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ABSTRACT 
Manufacturing flexibility (MF) becomes an important requirement for an effective response 

to market uncertainty. However, the outcomes of this relationship on financial performance 

often show mixed results. Identifying factors facilitating this relationship is crucial for 

maintaining financial performance. Drawing from social cognitive capital and uncertainty 

reduction theories, this study argues that cultural compatibility (CC) can mediate this 

relationship. A structural equation analysis of 150 Vietnamese manufacturers strongly 

supports this hypothesis. This study showed that a strong association exists between a 

manufacturing firm’s CC and its MF and financial performances. Besides, CC acts as a 

mediator to enhance MF on financial performance. Manufacturers can leverage MF to 

capture more market share and profits when developing a good working culture with their 

supply chain partners. For supply chain managers, these findings indicate that a strategy for 

achieving supply chain-based performance requires a dual-pronged approach that aligns 

manufacturers’ operations with extensive organizational capabilities with external partners. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

In a highly competitive and globally reached environment, managers need to develop 

manufacturing flexibility (MF) that emphasize on flexible volume, variety of products and 

accelerated response times (Chan, Ngai, & Moon, 2017; Wei, Song, & Wang, 2017; Yang, 2014). 

However, the bottom line measures such as financial performance reflecting market share, profits 

have mixed results (Chan et al, 2017). In a complex network of supply chain members, the 

differences in partners’ business vision and cultures can affect the extent and quality of the 

collaboration (Hu, Zhu, Wang, & Koren, 2008), thus impact on performance. However, previous 
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literature has much interest in dissimilarities among members, but far less has been discussed what 

compatibility can bring to the whole network. Cultural compatibility reflects organizational 

alignment, learning and adaptation (Kim, Suresh, & Kocabasoglu-Hillmer, 2013) that may offer 

important opportunities for the supply chain members to be flexible in dealing with the complexity 

of environmental changes. Volkswagen Brazil created compatible cultural platforms with their 

suppliers (e.g. from joint workshops on quality to unified working uniforms). With higher 

proximities to and similar cultural practices with their suppliers, the car manufacturer enhance 

delivery flexibility and overall costs were down 15 – 25% (Marx, Zilbovicius, & Sergio Salerno, 

1997).  

Vietnam becomes an additional manufacturing hub next to China due to USA-China trade 

conflicts (Pencea, 2019). More than 10,000 foreign companies, including big global players such 

as Samsung, Microsoft, Intel, and LG (Shira, 2018). A deeper understanding of the financial 

outcomes associated with MF allows managers to better decide when, how much, and where to 

invest resources to enhance competitiveness, especially for SMEs in developing countries 

(Meirovich, 2015; Nguyen & Aoyama, 2015). The findings of this study make contributions to the 

on-going theoretical and practical debates on manufacturing flexibility by taking cultural 

perspectives and manufacturing flexibility. The paper is set out as follows. The first section 

provides a theoretical background from cultural alignment and MF literature. Next, the study 

provides the development of the research model and hypotheses. The study design section 

describes methods and findings. The last section offers interpretations, contributions and 

limitations.     

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

2.1 Manufacturing Flexibility (MF) and Financial Performance (FIN) 

Literature in manufacturing flexibility (Chan et al., 2017; Thomé, Scavarda, Pires, Ceryno, 

& Klingebiel, 2014; Williams, Roh, Tokar, & Swink, 2013) indicated several flexibility 

measurements, including new product flexibility, volume flexibility, variety flexibility, and 

product modification. Many researchers show that inter-organizational linkage is an important 

factor influencing a firm’s flexibility and over-all performance (Sáenz, Knoppen, & Tachizawa, 

2018; Wei et al., 2017). MF also links to marketing and operations strategy when dealing with 

growth strategies such as venturing into new markets. MF facilitates introducing a new product 

flexibility (Fantazy & Salem, 2016) interacts with a marketing strategy in which it enables an 

organization to respond effectively and efficiently to change product mix, customization of 

product and introducing new products. Companies increase their market shares by gaining new 

customers to develop a competitive advantage. The new product flexibility and volume flexibility 

should be taken into consideration, as the need for a firm to meet the customers’ expectations, 

since they are continuing to change at an increasing rate (Wei et al., 2017). This study proposes:  

 

H1. A manufacturer’s MF exerts a direct positive effect on the financial performance 

 

2.2 Cultural Compatibility and MF   

Cultural compatibility, under social capital theory, is defined by shared languages and a 

joint understanding of basic concepts and assumptions (Bolino, Turnley, & Bloodgood, 2002). It 

thus facilitates joint understanding (Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998), free communication and exchange of 

resources based on common objectives and interests. On the other hand, MF is dependent on the 

way information is shared, the collaboration, coordinated flows and joint activities (Bowersox, 

Closs, & Cooper, 2002). Congruence theory contributes to the understanding of how firms can 
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promote MF to enhance adaptation, alignment, integration and performance of partnering 

organizations. Congruency refers to “the degree to which the needs, demands, goals, objectives, 

and/or structure of one component are consistent with the demands, goals, objectives, and/or 

structure of another component” (Nadler & Tushman, 1980). Without a common understanding 

between these partners (e.g. quality and technological concepts), or lack of business vision and top 

management support, MF may not deliver the expected results. Thus, this study proposes:  

 

H2: MF is positively related to the Cultural compatibility 

 

2.3 Mediating roles of CC between MF and Financial Performance  

This study argues that the effect of MF on FIN will be greater where CC can be 

emphasized. This indirect effect exists due to collaboration, reduced complexity, uncertainty and 

knowledge exchange that captures from different partners to facilitate MF. Indeed, when supply 

chain members can enhance the cultural compatibility, opportunism mitigation created reduces the 

transaction costs in negotiating, monitoring, and safeguarding involved different parties 

(Meirovich, 2015; Rajaguru & Matanda, 2013). The uncertainty reduction theory (URT) 

highlights that similarities between persons reduce uncertainty (Berger, 2015). Relationships with 

high comparability are more likely to reach relationship objectives due to social capital created, 

which reduces conflict in the relationship by parties finding ways to resolve issues. At the same 

time, this enables collaboration by reducing complexity in the relationship (Adamides, 

Karacapilidis, Pylarinou, & Koumanakos, 2008). When opportunistic behavior is restrained 

through a compatible and flexible supply chain, coordination cost and uncertainty between 

exchange parties are also reduced (Joshi & Stump, 2015), which results in improved 

manufacturers’ performance. The MF demands significant interaction within suppliers and buyers 

to reconfigure their internal manufacturing processes.  

 

H3: The positive relationship between MF and FIN will be stronger when firms develop 

higher level of CC 

      
Figure 1. Research model- manufacturing flexibility  
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3. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

3.1 The study designs 

This questionnaire was developed through the Global Manufacturing Research Group 

(GMRG) project conducted in 2014. The plant is chosen as the unit of analysis to avoid problems 

related to business units with multiple plants operating in different ways. The initial population 

sample consisted of 825 firms, which were drawn from databases provided by Dun & Bradstreet 

and the Vietnam supply chain association. A rigorous process of translation and back-translation 

was employed to ensure the consistent use of the scales. A pilot study was conducted with seven 

executives in the annual meeting of the Vietnam supply chain association in 2014. The study has 

made initial phone calls to around 450 companies to identify informants and their direct contact, 

email addresses. On average, the research team used 3 phone calls per company to complete a 

questionnaire. Overall 150 complete and useable responses were received, which represent a 

response rate of 13%. The sample consists primarily of small and medium-sized companies (80%). 

Included in the survey are more than eighteen manufacturing industries, which represent food 

processing, garment and textile, chemical, furniture, metal products, semiconductor, electrical 

machinery, precision instrument, automotive, and other transport industries.  

 

3.2 Construct development and reliability, convergent validity and discriminant validity 

tests   

The items used to measure this study’s variables are derived from a thorough literature 

review. The model includes MF construct, which focuses on firms’ ability to add product variety 

without sacrificing quality and cost, capability for responding quickly to customization 

requirements, the high volume of products (Wu, Choi, & Rungtusanatham, 2010). The concept CC 

represents the extent this plant and its major external partners have a common understanding about 

what activities are best for our relationship, shared objectives and visions, common language and 

codes and similar behavioral rules and norms (Choi, Wu, Ellram, & Koka, 2002; Ketokivi & 

Jokinen, 2006). Financial performance measures the market share, revenue and profit (Choi et al., 

2002). Responses were measured in a seven-point Likert Scale, where a value of 1 indicates “to no 

extent” or “unimportant” and a value of 7 indicates “completely” or “very important”. 

  First, the internal consistency reliability test revealed that Cronbach's alphas ranged from 

0.712 (Manufacturing complexity) to 0.812 (Financial performance), which exceeds the threshold 

value 0.60 (Hair, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2010). Table 1 provides constructs’ mean of 

measurement items, standard deviation, loading and p values. Second, the CFA measurement 

models confirmed the presence of five unique constructs, their CFA details are presented in Table 

2. The model fit indices were χ2/df =1.89, which felt in the recommended range of 1 to 3. Further, 

the RMSEA value of 0.04 suggests a good model fit. The results in Table 2 showed that all of the 

AVE square root values were higher than the correlations, again indicating acceptable 

discriminant validity. Besides, both MSV and ASV values are smaller than AVE (Hair et al, 

2010).   
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Table 1. Constructs means and measures 

Research construct's  measurements Estimate Mean SD

Manufacturing flexibilitty (α=0.781)

We can add product variety without sacrificing quality 0.768 5.17 1.34

We can easily add significant product variety without increasing cost 0.713 4.64 1.33

Our capability for responding quickly to customization requirements is very high 0.749 5.18 1.22

Our plant produces a high volume of products 0.614 4.96 1.48

Cultural compatibility  (α=0.812)   

This plant and its major external partners have …

common understanding about what activities are best for our relationship 0.768 5.09 1.18

shared objectives and visions 0.757 4.85 1.21

common language and codes (e g  special vocabulary, abbreviation, and technical) 0.724 4.89 1.25

similar behavioral rules and norms 0.614 4.89 1.05

Financial performance (α=0.827)   

Total sales 0.825 4.61 1.60

Profitability 0.890 4.33 1.38

Market share 0.724 4.53 1.21  
χ2 = 294.261; df = 155; χ2/df = 1.89; CFI = 0.979; NFI = 0.957; RFI = 0.941; RMSEA = 0.04. Note: RMSEA=Root 

Mean Square Error of Approximation, GFI=Goodness-of-fit Index, CFI=Comparative Fit Index. BOM = Bill of 

Materials;  

 

Table 2. Correlation matrix and construct measures 

Research constructs CR AVE MSV ASV [1] [2] [3]

[1] Cultural compatibility (CC) 0.809 0.516 0.489 0.224 0.718

[2] Manufacturing flexibilitty (MF) 0.805 0.509 0.489 0.201 0.699** 0.713

[3] Financial performance (FIN) 0.856 0.666 0.314 0.188 0.563** 0.357** 0.816  
Note: Diagonal elements in bold are the square root of the average variance extracted (AVE) between the constructs 

and their measures. Off diagonal elements are correlations between constructs. MSV – Max shared variance and ASV 

– Average shared variance. For discriminate validity, AVE should be greater than off-diagonal elements. *** 

Correlation is significant at 0.001.** at 0.01. * at 0.05 

 

3.3 Hypothesis testing  

A structural equation model was used to test the hypotheses. Table 3 shows the fit indices 

and displays the directions and significances of the hypothesized relationships among the 

constructs. The results rejected H1, which confirmed the negative impacts of MF on FIN. The 

results supported H2, confirming the strong relationships between MF, CC and FIN. This study 

tested for such mediation effects using a structural equation model with bootstrapping procedures 

(Mallinckrodt, Abraham, Wei, & Russell, 2006). Table 4 indicated the outcomes, which show the 

direct effects with and without a mediator. The test of the indirect effects between MF  CC  

FIN was significant. Thus, H3 was accepted with full mediation effect of CC on MF and FIN.   

 
Table 3. Results of the hypothesis testing 

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Hypotheses

MF ---> FIN -0.185 0.193 -0.959 0.338 H1-Rejected

MF ---> CC 0.685 0.109 6.305 *** H2-Accepted

CC ---> FIN 0.870 0.222 3.920 *** H3-Accepted

Research impacts

 

Note: χ2 = 183.17; df = 108; χ2/df = 1.69; CFI = 0.932; NFI = 0.854; IFI =0.934; RMSEA = 0.079. *** Correlation is 

significant at 0.001. 
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Table 4 Results of the mediating effects of CC 

Mediator - Cultural compatibility
Direct with 

mediator
Indirect Mediation

Manufacturing flexibility to Financial perf. -0.185(n/s) 0.164(0.001) Full  
Note:  p value in brackets. 

 

4. DISCUSSION AND IMPLICATION  

This study examined the linkages between MF and FIN, which has been studied with 

mixed results. Drawing upon the social cognitive capital and uncertainty reduction view, this study 

confirmed that cultural compatibility (CC), exerted a mediating to enhance financial performance. 

MF has a strong relationship with CC, where collaborative process alignment between customers 

and manufacturers can reconfigure the existing processes to capture more market share and profits.  

In H1, this study argued that a positive impact of MF on the FIN. Interestingly, the results 

indicate that MF does not directly impact on financial performance. This might be due to several 

reasons. Firstly, the flexibility strategy often requires more complicated decisions (Dreyer, 2004). 

Su, Yang, and Yang (2012) suggested that the interaction between flexibility strategy and power 

distance hurts performance. That could be relevant as this study refers to the Vietnamese context, 

where consultative decision-making is not always a better choice (Nguyen & Aoyama, 2013). 

Secondly, previous literature also indicated cases, where the marketing function did not take 

advantage of the resulting flexibility opportunities, thus may result in manufacturing flexibility 

having a limited impact on a firm’s performance (Anderson, Cleveland, & Schroeder, 1989). In 

the Vietnamese context, these manufacturers (mainly SMEs about 75%) had a low marketing 

capability (Lee & Linda, 2016) or lack of strong connection between business and operations 

strategies. Thirdly, these manufacturers may pursue a defensive strategy, thus they tend to seek 

very little manufacturing flexibility. Majority of Vietnamese manufacturers follow export-led 

growth strategy (Marco & Antonio, 2015), where dependence on a foreign order leads to a 

reactive strategy tends to be reactive and emphasize the implementation of cost reduction and 

efficiency improvement methods. 

This study also investigated a facilitating factor, the CC, to MF that can help improve the 

effects of MF on performance. The findings from this current study show that CC can serve as 

facilitators to enhance manufacturing flexibility that can deliver financial performance. The results 

theoretically explain and empirically demonstrate how inter-organizational compatibility can be 

aligned with manufacturing flexibility to enhance performance. Previous studies (He, Lai, Sun, & 

Chen, 2014; Thomé et al, 2014) suggest that, in general, effective deployment of organizational 

changes into supply chains is associated with improved flexibility and performance. Besides, CC 

promotes shared business visions and cultures, which can be associated with a higher level of 

supply chain visibility and integration (Wei et al, 2017; Williams et al, 2013). Previous studies 

confirmed positive relationships between visibility, supply chain flexibility and performance 

(Sáenz et al, 2018; Williams et al, 2013). The results extend these by explaining why some firms 

are successful at such alignment whereas others are not. CC provides an effective foundation for 

supply chain partners to exchange their business visions, share a common language and culture. In 

return, these compatible organizations can respond quickly to customer and market requirements, 

such as volume flexibility (Chu, Chang, & Huang, 2012), production variety flexibility (Patel, 

Terjesen, & Li, 2012), delivery flexibility (Chang & Huang, 2012) and to enhance financial 

positioning. 
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Given difference in cultural practices between the investors, the manufacturers, local 

suppliers in this emerging manufacturing industry, the findings of this study make contributions to 

the on-going theoretical and practical debates on manufacturing flexibility and financial 

performance by taking cultural perspectives. The findings confirmed that the process of cultural 

alignments among supply chain members exerts a mediating effect to enhance financial 

performance, such as revenue and market share. These enhanced collaborative processes between 

customers and manufacturers can reconfigure the existing processes to capture more market share 

and profits. This is important findings, as supply chains become more complex reflecting the 

highly dynamic market demands of consumers, and the realities of competing in a global 

economy.  

 

5. LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH 

The results of this study are subject to several limitations. First, the study collected the data 

from a variety of industries, the generalizability of this study’s findings to other types of 

organizations is still limited. Hence, future researchers may replicate and extend this study to 

sectors other than manufacturing or to comparing between several industries/sectors. Second, the 

bottom-line results from MF can be extended to social and environmental measures (Wiengarten, 

Ahmed, Longoni, Pagell, & Fynes, 2017) to enhance sustainable performance. 

 

6. REFERENCES 
Adamides, ED, Karacapilidis, Nikos, Pylarinou, H, & Koumanakos, Dimitrios. (2008). Supporting collaboration in the 

development and management of lean supply networks. Production Planning and Control, 19(1), 35-52.  

Anderson, John C, Cleveland, Gary, & Schroeder, Roger G. (1989). Operations strategy: A literature review. Journal 

of operations management, 8(2), 133-158.  

Berger, Charles R. (2015). Uncertainty reduction strategies. The International Encyclopedia of Interpersonal 

Communication, 1-9.  

Bolino, Mark C, Turnley, William H, & Bloodgood, James M. (2002). Citizenship behavior and the creation of social 

capital in organizations. Academy of management review, 27(4), 505-522.  

Bowersox, Donald J, Closs, David J, & Cooper, M Bixby. (2002). Supply chain logistics management (Vol. 2). 

Newyork: McGraw-Hill. 

Chan, Alan T. L., Ngai, Eric W. T., & Moon, Karen K. L. (2017). The effects of strategic and manufacturing 

flexibilities and supply chain agility on firm performance in the fashion industry. European Journal of 

Operational Research, 259(2), 486-499. doi: 10.1016/j.ejor.2016.11.006 

Chang, Kuo-Hsiung, & Huang, Hsu-Feng. (2012). Using influence strategies to advance supplier delivery flexibility: 

The moderating roles of trust and shared vision. Industrial Marketing Management, 41(5), 849-860. doi: 

10.1016/j.indmarman.2011.09.020 

Choi, Thomas Y, Wu, Zhaohui, Ellram, Lisa, & Koka, Balaji R. (2002). Supplier-supplier relationships and their 

implications for buyer-supplier relationships. IEEE transactions on engineering management, 49(2), 119-130.  

Chu, Po-Young, Chang, Kuo-Hsiung, & Huang, Hsu-Feng. (2012). How to increase supplier flexibility through social 

mechanisms and influence strategies? Journal of Business & industrial marketing, 27(2), 115-131.  

Dreyer, B. and Gronhaug, K. (2004). Uncertainty, flexibility, and sustained competitive advantage. Journal of 

Business Research, 57(5), 484–494.  

Fantazy, Kamel A, & Salem, Mohamed. (2016). The value of strategy and flexibility in new product development: 

The impact on performance. Journal of Enterprise Information Management, 29(4), 525-548.  

Hair, Joseph F, Black, William C, Babin, Barry J, & Anderson, Rolph E. (2010). Multivariate data analysis: A global 

perspective.  

Hu, SJ, Zhu, Xiaowei, Wang, Hui, & Koren, Yoram. (2008). Product variety and manufacturing complexity in 

assembly systems and supply chains. CIRP Annals-Manufacturing Technology, 57(1), 45-48.  

Joshi, Ashwin W, & Stump, Rodney L. (2015). The determinants of relational governance in economic exchange 

relationships. Paper presented at the Proceedings of the 1997 Academy of Marketing Science (AMS) Annual 

Conference. 



9th International Conference on Operations and Supply Chain Management, Vietnam, 2019 

 

8 

 

Ketokivi, Mikko, & Jokinen, Mikko. (2006). Strategy, uncertainty and the focused factory in international process 

manufacturing. Journal of Operations Management, 24(3), 250-270. doi: 10.1016/j.jom.2004.07.011 

Kim, Minkyun, Suresh, Nallan C, & Kocabasoglu-Hillmer, Canan. (2013). An impact of manufacturing flexibility and 

technological dimensions of manufacturing strategy on improving supply chain responsiveness: Business 

environment perspective. International Journal of Production Research, 51(18), 5597-5611.  

Lee, Jong Geun, & Linda, Niehm. (2016). Assessing the challenges and opportunities for small and medium 

enterprises (smes) in the vietnamese apparel retail market.  

Mallinckrodt, Brent, Abraham, W Todd, Wei, Meifen, & Russell, Daniel W. (2006). Advances in testing the statistical 

significance of mediation effects. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 53(3), 372.  

Marco, R, & Antonio, Angelino. (2015). Hanoi between washington and beijing. Vietnamese industrial development 

through export-led growth and selective planning. L'industria (3), 351-380.  

Marx, Roberto, Zilbovicius, Mauro, & Sergio Salerno, Mario. (1997). The modular consortium in a new vw truck 

plant in brazil: New forms of assembler and supplier relationship. Integrated Manufacturing Systems, 8(5), 

292-298.  

Meirovich, Gavriel. (2015). The impact of cultural similarities and differences on performance in strategic 

partnerships: An integrative perspective. Journal of Management &#x0026; Organization, 16(1), 127-139. doi: 

10.1017/S1833367200002315 

Nadler, David A, & Tushman, Michael L. (1980). A model for diagnosing organizational behavior. Organizational 

Dynamics, 9(2), 35-51.  

Nguyen, Nguyen Thi Duc, & Aoyama, Atsushi. (2013). Exploring cultural differences in implementing international 

technology transfer in the case of japanese manufacturing subsidiaries in vietnam. Contemporary Management 

Research, 9(1).  

Nguyen, Nguyen Thi Duc, & Aoyama, Atsushi. (2015). The impact of cultural differences on technology transfer. 

[Article]. Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management, 26(7), 926-954. doi: 10.1108/JMTM-09-2013-

0130 

Patel, Pankaj C, Terjesen, Siri, & Li, Dan. (2012). Enhancing effects of manufacturing flexibility through operational 

absorptive capacity and operational ambidexterity. Journal of Operations Management, 30(3), 201-220.  

Pencea, Sarmiza. (2019). The looming USA-china trade war and its consequences 1. Global Economic Observer, 7(1), 

283-298.  

Rajaguru, Rajesh, & Matanda, Margaret Jekanyika. (2013). Effects of inter-organizational compatibility on supply 

chain capabilities: Exploring the mediating role of inter-organizational information systems (iois) integration. 

Industrial Marketing Management, 42(4), 620-632. doi: 10.1016/j.indmarman.2012.09.002 

Sáenz, María Jesús, Knoppen, Desiree, & Tachizawa, Elcio Mondonca. (2018). Building manufacturing flexibility 

with strategic suppliers and contingent effect of product dynamism on customer satisfaction. Journal of 

Purchasing and Supply Management, 24(3), 238-246. doi: 10.1016/j.pursup.2017.07.002 

Shira, D. (2018, March 30). Supporting industries in vietnam. Vietnam Briefing. 

Su, Zhongfeng, Yang, Dongtao, & Yang, Jianjun. (2012). The match between efficiency/flexibility strategy and 

organisational culture. International Journal of Production Research, 50(19), 5317-5329. doi: 

10.1080/00207543.2011.618149 

Thomé, Antonio Márcio T., Scavarda, Luiz Felipe, Pires, Sílvio R. I., Ceryno, Paula, & Klingebiel, Katja. (2014). A 

multi-tier study on supply chain flexibility in the automotive industry. International Journal of Production 

Economics, 158, 91-105. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2014.07.024 

Tsai, Wenpin, & Ghoshal, Sumantra. (1998). Social capital and value creation: The role of intrafirm networks. 

Academy of management Journal, 41(4), 464-476.  

Wei, Zelong, Song, Xi, & Wang, Donghan. (2017). Manufacturing flexibility, business model design, and firm 

performance. International Journal of Production Economics, 193, 87-97. doi: 10.1016/j.ijpe.2017.07.004 

Wiengarten, Frank, Ahmed, Muhammad Usman, Longoni, Annachiara, Pagell, Mark, & Fynes, Brian. (2017). 

Complexity and the triple bottom line: An information-processing perspective. International Journal of 

Operations & Production Management, 37(9), 1142-1163. doi: 10.1108/ijopm-06-2016-0292 

Williams, Brent D., Roh, Joseph, Tokar, Travis, & Swink, Morgan. (2013). Leveraging supply chain visibility for 

responsiveness: The moderating role of internal integration. Journal of Operations Management, 31(7–8), 543-

554. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jom.2013.09.003 

Wu, Zhaohui, Choi, Thomas Y, & Rungtusanatham, M Johnny. (2010). Supplier–supplier relationships in buyer–

supplier–supplier triads: Implications for supplier performance. Journal of Operations Management, 28(2), 

115-123.  



9th International Conference on Operations and Supply Chain Management, Vietnam, 2019 

 

9 

 

Yang, Jie. (2014). Supply chain agility: Securing performance for chinese manufacturers. International Journal of 

Production Economics, 150(3), 104-113. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2013.12.018 
 


