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Abstract: In this article, we discuss the challenges for global supply chain in emerging
markets. We also present a research model of demand and supply chain integration system
(DSCIS) which responds to customer’s needs through the integrated information flows.
DSCIS synchronizes the key processes in terms of frontend development, product planning,
product design, procurement, manufacturing, sales and marketing, maintenance activities
based on customer needs as process routines. We further explore the following research
questions: (1) what SCM practices do firms consider for emerging market? (2) In the context
of emerging market, how are these SCM practices implemented?

This paper examines the SCM practices of electronic firms and auto—manufacturers that
operate in China. What is noted in this study is that those firms that implement the deeper
level of localization experience huge business successes. It is imperative for any global firms
to (1) understand the rapidly changing market reality (2) develop partnership with the local
governments for achieving effective market penetration. The scope of outsourcing is
extended to the local firms that are strategically aligned to assume specific aspects of global
supply chain management challenges. In brief, integration of both supply and demand chain is

crucial for emerging market markets.

Key Words: Supply Chain Management, Emerging Markets, Demand Chain, demand and
supply chain integration system (DSCIS)



Park = Sugie

1. Introduction

In times of stiff global competition, firms construct supply chain that allows
customers to supply their products and services timely. Their practical challenges
are how to integrate both internal and external supply chain. Incresaingly, customers
consider not only functionality, quality and prices of the products but harmony of
their lifestyle as their basic purchasing criteria (Park et al., 2012). Final customers
expect the total packages of a product to be compatible with their value systems and
life styles. Thus customer’ s purchasing decisions are based on the harmonious
integration of product functional requirements and customer cultural value
expectations.

This article aims to discuss the challenges for global supply chain in emerging
markets and present a research model of demand and supply chain integration system
(DSCIS). Based on extant literature review the model specifies the changing supply
chain management practices for emerging market. DSCIS synchronizes the key processes
in terms of frontend development, product planning, product design, procurement,
manufacturing, sales and marketing, maintenance activities based on customer needs
as process routines. We further explore the following research questions: (1) what
SCM practices do firms consider for emerging market? (2) In the context of emerging
market, how are these SCM practices implemented?

For meaningful examination of these research questions, we employ case studies in
the context of China. Firms that participate in the case studies are carefully chosen
to study both internal and external supply chain practices to meet the complex customer
requirements. Case findings suggest that successful global firms make their strategic

focus beyond supply chain and then move toward demand chain in the emerging market

2. Literature Review

2.1 Supply Chain Management and Business Performance

First of all, let us consider supply chain management (SCM) from the business



Demand and Supply Chain Integration Strategy for Emerging Market

performance perspective. SCM intends to maximize customer satisfaction while
minimizing total costs of all the activities from securing raw materials to delivering
products and services to final customrs (Lambert and Cooper, 2000;Vicker et al., 2003).

To integrate all these activities to firms’ competitiveness requires reconfiguring
all the internal and external processes from the perspective of global optimization
(Frohlich and Westbrook, 2001; Zhou and Benton, 2007). Thus, SCM is to approach all
the intra— and inter—business processes as a unified and integrative business process
for the purpose of enhancing total value added and sharing the total benefits among
the supply chain partners. From the logistics standpoint, SCM is to reduce any forms
of wastes related to new product development time, procurement and manufacturing costs,
distribution and sales. This is to provide customers thee right products at the right
time at the right prices while reducing the overall inventory level low and minimizing
lead times, and maximizing the utilization of facilities and equipments. Thus, the

common aspects of SCM are to (1) satisfy customers (2) achieve global optimization.

2.2 Supply Chain Management in Emerging Markets

This section is devoted to discuss SCM topics in Emerging Markets which include
(1) integration between demand chain and supply chain, (2) product/service development
fitting emerging markets, (3) differation of supply management style and inventory
management, (4) consideration of marketing channels, (5) logistics strategy different
from advanced markets, (6) strategy considering local government policy and

institutional rules such as FTA and TPP.

Supply chain management considers all the information exchange and the movement of
goods from manufacturer, wholesaler, and retailer to all the suppliers on the extended
supply chain (Zhou and Benton, 2007). To successfully meet all the requirements of
customers, SCM applies total system in managing information, materials, and services
(Chase, 1998; Sahin and Robinson, 2002; Li and Wang, 2007; Zhou and Benton, 2007; Park
and Hong, 2012).

It is possible for focal firms to reduce their innovation expenditures and minimize



Park = Sugie

risk factors through collaboration with the partners in a business—ecosystem (e. g.,
suppliers with unique technological and manufacturing capability even in other
countries). What is critical for competitive advantage is how such focal firms seek,
find and involve these resourceful and competent suppliers in their network. They must
combine knowledge assets of many suppliers in its network. Thus, integrating ability

of a focal firm is quite important in any network (Brusoni and Prencipe, 2001).

However, it is not sufficient to simply bring in such suppliers into a network and
integrating them as network members. Instead, sustainable competitive advantage
requires perpetual network coordinating capability. In this sense, coordinating
mechanisms of Japanese automobile manufactures (e.g., encouraging competition among
suppliers while promoting long term trust relationships) have contributed to the
formation of successful network (Asnuma, 1997). Li and Wang (2007) focus on
coordination mechanisms that influence on the goals of supply chain member. An
effective value chain management requires managing incentives within supply chain
(Narayanan and Raman, 2006). Sahin and Robinson (2002) also discuss the value of

information and physical flow coordination.

In this paper, we present SCM issues in emerging markets. Merely selling products
to customers is no longer adequate in sastifying the growing demand of customers.
Instead, firms strive to plan integrative supply chain strategy that includes product
concept planning, product development and commercialization and after—services. These
firms focus on establishing global supply chains to stay competitive. Increasingly,
these global firms not only move their manufacturing facilities but also their
marketing/ sales and distribution functions. These firms implement integrative supply
chain management that synchronizes both internal and external business practices.
SCM consider inter—organizational network management that is far beyond
organizational specific practices. Firms no longer approache their product flows in
terms of their own product brand. Rather, they look into more deeply on examining all
the supply chain partners and move forward demand chain in the global
markets—particularly emerging markets (Scannel, et al., 2000). Such changing market

reality requires building network capabilities that respond to the diverse customers
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demands from global market (Korhonen et al., 1998; Demeter et al., 2006; Crook and
Combs, 2007).

2.3 Research Framework

Figure 1 shows demand and supply chain integration model (DSCIM) based on streams

of customer needs.

Figure 1. Demand and supply chain integration model (DSCIM)

—
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It responds to not only the known existing needs but also hidden needs (new customer
requirements) through foresight planning of design information (Park et al., 2011;
Park and Hong, 2012). It also identifies the key processes in terms of: (1) frontend
development deriving product concept; (2) product planning integrating customer
needs—expressed or unspoken—and design information; (3) product design visualizing
design information; (4) procurement and manufacturing transferring design information
through media choices; (5) sales and marketing appealing customers by design
information; (6) maintenance activities managing design information as process
routines. Demand and supply chain integration model (DSCIM) needs to be linked with

external related supply chain.
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3. Case Study

A crucial aspect of supply chain management is to share information beyond the firm
boundaries. Thus, careful selection of suppliers and strategic partners is very
important. Careless bonding with the unfit partners has serious business implications.
Too often firms experience business failures instead of competitive advantage through
supply chain management. In this section, we focus on how Apple Inc. and Sony integrate

their supply chains with Fox conn in China.

Apple and Sony maintain their core competences within. Yet, they pursue supply chain
integration in the other business areas that requires supplier collaboration. These
two firms maintain strategic alliance with Foxconn which is a leading firm in the global
electronics manufacturing services (EMS). In general, manufacturing firms establish
strategic alliance with EMS firms for three reasons: (1) production side——prepare for
changing requirements of mass production or demand fluctuations, (2) cost side: attain
cost advantage through reducing maintenance expenses, administrative and inventory
costs. (3) global production responsiveness—choose production locations close to the
customers. Thus, EMS plays an important role for effective supply chain management

in emerging markets.

3.1. Electronic Industry Case: Apple and Sony in China

3.1.1. Apple and Fox Conn

Apple Inc., which has maintained No.1l position in achieving supply chain
effectiveness according to AMR Review from 2008-2010, has collaborative with Foxconn,
a leading EMS firm. The market share of Apple Inc., the number one customer of Foxconn,
is 16% in China. Apple uses Foxconn to open a new market segment in any of the Chinese
deep interior regions and thus achieve very effective logistical configurations in
the long term. Apple has fascinated the global customers through its innovative product

design and features (e.g., iphone and ipad). However, these advantages do not guarantee
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sustainable competitiveness in the environment of rapidly changing customer
requirements. The success factors of Apple include more than refreshing design and
innovative features. Rather, Apple’ s supply chain management provides its crucial

competitive advantage in the market (Nikkei, 2012).

Apple does not maintain any manufacturing plants of iphones in USA. Apple’ s
manufacturing strategy is through outsourcing, not having its own manufacturing
facilities (i.e., fables methods). The merit of fabless methods is to avoid risks
related to capital investment and maintenance costs for massive manufacturing
facilities. Instead, the strategic focus is in its
design/development/marketing/distribution. Thus, speedy management is quite possible
with such arrangements. Fabless approach requires careful selection of strategic

partners for global SCM.

Apple entrusts production to Foxconn, a Taiwan—based EMS, for several reasons.
First of all, it is needed to mention that in addition to low labor costs in China
than in USA, component parts of iphones are mostly concentrated in Asia. According
to component parts list by Apple, more than 70% of all component parts are procured
in Asian countries including Japan and Korea. From the logistics standpoint, it is
sensible to utilize Foxconn in China from effective management of SCM that covers all
the business processes from procurement of component parts to manufacturing and final
assembly. In this way, collaboration between Apple and suppliers achieves maximum
benefits of global SCM by combining its strong product concept/design planning and
marketing/distribution network along with Foxconn’ s procurement and production

capabilities

Disadvantages of fables approach are worthy to mention here as well. Since Apple
does not involve in the entire production process control, series of issues may arise
in the form of inadequate inventory management, increasing surplus of certain
component parts, and long—term fixation of specific lead time for manufacturing and
logistics. However, Apple proactively handles these potential problems. Apple

applies product lifecycle management (PLC) which ensures minimum inventory in the
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final manufacturing assembly and distribution process. Thus, with such tight inventory
control system the prevailing perception of consumers is that when the current models
have no more stocks to sell, Apple soon introduces new product models. Apple
distributes its products through direct sales by Apple Stores. Apple implements SCM
through direct sales to its products to the customers and consistent after—sales
services. By using only limited distribution channels Apple maintains its product
brand image to the loyal customers. Through Apple Stores customers experience superb
after sales services and gain access to exclusive product related information, Apple
also monitors the precise level of inventory of its product lines and manages the

overall inventory management through advance production planning.

Competitive advantage in emerging markets requires effective demand management
Apple listens to the customers and uses their feedback to the better development of
new products. The information and knowledge gap between Apple and its customers is
reduced through show rooms in the direct sales network. Apples’ 357 stores worldwide
(as of September 2011) generate $14.1 billions in sales (13% of total sales of $108. 2
billions). Average sales per store are $43.3 millions. This is 49 times of that of
Unicron, a leasing retail outlet in Japan (Nikkei Newspaper, 2011). Thus, Apple plans
to increase the size of distribution channel in Hong Kong and Mainland China from the
current level of six (2011) to twenty five in the following years (Nikkei Industrial
Newspaper, 2011). In this way, Apple reaps the benefits of fables production through
Foxconn and effective product design and rich customer contacts through direct sales

outlets and effective marketing/distribution channels.

3.1.2. Sony and Foxconn

Sony is a Japan’ s leading electronic firm. Sony targets the global markets with
its diverse products including TV, PC, and video games. Sony, in spite of poor negative
profit performance in 2011, has recently shown remarkable innovation in its supply

chain management practices

This section focuses on Sony s production and marketing practices. Sony has



Demand and Supply Chain Integration Strategy for Emerging Market

developed cell production methods (CPM) which is an improvement of Toyota’ s Kanban
methods. For CPM one or several workers take care of the entire processes starting
from components selection, manufacturing assembly, inspection and product release
(i.e., cross—disciplined and multi-task trained workers method). The production
process involves U-shaped cells that handle all the component parts necessary for the
specific process sequences. CPM is quite effective for small scale production for
customized diverse product features. Production volume control and labor requirements

are fairly easy with this method.

Sony has seven factories in China and the total number of employees is 48, 000 (As
of 2010). Sony is different from Apple in that it maintains its own manufacturing
facilities in China. However, it is worthy to consider if such Sony’ s CPM (directly
imported from Japan) is quite fitting to the large and rapidly growing Chinese market.
It seems that Apple’ s EMS through Foxconn might be better meet the Chinese market
requirements through mass economies of scale production and extensive application of

automation in manufacturing processes

Recently, Sony is building up network capabilities in view of growing volume demand
in Chinese market. Sony set the sales target for LCD TV (2 millions) and video games
(4millions) in 2010. Sony also established strategic alliance with Foxconn for greater
manufacturing and logistics capabilities. Such strategic move is based on the
prediction that China would be the world’ s largest LCD TV market in 2011. Thus, Sony’ s
SCM integrates the upstream processes (i.e., product design and development and brand
management by Sony) and downstream processes (i.e., manufacturing and logistics by

Foxconn), and attain cost reductions in production and logistics processes.

Sony cancelled the joint venture agreements with Korean Samsung and sold off TV
assembly plants and downsized its overall manufacturing production network. Sony is
negotiating with High Sense, Chinese large household electronics firm, for production
and distribution network configurations (Sankkei Newspaper, 2012). This is Sony s
response to Chinese government’ s policy directive of household electronics goods

distribution in rural areas. Sony s strategic intent is to strategic alliance with
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Chinese firms for rapidly expanding China’ s huge interior market. In China Sony sells
its products through Vaio Shop which is Sony’ s direct distribution outlet managed
by third party distributor approved by Sony. For Vaio Shop, Sony’ smotto is, “Deliver
to the extent what is sold” . Sony determines the safety stock level and delivers
to the extent of sales recorded by each individual Vaio Shop on regular basis. Sony
sells 70% of Vaio (PC) and 50% of digital cameras in Vaio Shops in China. Thus, Sony
uses Vaio Shops for inventory control, logistics and marketing functions. Sony adopts
different marketing methods for different products. In this way, Sony understands the
purchasing patterns of Chinese customers of diverse regions by products as well and

develops appropriate marketing plans.

Sony’ s SCM, therefore, integrates both supply and demand side through integrating
product design, manufacturing/logistics and distribution channels. Sony positions
itself as a market leader based on its brand power and value chain infrastructure (i.e.,
integration of supply and demand chain) for the growing Chinese demand for its broad

range of household electronics goods.

3.2. Case of automobile manufacturers: Toyota and Hyundai in China

3.2.1. Toyota’ s global SCM strategy

The superior market position of Japan’ s Toyota is quite contrast to its performance
in China. Toyota’ s sales in China are somewhat modest—8" among auto—manufacturers
in Chinese market with 506, 000 cars sold in 2011. Toyota is not so doing well in the
emerging economies—particularly in China. Toyota’ s Chinese market strategy is to
offer its finished cars through three plants in China. Toyota’ s partnership (50:50
ownership ratios) with First Train (Chinese auto—manufacturer) resulted in the
establishment of Tianjin Nikki Toyota Train and Sichuan Nikki Toyota Train and
Guangzhou Toyota Train. Each firm produces a different product line of Toyota. Tianjin
Nikki Toyota specializes in small car Vios, Corolla, and mid-sized car, Crown. Sichuan
Nikki Toyota focuses on the large car line—Land Cruiser. Different from Japan,

Toyota in China focuses on small product lines in mass production.

10
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Toyota also applies JIT in China as well. This is to produce cars at the right time
at the right volume and thus minimize inventory level. This method also requires
multi-skilled workers that handle complex production processes. This production
method has serious implications on SCM as well. In this section we examine practical

issues related to this production method.

In China, demand patterns are quite uncertain because government policy changes are
frequent and customer tastes and preferences are somewhat less predictable. In 2009
Chinese government reduced automobile sales tax by 5% for the engine size smaller than
1600 cc. That year Toyota’ s Vios and Corolla showed impressive sales records. However,
with inaccurate demand forecast Toyota experienced frequent stockouts as well. From
January to April 2009, Toyota showed negative growth compared to that of 2008 at the
same period (Economic Information, 2009). In the rapidly growing Chinese market, what

is crucial is not inventory reduction but to avoid sales loss opportunities.

It is not realistic to expect the same extent of success in China with the identical
Toyota production methods that have been applied in Japan. Chinese national culture,
value systems, educational backgrounds and customer preferences are quite different
from those of Japan. Compared to Japan, Japan s car demand is fairly stable and the
demand forecast is relatively easy. However, market turbulence in China is quite high
and Toyota’ s traditional production and marketing methods are not quite applicable
to Chinese market. For global SCM, securing right amount of component parts at the
right time is quite important. Toyota’ s component parts localization target is 70%
(Corolla and Crown), 85% (Camry) and even the long—term goal is no more than 90%. At
present, more than 15%-30% of component parts are shipped from Japan. Thus, serious
earthquakes in the month of March 2011 had serious supply chain disruptions in China.
Toyota experienced more than 35% of reduction in their new car sales in 2011 compared
to the 2010 records. It is critical for Toyota to increase the localization ratio for
reducing total costs, production and logistics lead time. When Chinese automobile
market experiences certain level of stability and maturity, Toyota’ s traditional

methods would be more fitting. Until then, Toyota needs to make some modifications

11
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in the ways they approach overall supply chain management including production and
inventory control methods, timely market responsive action programs and sensible

strategic approach to changing government policy initiatives

3.2.2. Beijing Hyundai’ s Global SCM Strategy

Hyundai, Korea’ s major global auto manufacturer established Beijing Hyundai
through joint venture (Hyundai and Beijing Train both 50 to 50% ownership) with Beijing
Train (a Chinese firm) on October 2002. By 2003, Hyundai sold 52, 000 cars in China
and thus showed quite rapid sales growth in China. In 2010, the annual sales volume
was 703,000 which recorded No. 4 auto manufacturer in China—better than any other
Japanese automobile manufacturers (e. g., Toyota and Honda). The key reason why Hyundai
could achieve such speedy growth in China is its global SCM that integrates R &

D, procurement, sales and marketing.

Beijing Hyundai focuses on extensive research on Chinese market. In 2011 it
established Automobile Management Research Center in China. A senior Hyundai manager
said, “Information on US auto—industry data and statistics is available and
accessible. However, securing timely information on Chinese market is not that easy.
It is crucial to be aware of to date Chinese government’ s industrial policies and
changing market reality. This is why we establish this research center.” (Dongyang
Economic Daily, 2011). Thus, Beijing Hyundai’ s tremendous growth is based on the
comprehensive road map that includes quality market research of the emerging market,
clarity of market goals, translation of marketing and sales. Through market research
Hyundai management understands the unique and specific Chinese customer requirements
and government directives and then carefully reflects them in their new products and

services.

Bei jing Hyundai adopt mass customization for total cost reduction. Hyundai increased
both production volumes and product scope according to the market requirements.
Hyundai’ s product development processes consider changing customer tastes and

preferences. Beijing Hyundai adopts Make-To-Stock (MTS) as a key manufacturing

12
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practice. MTS is to forecast customer demand in advance and produce required volumes.
MTS allows speedy response to the changing customer requirements and reduce the risk
for lost sales opportunities. Inaccurate forecast of customer demand, of course, would
result in a huge level of unsold inventory. In this sense, Hyundai’ s approach is quite

in contrast to that of Toyota that focuses on low level of inventory.

Beijing Hyundai first understands the buying habits of Chinese customers and then
executes MTS method of mass production. This is effective in view of China’ s large
market size. This is in accordance with the preference of Chinese customers who would
rather purchase cars of their own choices instead of waiting after they place orders.
Since each product line with sufficient size can achieve economies of scale, overall
cost of production is also quite competitive. Hyundai’ s production method does not
require multi-skilled but simple—skilled workers. For example, the rates of automation
of various proceses are: (1) press and assembly of car body 100%, (2) stamping 60%,
(3) final assembly 10%. Manufacturing lines rarely stop. The utilization rate is on
average 99.5% (Plant 2 rate, 2009) and 98% (Plant 1 operation rate) (Toyama, 2010).
In Hyundai, the tendency is to trust high process technology more than human touch.
It is not their strategic priority to develop cross—trained workers who would engage
in problem solving through Kaizen activities. Thus, discovery of quality problems is
mostly by inspectors and problem resolution is expected by managers and production
staff personnel (Oh, 2009; Park et al., 2012). Hyundai’ s production is characterized
by work simplification through modular division of complex work processes rather than
highly skilled workers’ Kaizen activities. Hyundai’ s total work processes are
usually twice of those of Japanese counterparts. Thus, any foreign workers that have
very little communication ability can be deployed in the production processes. The
total education and training time required is fairly short and thus the overall
manufacturing process productivity in its oversea plants is very high (Inoue, 2011).
In this way, Hyundai’ s production methods are quite fitting to the work environment

in China where worker turnover rates are very high.

Beijing Hyundai use 94% of component parts from China and the amount of import from

Korea is no more than 6% (Toyama, 2010). Hyundai’ s global production system utilizes

13
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its strategic partners with their concurrent entry in China as well as localization
of component parts through Chinese suppliers (Park et al., 2012). Routine component
parts are all procured through Chinese suppliers for cost reduction effects. For
strategic component parts Hyundai focuses on stable supply and high quality

performance (Jung, 2005).

Hyundai Beijing takes market segmentation through rigorous classification of
customer needs by different regions. It allows the operations of service dealers and
satellite sales dealerships. Thus, Hyundai covers not only first rate customers in
the coastlines but also penetrate medium and small cities with its low priced products
(Lee, 2011). In 2009 Chinese government reduced automobile sales tax rates by 5 percent
according to its rural automobile distribution policy. Hyundai’ s extended sales and
distribution network is quite in line with such government policy changes and thus
by 2009 Hyundai achieved noteworthy sales growth in Chinese market as a whole. In
summary, Hyundai’ s comprehensive demand and supply chain integration (DSCI)
considers external environmental changes (e.g., government automobile distribution
and tax policy), devises right manufacturing processes (e.g., make to stock through
high degree of automation), and configures distribution and marketing network

channels.

4. Conclusion

This paper examined the SCM practices of electronic firms and automotive
manufacturers in China. Successful firms implement comprehensive level of
localization that includes staying vigilant on the changing market reality, savvy in
governmental relations and adapt well to the competitive challenges. The supply and
demand base includes the active participation of local firms through strategic
outsourcing. With the extensive IT capabilities global firms achieve effective
information flows on various levels. Even so, great deal of customer value translation
requires compatible business environments that offer price competitive, time

sensitive and quality superior products and services.

14
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Apple Inc., for example, regards refreshingly attractive design as its core
competence and thus outsources its production functions and thus achieves cost
advantage. In contrast, the core competence of Japanese firms is in their manufacturing
capabilities. Clarity of strategic priorities is a must for these Japanese firms. Even
in the areas of upstream R & D and product development, Japanese firms find the examples
of Korean firms (e. g., Hyundai Motor Co) that achieve both quality and speed. Strengths
of Korean firms is in their global supply chain management that is based on effective
target market research, manufacturing capabilities and information integration across
front— and back—end value chains. In the coming years, as more global firms turn their
attention to the western regions of China, it is all the more interesting to see how

successful global firms in China implement their supply and demand chain straggles.

References

Asanuma, B., 1994, Co-ordination between Production and Distribution in a Globalizing
Network of Firms: Assessing Flexibility Achieved in the Japanese Automobile Industry,
in Aoki, M., and Dore, R., ed., The Japanese Firm: The sources of Competitive Strength,
Oxford University Press, New York.

Bartlett, C.A. and Ghoshal, S. (1989) Managing across Borders: The transnational
Solution, Harvard Business School Press: Boston.

Belderbos, R. and Sleuwaegen, L. (2005) ‘Competitive drivers and international plant
configuration strategies: A product—level test’ , Strategic Management Journal, Vol.
26, No. 6, pp. 577-593

Bhatnagar, R. and Sohal, A.S. (2005) ‘Supply chain competitiveness: measuring the
impact of location factors, uncertainty and manufacturing practices’ , 7echnovation,
Vol. 25, No. b5, pp. 443-456.

Bidhandi, H. M., Yusuff, R. M., Ahmad, M. M. H. M. and Abu, Bakar M. R. (2009)

‘Development of a new approach for deterministic supply chain network design’ ,
European Journal of Operational Research, Vol. 198, No. 1, pp. 121-128.

Bouquet, C. and Birkinshaw, J. (2008) ‘Managing power in the multinational
corporation: How low—power actors gain influence’ , Journal of Management, Vol. 34,
No. 3, pp. 477-508.

Braunscheidel, M.J. and Suresh, N.C. (2009) ‘The organizational antecedents of a

firm’ s supply chain agility for risk mitigation and response’ , _Journal of
Operations Management, Vol. 27, No. 2, pp. 119-140.
Brusoni, S. and Prencipe A. 2001. “Managing knowledge in loosely coupled networks:

Exploring the links between product and knowledge dynamics.” Journal of Management
Studies, Vol. 38, No. 7, pp.1019-1035.

Crook, R. T., Combs, J. G. (2007) “Sources and consequences of bargaining power in
supply chains,” Journal of Operations Management, 25, 546-555.

Das, A., Narasimhan, R. and Talluri, S. (2006) ‘Supplier integration—finding an

15



Park = Sugie

optimal configuration’ , _Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 24, No. 5, pp.
563-582.

Demeter, K., Gelei, A., Jenei, I[. (2006). The effect of strategy on supply chain
configuration and management practices on the basis of two supply chains in the
Hungarian automotive industry. International Journal of Production Economics, 104,
555-570.

Devaraj, S., Krajewski, L. and Wei, J. C. (2007) ‘Impact of eBusiness technologies
on operational performance: the role of production information integration in the
supply chain’ , Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 25, No. 6, pp. 1199-1216.

Droge, C., Jayaram, J. and Vickery, S.K. (2004) ‘The effects of internal versus
external integration practices on time—based performance and overall firm
performance’ , Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 22, No. 6, pp. 557-573

Duncan, R.B. (1976) ‘The ambidextrous organization: designing dual structures for
innovation’ , In Kilmann, R.H., Pondy, L.R. and Slevin, D.P. (eds), The Management
of Organization Design. New York: Elsevier North-Holland, pp.167-188.

Eisenhardt, K.M. (2000) ‘Paradox, spirals, ambivalence: the new language of change
and pluralism (introduction to special topic forum) * , Academy of Management Review,
Vol. 25, No. 4, pp. 703-705.

Evans, P. (1999) ‘HRM on the edge: a duality perspective’ , Organization, Vol. 6,

pp. 325-338.
Evans, P. and Doz, Y. (1992) ‘Dualities: a paradigm for human resource and
organizational development in complex multinationals’ , In Pucik, V., Tichy, N. and

Barnett, C. (eds) Globalizing Management: Creating and Leading the Competitive
Organization. New York: Wiley.

Feldmann, A., Olhager, J. and Persson, F. (2009) ‘Designing and managing
manufacturing networks—a survey of Swedish plants’ , Production Planning and
Control, Vol. 20, No. 2, pp. 101-112.

Flynn, B.B., Huo, B. and Zhao, X. (2010) ‘The impact of supply chain integration on
performance: a contingency and configuration approach’ , Journal of Operations
Management, Vol. 28, No. 1, pp. 58-T71.

Frohlich, M. T. and Westbrook, R. (2001) ‘Arcs of integration: an international study
of supply chain strategies’ , Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 19, No. 2, pp.
185-200.

Graetz, F. and Smith, A. C. T. (2008) ‘The role of dualities in arbitrating continuity
and change in forms of organizing’ , International Journal of Management Reviews,
Vol. 10, No. 3, pp.265-280.

Gunasekaran, A., Lai, K., Edwin Cheng, T. C., (2008) “Responsive supply chain: A
competitive strategy in a networked economy,” Omega, 36(4), 549-564.

Halley, Alain and Nollet, Jean (2002) “The Supply Chain: The Weak Link for Some
Preferred Suppliers?,” Journal of Supply Chain Management,Vol. 38, Issue.3 (Summer),

pp. 39-47.
Hennet, J. C. and Mahjoub, S. (2010) ‘Toward the fair sharing of profit in a supply
network formation’ , International Journal of Production Fconomics, Vol. 127, No.

1, pp. 112-120.
Hillman, A.J. and Wan, W.P. (2005) ‘The determinants of MNE subsidiaries’ political

16



Demand and Supply Chain Integration Strategy for Emerging Market

strategies: Evidence of institutional duality’ , Journal of International Business
Studies, Vol. 36, No. 3, pp. 322-340.

Hult, G. T. M., Ketchen, D., Nichols, E. (2002) “An examination of cultural
competitiveness and order fulfillment cycle time within supply chains,” Academy of
Management Journal 45 (3), 577-586.

Husseini, S. M. M. and O’ Brien, C. (2004) ‘Strategic implications of manufacturing
performance comparisons for newly industrialising countries’ , [International
Journal of Operations & Production Management, Vol. 24, No. 11-12, pp. 1126-1148.

Kogut, B. (1985) ‘Designing Global Strategies: Comparative and Competitive value
Added Chains’ , S/oan Management Review, Summer, pp.15-28.

Korhonen, P., Huttunen, K., Elorant, E. (1998). Demand Chain Management in a global
enterprise—information management view. Production Planning 9(6), 526.

Li, S., Rao, S., Ragu-Nathan, T. S. and Ragu—Nathan, B. (2005) ‘Development and
validation of a measurement instrument for studying supply chain management
practices’ , Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 23, Issue 6, pp.618-641.

Li, X., Wang, Q., (2007). Coordination mechanisms of supply chain systems. European
Journal of Operational Research 179, 1-16.

Liker, J. K., Choi, Y. I., (2004). Building Deep Supplier Relationships. Harvard
Business Review 82(12), 104-113.

Merminod, N., Paché, G. and Calvi, R. (2007) ‘The three paradoxes of supply chain
management: illustrations and managerial implications’ , International Journal of
Procurement Management, Vol. 1, Nos. 1/2, pp.60-78.

Narasimhan, R. and Kim, S. (2002) ‘Effect of supply chain integration on the
relationship between diversification and performance: evidence from Japanese and
Korean firms’ , Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 20, Issue: 3, pp.303-323.

Narayanan, V. G., Raman, A., (2004). Aligning Incentives in Supply Chains. Harvard
Business Review, 82(11), 94-102.

Lambert, D.M. and Cooper, M.C. (2000) ‘Issues in supply chain management’ |,
Industrial Marketing Management. Vol. 29, pp.65-83.

Vickery, S.K., Jayaram, J., Droge, C. and Calantone, R. (2003) ‘The effects of an
integrative supply chain strategy on customer service and financial performance:
an analysis of direct versus indirect relationships’ , Journal of Operations
Management, Vol. 21, No. b, pp. 523-539.

Zhou, Honggeng., Benton, W.C. 2007. Supply chain practice and information sharing.
Journal of Operations Management, 25(6), 13458-1365

Park, Y. W., Fujimoto, T., Yoshikawa, R., Hong, P. and Abe, T. (2007) “An Examination
of Computer—Aided Design (CAD) Usage Patterns, Product Architecture and
Organizational Capabilities: Case Illustrations from Three Electronic
Manufacturers,” Paper Presented at the Portland International Conference on
Management of Engineering & Technology, August 5 — 9, Portland, USA .

Park, Y. W., Shintaku, J., Tomita, J, Hong, P. and Moon, G. (2008) ‘Modularity of
Flat Panel Display TV and Operation Management Practices: A Case Study of LG
Electronics’ , The 3rd World Conference on Production and Operations Management,
Aug 5-7, pp.200-215.

Park, Y.W. (2011) Korean Electronic Industry in Growth: Global Growth Process and

17



Park = Sugie

Localization Strategy of Brazil , JOI, Special Issue, pp.23-28 (In Japanese)

Park, Y.W. and Hong, P. (2012). Building Network Capabilities in Turbulent Competitive
Environments: Practices of Global Firms from Korea and Japan, CRC Press (Taylor &
Francis Company). ISBN: 978-1-4398-5068-8

Rosenzweig, E.D., Roth, A. V., Dean Jr., J. W., 2003. The influence of an integration
strategy on competitive capabilities and business performance: an exploratory study
of consumer products manufacturers. Journal of Operations Management, 21, 437-456.

Roubini, N. and Mihm, S. (2010) Crisis Fconomics: A Crash Course in the Future of
Finance, Penguin.

Rudberg, M. and West, B.M. (2008) ‘Global operations strategy: Coordinating
manufacturing networks’ , Omega—International Journal Of Management Science, Vol.
36, No. 1, pp. 91-106.

Sahin, F., Robinson, E. P., (2002). Flow coordination and information sharing in supply
chains: Review, implications, and directions for future research. Decision Science
33 (4), 505-535.

Scannel, T. V., Vickery, S. K., Droge, C. L., (2000). Upstream Market Flexible
Customizing System and competitive performance in the automotive supply industry.
Journal of Business Logistics, 21 (1), 23-48.

Schonberger, R.J., (2007). Japanese production management: an evolution—with mixed
results. Journal of Operations Management 25, 403-419.

Shintaku, J., Oh, J., Park, Y. W., Amano, T, Yoshimoto, T., Fukazawa, M. and Fujimoto,
T. (2009) ‘Oversea Monozukuri Operations of Korean Firms: Case Studies of Hyundai
Motor Company and LG Electronics in East European Centers’ , Akamon Management
Review, Vol. 8, No. 10, pp. 615-629.

Skarp, F. and Gadde, L. E. (2008) ‘Problem solving in the upgrading of product
offerings: A case study in the steel industry’ , [Industrial Marketing Management,
Vol. 37, No. 6, pp.725-737.

Sue, D. H, Lee, K. S. and Kim, J. K. (2004) ‘Globalization of Korean Electronics Firms:
An Analysis and Responsive Strategy’ , Aorea Institute for Industrial Economics and
Trade (In Korean).

Swink, M. and Song, M. (2007) ‘Effects of marketing—manufacturing integration on new
product development time and competitive advantage’ , _Journal of Operations
Management, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 203-217.

Swink, M., Narasimhan, R. and Wang, C. (2007) ‘Managing beyond the factory walls:
effects of four types of strategic integration on manufacturing plant performance’
Journal of Operations Management, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 148-164.

Tan, K.C., 2001. A framework of Market Flexible Customizing System literature.
European Journal of Purchasing and Supply Management, 7, 39-48.

Tomino, Takahiro., Park, Youngwon., Hong, Paul., and Roh, James. (2009) “Market
Flexible Customizing System (MFCS) of Japanese vehicle manufacturers: An Analysis
of Toyota, Nissan and Mitsubishi,” International Journal of Production Economics.
Vol. 118, No. 2. pp. 375-386. 2009.

Tushman, M. L. and O Reilly, C. A. III. (1996) ‘Ambidextrous organizations: Managing
evolutionary and revolutionary change’ , California Management Review, Vol. 38, No.
4, pp. 8-30.

18



Demand and Supply Chain Integration Strategy for Emerging Market

Vereecke, A., Van Dierdonck, R. and De Meyer, A. (2006) ‘A typology of plants in global
manufacturing networks’ , Management Science, Vol. 52, No. 11, pp. 1737-1750.
Voss, C., Tsikriktsis, N., Frohlich, M., 2002. Case research in operations management.
International Journal of Operations and Production Management 22(2), 195-219
Voss, C.A. (2005) ‘Paradigms of manufacturing strategy re-visited’ , International
Journal of Operations and Production Management, Vol. 25, No. 12, pp. 1223-1227.
Wang, J., Liu, X.M. and Li, X.Y. (2009) ‘A dual-role typology of multinational

subsidiaries’ , [International Business Review, Vol. 18, No. 6, pp. 578-591.

White, Richard E., Prybutok, Victor., 2001. The relationship between JIT practices
and type of production system. Omega, 29(2), 113-124.

Williamson, Elizabeth A., Harrison, David K., Jordan, Mike. 2004. Information
systems development within supply chain management. International Journal of
Information Management, 24 (5), 375-385.

Zhao, X. D., Huo, B. F., Selen, W. and Yeung, J.H.Y. (2011) ‘The impact of internal
integration and relationship commitment on external integration’ , _Journal of
Operations Management, Vol. 29, Nos. 1-2, pp. 17-32.

19



