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Abstract:  
           The aim of the study was to determine the impact of the ownership by the food industry en-
terprises in question of the determinants of competitiveness (demand conditions, factors of 
production, competition structure, competitive strategies, supporting industries and govern-ment 
policies) on their financial and economic performance. A statistical community of 173 managers was 
selected at the senior management level of the business, through data and in-formation collection 
identification. The data were downloaded and the results analyzed using the SPSS. 
          statistical program. The study found a strong and moral correlation between deter-minants of 
competitiveness combined in accordance with Porter approach then the financial and economic 
performance of studied. While this sector is important for achieving the highest rates of economic 
growth, it suffers from several obstacles to its development. 
Keywords: Competitiveness, demand factors, supply factors, competitive strategies, government 
policies  
JEL Classification: D42, Q31, M11, M21, H5 
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Source : michael E porter. (1990). the competitive advantage of nation . harvard business re-

view., p. 78 . 
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