial orientation and small business performance: a

configurational approach”, Journal of Business Venturing, Vol. 20 No. 1, pp. 71-91.
Yang, X. (2013), “A review of distribution related problems in logistics and supply chain research”,

International Journal of Supply ChainManagement, Vol. 2 No. 4, pp. 1-8.
Yeboah, A., Owusu, A., Boakye, S. and Owusu-Mensah, S. (2013), “Effective distribution management,

a pre-requisite for retail operations: a case of Poku trading”, European Journal of Business and
Innovation Research, Vol. 1 No. 3, pp. 28-44.

JRME

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

Su
ss

ex
 L

ib
ra

ry
 A

t 0
1:

48
 2

4 
Ju

ne
 2

01
8 

(P
T

)

https://www.emeraldinsight.com/action/showLinks?doi=10.1108%2FJRME-05-2016-0014&crossref=10.1016%2Fj.jbusvent.2004.01.001&isi=000225341000004&citationId=p_78


Appendix 1

Appendix 2

Corresponding author
Sam Alfoqahaa can be contacted at: sam@najah.edu

For instructions on how to order reprints of this article, please visit our website:
www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/licensing/reprints.htm
Or contact us for further details: permissions@emeraldinsight.com

Table AII.
Results of the

hypotheses tested

Hypothesis Description Outcome

H1 (p< 0.05) Reputation of the brand positively influences success of SMEs Supported
H2 (p< 0.05) Excellence of customer service positively influences success of SMEs Supported
H3 (p< 0.05) Reliable delivery positively influences success of SMEs Supported
H4 (p> 0.05) Product innovation positively influences success of SMEs Not supported

Table AI.
Reliability test of

measurement scale

Scale Statement/response item

SMEs success
a = 0.883

1. I consider my business successful
2. I consider my business growing
3. My business achieves its market targets
4. My business achieves its financial goal
5. My business outperforms competitors

Reputation of the
brand a = 0.643

6. My business brand has a reputation for being good
7. My business brand has a reputation for being reliable
8. People have told me that this brand is good
9. This brand is reputed to perform well
10. I have heard positive comments about this brand

Excellence of
customer service
a = 0.745

11. My business has clear service goals, i.e. targets to reduce complaints, increase
repeat business volumes, raise customer satisfaction levels and so on
12. Above the norm customer service performance is rewarded
13. Service quality is discussed at every meeting or briefing we have
14. Employees’ positive customer attitude is developed, fostered and practiced with
our customers
15. My employees are good in communication skills with customers
16. We do all of our best to have the right things done when dealing with our
customers

Reliable delivery
a = 0.684

17. We deliver the kind of needed products
18. We deliver customer orders on time
19. We provide dependable delivery
20. We make our products available to customers without excessive costs

Product innovation
a = 0.635

21. We provide customized products
22. We alter our product offerings to meet client needs
23. We respond well to customer demand for “new features”
24. We make sure that our market knowledge is used in the production process
25. We keep updated with technology advances in our field

Note: Total scale reliability coefficient: 0.859
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