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Abstract. Supply chain risks have been regarded as one of the most significant
threats to business continuity. Digital technology is considered to reform human
production and manufacturing methods. In the recent wake of COVID-19, dis-
ruptive digital technologies have emerged as a key tool to manage supply chain
risks. Therefore, exploring the impact of digital technology on supply chain risks
is considered an important topic in the supply chain management domain. The
paper reviews different digital technologies such as 3D printing, IoT, Block-
chains, RFID and Big Data Analytics used in supply chains. This exploratory
study is based on a survey response from 176 supply chain professionals in
China. The findings show the role that digital technologies in managing supply
chain risks. The study highlights the current level of implementation of digital
technologies in supply chain functions and also highlights the importance of
training. Moreover, the study highlights the importance of supply chain data anal-
ysis capabilities for supply chain risk management. Our study adds to the limited
literature exploring the importance of digital technologies in supply chain risk
management.
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1 Introduction

The world is currently going through a very difficult phase due to the ongoing Corona-
virus (COVID-19) pandemic. COVID-19 pandemic has disrupted the global value
chains as a result of the lockdown measures adopted by several countries to stop the
spread of the disease (Kumar, 2020). Aksoy & Ozturk (2011) believes that the process
of globalization has brought advantages to businesses and at the same time it has also
brought several challenges. Global procurement, the strategies, outsourcing, and pro-
duction have made the supply chain more geographically dispersed and increased the
difficulty level of management. The ongoing COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the
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vulnerabilities of the global supply chains. Traditionally organisations have relied on
operating models such as lean, just-in-time production and Toyota Production System
(TPS) to reduce costs and improve competitiveness. However, these operating models
reduce the company's inventory and increase the risk of supply chain disruption due to
shortage of raw materials. According to Berger ef al. (2004), interruptions caused by
supply chain risks have increased costs, reduced revenues and decreased market share
for businesses. Therefore, supply chain risks have been regarded as one of the most
significant threats to business continuity. A 2011 report by the World Economic Forum
(WEF) points out that in the past five years, more than 90% of companies believe that
supply chain and transportation risk management has become more and more important
in organizational management (Park et al., 2013).

As the whole world is now transitioning towards the fourth industrial revolution, i.e.
industry 4.0, many organisations are now relying on disruptive digital technologies to
manage the supply chain risks. Park ef al. (2013) suggest that among the many tools
used to prevent and mitigate supply chain risks, digital technology plays a key role.
Blockchain, 3D printing, Internet of Things, Cloud Computing, Robotics, Artificial In-
telligence, Big Data Analytics and other digital technologies can not only shorten the
relationship between enterprises and upstream and downstream partners in the supply
chain, improve the efficiency of supply chain operations, but also help enterprises to
share information and control responses in a timely and effective manner to deal with
risks (Birge et al., 2011). The term “Supply Chain 4.0” emphasises the relationships
between Industry 4.0 and supply chains (Frederico ef al., 2019). Supply Chain 4.0
has the potential to disruptively transform traditional supply chains (Tjabjono et al.,
2017; Frederico et al., 2019). Truong Quang & Hara (2018) highlight that digital tech-
nology in the supply chain is different from comprehensive management information
systems such as MRP II or ERP. Its scope is not limited to the enterprise, but also
extends to partners in the supply chain network. The digital technologies in the supply
chain have gradually developed and matured with the advancement of supply chain
precision, complexity, flexibility and supply chain management theory (Truong Quang
& Hara 2018). Although most enterprises have realized the use of digital technology to
strengthen supply chain information sharing and cooperation, to achieve the purpose of
preventing and mitigating supply chain risks, the reality shows that enterprises with
digital technology resources may not be able to effectively manage and control supply
chain risks (Truong Quang & Hara 2018). Therefore, the main aim of this study is to
explore the impact of digital technology on supply chain risk management.

2 Literature review

This section provides an overview of the existing literature around supply chain risk
management and the application of digital technologies in supply chains. The study
mainly explores five emerging technologies namely 3D printing, blockchain, Internet
of Things (IoT), Radio-frequency identification (RFID) and Big Data Analytics (BDA).



2.1  Supply Chain Risk Management

Supply chain risks are “anything that presents a risk (i.e. an impediment or hazard) to
information, material and product flow from original suppliers to the delivery of the
final product to the ultimate end-user” (Peck, 2006). There are numerous causes for
supply chain risks to occur that varies concerning complexity and completeness (Xan-
thopoulos and Pejicic, 2015). To analyse the effect of modern digital approaches on
supply chain mitigations, there is a need to understand these risks in depth. Many au-
thors have grouped these risks in different ways. According to Chopra and Sodhi
(2004), there are nine specific categories of supply chain risks comprising of forecast,
delays, disruptions, systems, inventory, capacity, procurement, receivables, and intel-
lectual property. Christopher and Peck (2004) suggested two broad classifications of
risks: Internal risk involving process and control and External risks involving demand,
supply, and environment. Therefore, supply chain risk includes both its own operational
risks and the risks arising from the information transmission process.

Supply chain risk has both the general characteristics of risk and the special nature
of the supply chain. The supply chain risk is also dynamic and changes with changes in
external factors. The result of supply chain risk comes from the combined effect of
internal and external factors. The smooth operation of the supply chain requires each
node to cooperate and work together (Cruz 2013). To achieve the final goal, each en-
terprise must depend on each other. The complexity of the supply chain also increases
the probability of risk. Supply chain risk is directly affected by the company's operating
level. The operating level of an enterprise includes budget input, technical level, stra-
tegic planning, and information sharing. Therefore, when controlling supply chain
risks, we must start from the aspects of enterprise composition and construction princi-
ples. Supply chain risks are also transitive (Cruz 2013). Enterprises in the supply chain
depend on each other, which means that the supply chain itself is a whole, and no matter
which enterprise node in the chain has a problem, it will affect everyone connected in
the chain. Therefore due to the structural characteristics of the supply chain if there is
a problem with any node it will affect the entire chain. The supply chain risks also
interact with each other. For example, the reduction of one risk may lead to the birth of
another risk. Enterprises therefore should pay close attention to the relationship be-
tween various risks (Golicic & Smith 2013; Ivanov et.al 2017). One way to solve the
complementarity of risks is to keep proper control over the inventory. When inventory
is insufficient, the possibility of supply chain interruption is likely to occur, and larger
inventory will take up too much liquidity, resulting in problems such as increased costs.

Risk mitigation is a vital part of supply chain management. According to Alonini et
al. (2012), risk mitigation is a selection of methods and strategies in order to manage
risks in a supply chain. Hallikas et al. (2004) provide strategies for risk mitigation such
as transfer, take, eliminate, reduce, share or assess individual risks, focusing on proba-
bility and impact. Similarly, Aqlan and Lam (2015) established their mitigation strate-
gies and they are risk avoidance, risk reduction, risk transfer, risk acceptance, ignoring
risks, risk exploit. Ho ef al. (2015) claim that risk mitigation process should be con-
ducted on the same aspects which are relevant to supply chain, i.e., supply chain risk
mitigation should include macro and micro risk mitigation, demand, process, supply,



finance, manufacturing, information and general risk mitigations. Behzadi ef al. (2018)
highlight that nowadays firms are increasingly global and less vertically integrated, in-
creasing the complexity of supply chains and exposing them to much more risks.

2.2 Digital Technologies for Supply Chains

The digital transformation in supply chains has resulted in several benefits such as cost
reduction, improved transparency, improved delivery speed, increased efficiency and
improved profitability. The modern disruptive technologies are slowly transforming the
supply chains and making them more intelligent and efficient. This section will explore
the potential some of these industry 4.0 technologies for supply chains.

As one of the iconic technologies in the context of the new industrial revolution, 3D
printing will have a wide-ranging impact on human production and manufacturing
methods, life consumption methods and organizational management methods in the fu-
ture (Truong Quang & Hara 2018). With the increasing flexibility and capabilities of
3D printing technology, 3D printing has become more and more beneficial to the man-
ufacturing industry and is widely used in materials, automobiles, food and healthcare
industries. Scheibe et.al (2017) reviewed the social impact of 3D printing from a tech-
nical perspective, including: first, 3D printing can customize healthcare products to im-
prove population health and quality of life; second, 3D printing can reduce the sustain-
ability of manufacturing Environmental impact; (3) 3D printing can simplify the supply
chain and improve the efficiency and responsiveness of demand fulfilment. Xanthopou-
los et.al (2012) and Aglan & Lam ( 2015) studied the advantages of 3D printing over
traditional subtractive manufacturing, including printing parts in a short time and im-
proving the manufacturability of highly complex products, shortening production cy-
cles, reducing manufacturing processes to save materials, reduce the need for moulds,
increase the density of the final parts and manufacture free-form closed structures.
Chen, Sohal & Prajogo (2013) find that 3D printing like industrial manufacturing tech-
nology can significantly reduce resource and energy demand and process-related CO2
emissions per unit of GDP. Basole et.al (2014) conducted a sensitivity analysis around
supply chain cost changes by establishing a model, indicating that 3D printing technol-
ogy will reduce sales losses due to product mismatches, as well as increase customer
satisfaction due to the full availability of products and increase the market demand. El-
Shahat (2017) believe that 3D printing technology can reduce costs by maximizing the
use of products and equipment. Gladwin & Floyd (2015) also analyzed the costs and
benefits of a 3D printing technology-based supply chain through case studies to provide
technology investment advice. Whereas Bhasin ef al. (2014) quantitatively estimated
the potential impact of 3D printing technology on the global supply chain. Studies have
shown that 3D printing technology will significantly change the future supply chain, as
manufacturing will move from low-cost regions to closer to end customers, which can
help companies reduce transportation and inventory costs. It can be seen that the in-
vestment in manufacturing technology affects the operation of the entire supply chain
by affecting the decisions of the members of the supply chain.

The main purpose of blockchain technology is to achieve the use of technologies
such as cryptography, consensus algorithms and reward mechanisms without the



intervention of third-party trust institutions so that each node does not need to trust any
other nodes, nor does it require the central certification authority (Khrais, 2020). In a
narrow sense, a blockchain is a shared database that connects blocks into a chain in a
chronological order to ensure that data is not tampered with (Khrais, 2020). Broadly
speaking, blockchain technology is a set of decentralized infrastructure models that
combine multiple existing technologies. Zhou Liqun (2016) discussed the impact of
blockchain technology on the factoring business development model and described the
possibility of blockchain technology breaking the supply chain financial bottleneck.
Hua (2016) highlighted the role of blockchain in the future supply chain financial in-
novation application and described the whole process of asset ownership traceability
and logistics information. Wang et al. (2017) expounded the economic value of block-
chain technology on the influence or role of different participants in supply chain fi-
nance. Yao et al. (2019) combine blockchain technology with supply chain finance,
taking reverse factoring products as an example, and integrating supply chain partners
into a completely effective and transparent ecosystem for everyone through blockchain.
The transparency is used to reduce disputes and transaction costs, maximize the value
of financial flows, and help smooth the flow of funds in the supply chain (Yao et.al
2019). Blockchains has already shown its potential not only in the financial sector but
also in food safety monitoring and food traceability in the supply chains (Tian, 2016).

The Internet of Things (IoT) refers to a network that connects items to the network
through technology, infrared sensors, readers and other devices to exchange infor-
mation to achieve intelligent identification, location tracking, monitoring and manage-
ment (Zanella et al. 2014). The IoT can collect terminal information through sensors
and radio frequency identification. The collected information is quickly and stably
transmitted to the control system through middleware technology and network so that
the operator can analyze the entire system environmental data and items for real-time
monitoring of data to discover and solve problems in a timely manner. However, the
digital supply chains expose new types of cyber risk in the digital economy from shared
infrastructure.

RFID, as one of the important technologies in the New World, has a wide range of
applications in many fields, especially industries and fields that have great significance
in real life, such as transportation, medical machinery, data statistical management, lo-
gistics management, and product anti-counterfeiting (Truong Quang & Hara, 2017). Its
working principle is to use radio frequency signals to automatically identify the objects
to be identified and visually present it as intuitive data, and the relevant conclusions
can be obtained through the analysis (Sawik, 2017). RFID-technologies has been suc-
cessfully implemented in the supply chains to deliver real-time information about the
current status of logistics activities. Geis-berger and Broy (2012) showed that using
REFID the truck-delivery of specific products could be optimized. For example, the
delivery information of trans-ported products could be changed in real-time and when-
ever needed (Whang, 2010). This way, a product that is already on its way to the ini-
tially targeted customer could be routed to another nearby customer if the delivery was
aborted. Hence, with the digitalization of all logistics processes through RFID-
technologies, even problem management can be carried out centrally and online. Tian
(2016) highlighted that in the USA and Japan, RFID system had been used for tracking



agri-food in the entire supply chain from planting to the distributor and retailer as RFID
systems provide management information and safety data of agri-food for the producer,
wholesaler, retailer and consumer.

Big Data Analytics (BDA) consists of refined data analysis means that simplifies
decision-making procedures by the retrieval of essential and relevant data from an ex-
tensive data source within a reasonable time interval (Tsai et al., 2015). Big Data has
been characterized by 5Vs: volume, variety, velocity, veracity, and value (Wamba
et al., 2015). BDA is becoming increasingly popular among manufacturing companies
as it helps gain insights and make decisions based on Big Data. It is also becoming an
inevitable technology in SCM since it can be used for the smooth functioning of im-
portant SC components like barcodes, RFID, and sensors. Its quick and easy data han-
dling capabilities are helping companies to compete well in the fluctuating markets.
BDA is enabling better SC agility, enhanced customer delights as well as minimum
running expenses (Nguyen et al., 2018). Empirical evidence demonstrates that BDA
has multiple advantages in SCM as it helps to reduce operational costs, improve SC
agility, and increase customer satisfaction (Ramanathan et al., 2017).

The evidence presented so far provides a good overview of the application of the
industry 4.0 technologies in the supply chains. It also shows that these digital technol-
ogies provide numerous benefit to supply chains and hence has seen greater adoption
in all facets in recent years. As their ability to provide real-time visualization of the
data, improve transparency, better demand forecast, etc. helps supply chains to better
deal with the risks and disruptions. As we are currently facing significant disruptions
due to the ongoing pandemic, it would be interesting to explore how these digital tech-
nologies can assist in supply chain risk management. Next section provides the meth-
odology adopted in this study.

3 Methodology

This is an exploratory study aiming to understand the role that digital technologies play
in supply chain risk management. Following the review of the extant literature, a num-
ber of digital technologies and their application in the supply chain domain were ex-
plored. A survey questionnaire was then designed. The questionnaire was designed to
examine participants’ understanding of digital technologies, its role in managing supply
chain risks and understand challenges associated with the supply chain. The question-
naire designed in this study was divided into four parts:

1. the company's basic information;

2. the company's digital supply chain practices;
3. supply chain risk management;

4. supply chain capabilities.

The questionnaire includes various multiple-choice questions. The study targeted
professionals working in the supply chain area and who are familiar with digital tech-
nologies. The survey was sent to more than 500+ professionals in China through a per-
sonal network and social media platforms such as LinkedIn and WeChat. The data was



collected between June-August 2020. The survey resulted in 176 valid responses, with
a response rate of 44 percent. This included responses from 5 CEOs,12 senior/general
managers and 159 general employees familiar with the supply chain domain.

4 Findings and Discussions

The first part of the survey was focused on the demographics of the companies. From
the perspective of funding sources, 82 percent of the respondent’s organisation belong
to Joint Ventures, 11 percent were private enterprises, 3 percent state-owned and rest
(4 percent) wholly owned by foreign enterprises. Nearly 81 percent of those enterprises
employed more than 5000 employees, around 4 percent were SMEs (employing less
than 500 employees) and rest 15 percent of the enterprises employed between 500-5000
employees (Figure 1).
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Fig. 1. The total number of employees in the company

The second part of the survey was focused on understanding the supply chain digital
practices within the enterprises. When asked about emerging digital technologies that
are being used in the supply chain practices of their company (see Figure 2), almost
nearly 82 percent respondents highlighted the greater reliance on IoT, BDA, Al, robot-
ics, cloud computing, mobile and social technologies, augmented reality/virtual reality,
and 3D printing. However, only a small percentage (11 percent) of respondents men-
tioned the usage of unmanned/autonomous vehicles.
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Fig. 2. Which of the following emerging digital technologies are used in your company's supply
chain practices?

Figure 3 shows that only 3 percent enterprises does not understand the urgency of
the digital supply chain reform, and has not yet started the digital supply chain practice;
5 percent of them understand the urgency of digital supply chain reform, but have not
yet begun the practice of digital supply chain; whereas 20 percent have started either
short-term (less than one year) or long term (more than one year) digital supply chain
project. Interestingly nearly 72 percent of enterprises have already formulated a mid-
to-long-term (more than one year) digital supply chain strategy and are constantly ad-
vancing. When asked about the senior leadership support to digital supply chain prac-
tices, nearly 74 percent of the respondents agreed that their leaders attach great im-
portance to the company’s digital supply chain practices. 78 percent of participants be-
lieve that the return on investment of digital supply chain practices is above 80 percent.
Whereas, 73 percent believed that the company’s digital supply chain practices closely
match the company’s current development and 76 percent enterprises regularly provide
technical training to employees. Around 76 percent enterprises agreed that their func-
tional departments collaborate in the digital supply chain practice process and 94 per-
cent participants believed that external suppliers were very willing to cooperate in the
digital supply chain projects.
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Fig. 3. Digital Supply Chain practice implementation by companies

The third part of the survey asked questions about supply chain risk management.
Around 60 percent participants believed that the most likely risk in the supply chain
was the risk of information dissemination, and the remaining 11 percent highlighted
risks related to the production organization and procurement. In addition, they also
highlighted the risk related to the selection of distributors (17 percent), and around 9
percent highlighted logistics operation risks and around 3 percent highlighted the cor-
porate culture differences as the risk factor. Regarding the company's measures to deal
with supply chain risks (see Table 1), respondents were asked to choose a number of
potential options that enterprises would normally follow to mitigate supply chain risks.
Table 1 shows the respondent’s view of these potential measures. Nearly 17 percent
participants chose to strengthen information exchange and sharing and improving the
efficiency of information exchange whereas 20 percent suggested strengthening enter-
prise risk management and establishing emergency mechanisms to deal with risks.
While nearly 71% suggested that all these measures are necessary to manage the supply
chain risks.

Table 1. Company's measures to deal with supply chain risks

Measures Volume

Strengthen the risk management of node enterprises 10%
Establish an emergency response mechanism 10%
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Measures Volume

Strengthen information exchange and sharing, improve information communica- 17%
tion efficiency

Strengthen incentives for supply chain stakeholders 10%
Optimize partner selection 11%
Pay attention to flexible design and maintain the flexibility of supply chains 12%
Improve the culture and create common values with supply chain partners 10%
Strengthen procurement and optimize logistics and distribution 11%
Establish a strategic partnership 10%
All of the above 71%

The final part of the survey focused on exploring the supply chain capabilities. Based
on the data stored in the company's digital supply chain system, supply risk warning
and automatic generation of flexible response plans, 60 percent participants believed
that the company's supply chain data analysis capabilities can largely support supply
chain risk management. Nearly all participant’s agreed that when they face product
quality-related problems, the digital technologies help trace the supplier, parts batches,
and the root cause of the problem in time. Around 52 percent reported real-time moni-
toring of their inventory situation whereas only 2 percent reported that they do not have
real-time monitoring of their inventory. In general, more than 80 percent participants
agreed that the application of digital technology will reduce supply chain risks.

The findings from the survey show that many enterprises have already started adopt-
ing emerging digital technologies in their supply chains. The responses show that there
is a greater level of awareness among respondents regarding the emerging disruptive
technologies. Enterprises also see digital technologies as a great tool to deal with supply
chain risks. The study identifies several risk factors such as information collection er-
rors, information security risks, information infrastructure failures, information trans-
mission timeliness, corporate reputation and logistics transportation and storage. The
entry point in this regard puts forward suggestions and measures for risk management.
Among the six risks, information collection errors, information infrastructure failures
and information transmission timeliness are risks that occur at the perception layer,
mainly the risks caused by the application of [oT. The implementation of the [oT system
in the supply chain needs to be improved for better effectiveness. Information security
risks include information asymmetry risks, information risks, information distortion
risks, but the proportion of information security risks relative to other risks is relatively
large. Corporate reputation risks are often brought about by information security risks.
As a result of information security risks, false information cannot be effectively identi-
fied, affecting the corporate reputation in supply chain exchanges. Improving the level
of the digital technology supply chain can effectively reduce transaction costs, improve
the efficiency of information transmission and improve quality issues.

5 Conclusions

This study attempts to understand the role that digital technologies in managing supply
chain risks. The study reviews the application of a number of emerging digital
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technologies such as 3D printing technology, blockchain, Internet of Things (IoT),
RFID technology and Big Data Analytics (BDA) in the supply chains and how these
technologies are being used to manage the risks. A survey of the supply chain profes-
sionals was conducted that highlights the extent of the usage of emerging technologies
in managing supply chain risks. Our findings show that supply chain risk has been re-
garded as one of the key threats to business continuity. Finding also shows that 3D
printing technology not only makes the traditional subtractive manufacturing technol-
ogy obsolete but also provides more choices for designers, manufacturers, sellers and
maintenance technicians while bringing more production capacity closer to the end-
user. The main purpose of blockchain technology is to realize encryption without the
intervention of a third-party trust agency, thereby ensuring the security of supply chain
transactions. The key technologies of the Internet of Things (IoT) include barcode tech-
nology, QR code, global positioning system, cloud computing and EPC information
network. RFID technology can be applied to multiple industries to ensure that compa-
nies can trace their products back to each chain. BDA has shown to improve SC agility,
reduce operational costs, and increase customer satisfaction. For large enterprises with
multi-level organizational structures and larger scales, the use of digital technology has
many benefits in improving procurement efficiency, cost, quality, and standardization,
as well as some risks. By analyzing the risks that affect the target of centralized pro-
curement, decomposing the risks, and identifying the influencing factors of the risks,
the centralized procurement risks can be analyzed from multiple angles and in all di-
rections, and the supply chain risk problems can be better solved through digital tech-
nologies. Our exploratory study thus adds to the limited literature exploring the role of
digital technologies in managing supply chain risks.

This study has some limitations. The study is based on the 176 valid responses from
China and hence future research should increase the sample size and collect data from
other regions of the globe. Future studies can also perhaps use a combination of quali-
tative and quantitative methods for broader generalization and triangulation of the find-
ings. Since this study only explores five digital technologies in detail, future studies
should also look at the implication of other technologies such as AR/VR, automation
and cloud computing to supply chains. Besides, future studies should develop a con-
ceptual framework and empirically explore how these emerging technologies affect
supply chain performance. The practical application of these digital technologies in
different sectors can also be an interesting area to explore.

Acknowledgement: We would like to express our sincere thanks to Newton Katip
Celebi, TUBITAK and Royal Academy of Engineering (Industry-Academia Partner-
ship Programme 2018/2019, No. 4180046) for supporting this project.

References

1. Aksoy, A., & Oztiirk, N. (2011). Supplier selection and performance evaluation in just-in-
time production environments. Expert systems with applications, 38(5), 6351-6359.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2010.11.104



12

10.

11.

12.

13.

15.

16.

19.

. Aqlan, F., & Lam, S. S. (2015). A fuzzy-based integrated framework for supply chain risk

assessment.  International Journal of Production Economics, 161, 54-63.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2014.11.013

. Basole, R. C., & Bellamy, M. A. (2014). Supply network structure, visibility, and risk dif-

fusion: A computational approach. Decision  Sciences, 45(4), 753-789.
https://doi.org/10.1111/deci.12099

Behzadi, G., O’Sullivan, M. J., Olsen, T. L., & Zhang, A. (2018). Agribusiness supply chain
risk management: A review of quantitative decision models. Omega, 79, 21-42.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2017.07.005

Berger, P. D., Gerstenfeld, A., & Zeng, A. Z. (2004). How many suppliers are best? A deci-
sion-analysis approach. Omega, 32(1), 9-15. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0mega.2003.09.001

. Bhasin, V., & Bodla, M. R. (2014). Impact of 3D printing on global supply chains by 2020

(Doctoral dissertation, Massachusetts Institute of Technology).

Chen, J., Sohal, A. S., & Prajogo, D. L. (2013). Supply chain operational risk mitigation: a
collaborative approach. International Journal of Production Research, 51(7), 2186-2199.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2012.727490

Chopra, S., & Sodhi, M. S. (2004). Supply-chain breakdown. MIT Sloan management re-
view, 46(1), 53-61.

. Christopher, M. and Peck, H. (2004), Building the resilient supply chain. International Jour-

nal of Logistics Management, 15(2), 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1108/09574090410700275
Cruz, J. M. (2013). Mitigating global supply chain risks through corporate social responsi-
bility.  International Journal of Production Research, 51(13), 3995-4010.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2012.762134

Cruz, J. M. (2013). Mitigating global supply chain risks through corporate social responsi-
bility.  International Journal of Production Research, 51(13), 3995-4010.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2012.762134

El-Shahat, A. (2017). 3D Printing Makes Solar Power Less Expensive, Gives Wider Range.
Natural Gas & Electricity, 33(7), 20-24. https://doi.org/10.1002/gas.21962

Frederico, G.F., Garza-Reyes, J.A., Anosike, A. and Kumar, V. (2019), Supply Chain 4.0:
concepts, maturity and research agenda. Supply Chain Management, 25(2), 262-282.
https://doi.org/10.1108/SCM-09-2018-0339

. Geisberger, E., & Broy, M. (Eds.). (2012). agendaCPS: Integrierte Forschungsagenda

Cyber-Physical Systems (Vol. 1). Springer-Verlag. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-
29099-2

Gladwin and Floyd, (2015) “Towards Sustainable ‘Biofriendly’ Materials for Additive Man-
ufacturing (Part 2 of 3),” Autodesk Inc., November 18, 2015, https://spark.autodesk.
com/blog/towards-sustainable-%E2%80%9Cbiofriendly%E2%80%9D-materialsadditive-
manufacturing-part-2-3

Golicic, S. L., & Smith, C. D. (2013). A meta-analysis of environmentally sustainable supply
chain management practices and firm performance. Journal of supply chain management,
49(2), 78-95. https://doi.org/10.1111/jscm.12006

. Hallikas, J., & Virolainen, V. M. (2004). Risk management in supplier relationships and

networks. Supply chain risk, 43-65.

. Ho, W., Zheng, T., Yildiz, H., & Talluri, S. (2015). Supply chain risk management: a liter-

ature review. International Journal of Production Research, 53(16), 5031-5069.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2015.1030467
Hua, S. (2016). Supply Chain Finance, 1st Edition, Gale Asia (ISBN-10: 9814698997)


https://doi.org/10.1002/gas.21962

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

13

Ivanov, D., Dolgui, A., Sokolov, B., & Ivanova, M. (2017). Literature review on disruption
recovery in the supply chain. International Journal of Production Research, 55(20), 6158-
6174. https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2017.1330572

Khrais, L. T. (2020, October). Comparison Study of Blockchain Technology and IOTA
Technology. In 2020 Fourth International Conference on I-SMAC (IoT in Social, Mobile,
Analytics and Cloud)(I-SMAC) (pp. 42-47). IEEE. https://doi.org/10.1109/I-
SMAC49090.2020.9243366

Kumar, V. (2020). Adjusting to the new normal: Challenges of the food sector in the wake
of COVID-19, Journal of Supply Chain Management, Logistics and Procurement, 3(2), 1—
18.

Nguyen, T., Li, Z. H. O. U,, Spiegler, V., leromonachou, P., & Lin, Y. (2018). Big data
analytics in supply chain management: A state-of-the-art literature review. Computers &
Operations Research, 98, 254-264. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2017.07.004

Park, Y., Hong, P., & Roh, J. J. (2013). Supply chain lessons from the catastrophic natural
disaster in Japan. Business Horizons, 56(1), 75-85.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bushor.2012.09.008

Peck, H. (2006). Reconciling supply chain vulnerability, risk and supply chain management.
International Journal of Logistics: Research and Applications, 9(2), 127-142.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13675560600673578

Radanliev, P., De Roure, D. C., Nurse, J. R., Burnap, P., Anthi, E., Ani, U., Maddox, L.,
Santos, O. & Montalvo, R. M. (2019). Cyber risk from [oT technologies in the supply chain—
discussion on supply chains decision support system for the digital economy (Preprint).
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.17286.22080

Ramanathan, R., Olex, A. L., Dozmorov, M., Bear, H. D., Fernandez, L. J., & Takabe, K.
(2017). Angiopoietin pathway gene expression associated with poor breast cancer survival.
Breast cancer research and treatment, 162(1), 191-198. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-
017-4102-2

Sawik, T. (2017). A portfolio approach to supply chain disruption management. Interna-
tional Journal of Production Research, 55(7), 1970-1991.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2016.1249432

Scheibe, K. P., & Blackhurst, J. (2018). Supply chain disruption propagation: a systemic
risk and normal accident theory perspective. International Journal of Production Research,
56(1-2), 43-59. https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2017.1355123

Tian, F. (2016). An agri-food supply chain traceability system for China based on RFID &
blockchain technology. In 2016 13th international conference on service systems and service
management (ICSSSM) (pp. 1-6). IEEE. https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSSSM.2016.7538424
Tjahjono, B., Esplugues, C., Ares, E., & Pelaez, G. (2017). What does industry 4.0 mean to
supply chain?. Procedia Manufacturing, 13, 1175-1182.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2017.09.191

Truong Quang, H., & Hara, Y. (2018). Risks and performance in supply chain: the push
effect.  International Journal of Production Research, 56(4), 1369-1388.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2017.1363429

Tsai, C. W., Lai, C. F., Chao, H. C., & Vasilakos, A. V. (2015). Big data analytics: a survey.
Journal of Big data, 2(1), 1-32. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40537-015-0030-3

Wamba, S. F., Akter, S., Edwards, A., Chopin, G., & Gnanzou, D. (2015). How ‘big data’can
make big impact: Findings from a systematic review and a longitudinal case study. Interna-
tional Journal of Production Economics, 165, 234-246.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].ijpe.2014.12.031


https://doi.org/10.1109/I-SMAC49090.2020.9243366
https://doi.org/10.1109/I-SMAC49090.2020.9243366

14

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Wang, J., He, Q., Xu, Y., Han, Q., & Zhou, Z. (2017, September). An unified payment
method of charging piles based on blockchain. In The 7th International Conference on Com-
puter Engineering and Networks (Vol. 299, p. 085). SISSA Medialab.
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.299.0085

Whang, S. (2010). Timing of RFID adoption in a supply chain. Management science, 56(2),
343-355. https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.1090.1121

Xanthopoulos, A., Vlachos, D., & lakovou, E. (2012). Optimal newsvendor policies for
dual-sourcing supply chains: A disruption risk management framework. Computers & Op-
erations Research, 39(2), 350-357. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2011.04.010
Xanthopoulos, P., & Pejicic, J. (2015). Supply Chain Vulnerability in the automotive indus-
try. Master thesis, Jonkoping International Business School, Sweden

Yao, L., Liu, Y., Zhao, H., & Ding, H. (2019). An improved UKPK-PSO algorithm inspired
from block chain technology for flexible job shop scheduling problem. In 2019 Chinese
Control Conference (CCO) (pp- 2260-2265). IEEE.
https://doi.org/10.23919/ChiCC.2019.8866111

Zanella, A., Bui, N., Castellani, A., Vangelista, L., & Zorzi, M. (2014). Internet of things
for smart cities. [EEE  Internet of  Things  journal, 1(1), 22-32.
https://doi.org/10.1109/JI0T.2014.2306328

Zhou Li-qun, Li Zhi-hua (2016). Application of Block Chain in Supply Chain
Finance. Journal of Information Systems Engineering, 07, 49-51.



