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A B S T R A C T  A R T I C L E   I N F O 
This research investigates the impact of external environment, cognitive 
factors, and behavioral dimensions in the context of implementing supply 
chain agility. It applies social cognitive theory to establish a link between 
various environments including business uncertainty and supply chain dis-
ruption risk, cognitive factors such as supply chain agility self-efficacy, trust, 
and supply chain cooperation, coordination, and communication attitude, and 
actions such as implementing supply chain agility as well as behavior to ex-
plain the decision-making process in implementation. Based on the survey 
data collected from 254 supply and purchasing managers in the Korean man-
ufacturing industry, AMOS software with structural equation method was 
used for data analysis Our results support the concept that business uncer-
tainty reduces self-efficacy in supply chain agility although both business 
uncertainty and supply chain disruption risk boosted trust in the supply chain 
as well as buyers’ positive attitude toward supply chain cooperation, coordi-
nation, and communication. The concept of supply chain agility, self-efficacy, 
trust, and supply chain cooperation, coordination, and communication atti-
tude have a positive impact on firm performance. Supply chain agility, self-
efficacy, and trust in suppliers positively affects implementation of supply 
chain agility as well as firms’ financial, operational, and supply chain perfor-
mance. This research provides meaningful insights for considering external 
environments and cognitive factors while making decisions in implementing 
supply chain agility. 
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P O V Z E T E K  P O D A T K I   O   Č L A N K U 

Ta raziskava preučuje vpliv zunanjega okolja, kognitivnih dejavnikov in ve-
denjskih dimenzij na izvajanje agilnosti dobavne verige. Uporabljena je social-
no kognitivna teorija za vzpostavitev povezave med različnimi okolji, vključno 
s poslovno negotovostjo in tveganjem za pojav motenj v dobavni verigi, kogni-
tivnimi dejavniki ter ukrepi. Med kognitivne dejavnike sodijo agilnost dobav-
ne verige, samoučinkovitost, zaupanje ter sodelovanje v dobavni verigi in 
usklajevanje ter komunikacijski odnos, med ukrepe pa sodita izvajanje agilno-
sti dobavne verige in vedenje, ki omogoči razumevanje procesa odločanja pri 
izvajanju. Za analizo anketnih podatkov, zbranih pri 254 vodjih dobave in 
nabave v korejski proizvodni industriji, je bila uporabljena metoda struktur-
nih enačb in programska oprema AMOS. Rezultati kažejo, da poslovna negoto-
vost zmanjšuje samoučinkovitost pri agilnosti dobavne verige, čeprav tako 
poslovna negotovost kot tveganje za pojav motenj v dobavni verigi povečata 
zaupanje v dobavno verigo ter pozitivno vplivata na odnos kupcev do sodelo-
vanja, koordinacije in komunikacije v dobavni verigi. Agilnost dobavne verige, 
samoučinkovitost, zaupanje in sodelovanje v dobavni verigi, koordinacija in 
komunikacijski odnos pozitivno vplivajo na uspešnost podjetja. Agilnost do-
bavne verige, samoučinkovitost in zaupanje v dobavitelje pozitivno vplivajo 
na izvajanje agilnosti dobavne verige ter finančno, operativno in dobavno 
uspešnost podjetij. Ta raziskava zagotavlja pomemben vpogled v upoštevanje 
zunanjega okolja in kognitivnih dejavnikov med sprejemanjem odločitev pri 
izvajanju agilnosti dobavne verige. 
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