 ANNEX-A

                              Variance inflation factor (VIF) for the latent variables in the PLS-SEM (n =274)	
	Variables’ path 
	Practice 1
	Practice 2

	
	VIF
	VIF

	   
	Attitudes -> behavior intention

	Normative concerns -> Perceived control

	Normative concerns -> behavior intention

	Perc compatibility -> Attitudes

	Perceived control -> Attitudes

	Perceived control -> behavior intention

	Perceived usefulness -> Attitudes

	Perceived resource -> Perceived control

	Social influence -> Normative concerns

	Social media -> Normative concerns

	Technical training -> Normative concerns

	Ease of use -> Attitudes

	efficacy -> Perceived control

	extension -> Normative concerns



	
	1.851

	1.094

	1.750

	1.123

	1.256

	1.961

	1.256

	1.041

	1.781

	1.609

	1.902

	1.018

	1.053

	1.977



	
1.358
1.175
1.721
1.443
1.476
1.083
1.156
1.086
2.214
1.169
1.539
1.119
1.080
1.281



                              Cut-off level VIFs  <  5




ANNEX B

I. Discriminant validity –Heterotrait-monotrait ratio (HTMT) for 1st practice (usage of steam distillation unit)
              		       At	       Bi	      Tt	     Nc        PcoM     Pct    Peu       Pe	Pr     Pu        Si      Sm     Es
	Attitude
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Behavior intention
	0.808
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Extension service
	0.540
	0.440
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived compatibility
	0.322
	0.175
	0.659
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived controls
	0.979
	0.657
	0.522
	0.225
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived ease of use
	0.824
	0.696
	0.385
	0.223
	0.526
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived efficacy
	0.539
	0.278
	0.685
	0.21
	0.481
	0.465
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived resource
	0.310
	0.226
	0.626
	0.274
	0.309
	0.332
	0.384
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived usefulness
	0.804
	0.44
	0.205
	0.096
	0.536
	0.634
	0.262
	0.267
	
	
	
	

	Social influence
	0.480
	0.539
	1.062
	0.594
	0.554
	0.273
	0.549
	0.332
	0.177
	
	
	

	Social media
	0.186
	0.135
	0.57
	0.283
	0.105
	0.119
	0.261
	0.510
	0.086
	0.544
	
	

	Tech training
	0.520
	0.407
	0.553
	0.202
	0.454
	0.339
	1.333
	0.133
	0.120
	0.503
	0.09
	

	Normative concerns
	0.737
	0.367
	0.741
	0.392
	0.454
	0.532
	0.745
	0.425
	0.342
	0.611
	0.27
	0.659


             Cut-off level: HTMT < 0.9
At = attitude of confidence, Bi = behavioral intention, Tt = technical training, Nc = normative concerns, Pcom = perceived compatibility, 
Pe = perceived ease of use, Pe = perceived efficacy, Pr = perceived resources, Pu = perceived usefulness, Si = social influence, Sm = social media, Es = extension service

II. [bookmark: _GoBack]Discriminant validity –Heterotrait-monotrait ratio (HTMT) for 2nd practice (By-products preparation)
              			At	Bi	Tt	Nc	Pcom	Pct   	Peu 	Pe	Pr   Pu    Si    Sm    Es
Attitude													
Behavior intention		0.703												
Technical training		0.300	0.579											
Normative concerns		0.851	0.789	0.443										
Perceived com	 	0.252	0.383	0.390	0.386									
Perceived controls		0.638	0.912	0.409	0.822	0.404								
Perceived ease of use		0.726	0.871	0.610	0.738	0.647	0.876							
Perceived efficacy		0.522	0.550	0.578	0.534	0.406	0.435	0.794						
Perceived resources		0.297	0.398	0.064	0.224	0.384	0.247	0.669	0.196					
Perceived usefulness		0.452	0.729	0.858	0.742	0.482	0.766	0.775	0.533	0.425				
Social influence		0.250	0.447	0.368	0.306	0.227	0.433	0.424	0.409	0.222	0.259			
Social media			0.630	0.694	0.331	0.528	0.552	0.731	0.158	0.532	0.544	0.585	0.407		
Extension service		0.247	0.267	0.439	0.329	0.401	0.261	0.700	0.184	0.347	0.396	0.144	0.517	

Cut-off level: HTMT < 0.9
At = attitude of confidence, Bi = behavioral intention, Tt = technical training, Nc = normative concerns, Pcom = perceived compatibility, 
Pe = perceived ease of use, Pe = perceived efficacy, Pr = perceived resources, Pu = perceived usefulness, Si = social influence, Sm = social media, Es = extension service







ANNEX-C
I.      PLS-SEM model predict for 1st practice (usage of steam distillation unit for essential oil extraction) (n = 274)
I. Prédiction du modèle PLS-SEM pour la 1ère pratique (utilisation d'une unité de distillation à la vapeur pour l'extraction d'huile essentielle) (n = 274)

	Variable 
	Q²predict
	   PLS-SEM_MAE
	LM_MAE
	Difference 

	Bi1
	0.451
	0.909
	0.976
	-0.067

	Bi2
	0.463
	0.904
	0.872
	0.032

	Bi3
	0.311
	0.808
	0.825
	-0.017

	Bi4
	0.206
	0.848
	0.861
	-0.013

	Bi5
	0.234
	0.838
	0.849
	-0.011

	Bi6
	0.314
	0.873
	0.871
	0.002


Cut-off loadings: Q² > 0; difference = (-) is indicated by significant prediction
Bi behavior intention; LM linear model; MAE mean absolute error
Charges de coupure : Q² > 0 ; la différence = (-) est indiquée par une prédiction significative
Intention de comportement bi ; Modèle linéaire LM ; Erreur absolue moyenne MAE


II.     PLS-SEM model predict for 2nd practice (By-products preparation) (n =274)
II. Prédiction du modèle PLS-SEM pour la 2e pratique (préparation des sous-produits) (n = 274)
	Variable 
	Q²predict
	PLS-SEM_MAE
	LM_MAE
	Difference

	Bi1
	0.163
	0.852
	0.860
	-0.008

	Bi2
	0.144
	0.799
	0.820
	-0.021

	Bi3
	0.134
	0.669
	0.687
	-0.018

	Bi4
	0.268
	0.757
	0.784
	-0.027

	Bi5
	-0.01
	0.646
	0.649
	-0.003

	Bi6
	0.032
	0.687
	0.637
	0.05




                 





Cut-off loadings: Q² > 0; difference = (-) is indicated by significant prediction
Bi behavior intention; LM linear model; MAE mean absolute error
Charges de coupure : Q² > 0 ; la différence = (-) est indiquée par une prédiction significative
Intention de comportement bi ; Modèle linéaire LM ; Erreur absolue moyenne MAE







