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Abstract In today’s competitive business environment, the supply chain plays a crucial role in
maintaining an organization’s competitive advantage. However, environmental uncertainties,
unpredictable delays, and various risks pose significant challenges to the sustainability of these systems.
This study aims to present an analytical model based on Fuzzy Data Envelopment Analysis (FDEA) to
assess the supply chain system's sustainability capabilities against different types of risks. The proposed
model seeks to enhance supply chain flexibility and resilience under dynamic environmental conditions
by utilizing fuzzy data. To achieve this goal, supply chain risks were initially identified and categorized
into three levels: strategic, tactical, and operational. Subsequently, FDEA was employed to evaluate the
impact of these risks on supply chain performance. The research findings indicate that increasing
environmental uncertainties, over reliance on specific suppliers, reduced inventory levels, and
inefficiencies in demand forecasting are key factors contributing to decreased supply chain
sustainability. The results further suggest that adopting multidimensional risk management approaches
and leveraging strategic management theories such as the resource based view (RBV) and dynamic
capabilities can effectively mitigate risks and enhance supply chain flexibility. Additionally, a
comparative analysis of the proposed model with traditional risk management approaches demonstrated
that applying FDEA improves risk assessment accuracy and enhances decision making efficiency within
organizations. Ultimately, this study underscores the importance of utilizing advanced decision making
tools in supply chain management and recommends that organizations continuously evaluate their
current status and adopt advanced analytical methods for managing potential risks. The proposed model
not only provides a systematic, data driven approach for assessing supply chain sustainability but also
serves as a practical tool for managers in developing risk mitigation strategies and optimizing supply
chain processes.
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1 Introduction

In today’s highly competitive business environment, an efficient and effective supply chain
plays a crucial role in enabling a company to remain competitive within its respective industry
[1, 2]. As Mobin et al. [3] emphasized, the prevailing conditions of the business environment
impose uncertainty, unpredictability, and delays on supply chain networks. These challenges
increase the likelihood of production line disruptions and hinder the timely fulfillment of
customer needs and preferences [4]. Such adverse outcomes stem from factors such as
globalization, the growing dependence on external resources, the reduction in the number of
suppliers, increased performance demands, and a significant decrease in inventory levels [5].
Consequently, both the severity and likelihood of disruptions tend to rise. Simultaneously,
supply chains become more vulnerable and prone to interruptions [6].

As noted by Schmitt and Singh [7], adopting a systematic and structured approach is
essential for managing and mitigating supply chain disruptions. They also identified other
critical components such as inventory, capacity, and environmental impacts that pose high risk
effects on the resilience and flexibility of supply chains. There are numerous meaningful causes
of supply chain disruptions, which may be categorized as follows: unfavorable environmental
conditions, failures in telecommunications and information networks, transportation related
environmental issues, earthquake risks, and failures in allocating external resources to
operations. Moreover, the manifestation of different risk dimensions can significantly impact
organizations. These components underscore the need for organizations to develop and enhance
robust and acceptable capabilities to confront various incidents and risks [8].

Previous risk management approaches, such as multidimensional risk management [9]
have shown limitations that reduce their effectiveness and efficiency as tools for organizing
supply chain disruptions [10]. Therefore, there is a growing need to implement applied
management theories, such as the resource based view and the dynamic capabilities perspective,
in supply chain management [11]. In many cases, these incidents have been analyzed and
criticized primarily from a negative perspective.

Nevertheless, previous research suggests that successful organizations are those capable of
adapting to challenging conditions [12]. Perhaps the most critical issue lies in how to motivate
top level managers to proactively monitor and assess the sustainability status of their
organizations, especially when no immediate threats or visible errors are present [13].
Identifying and evaluating the current status of the organization can be considered the first step
in conducting a risk analysis.

Accordingly, managers must utilize reliable and acceptable tools to enhance the
sustainability of their supply chain systems against environmental risks including strategic,
tactical, and operational risks. By evaluating and analyzing the organization’s technical
conditions, such tools can provide a clear perspective on its future status. Therefore, identifying
the key risks affecting the organization is a strategic necessity for analyzing both current and
future organizational performance. Table 1 presents the classification of risks at different
organizational levels:

Table 1 Classification of Risk Types at the Organizational Level

Operational Level Tactical Level Strategic Level

Accuracy of forecasting

Labor cost per hour methods

Total supply chain cycle time
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Information transfer cost
Capacity utilization
Input stock level
Work in progress (WIP)

Waste level

Amount of finished goods
in transit

Supplier rejection level

Document delivery
quality

Productivity during
purchase order cycle

Number of deliveries

Confidence in operator
performance

Product delivery quality

Product development cycle
time

Order receiving methods

Effectiveness of billing
delivery methods

Purchase order cycle time

Planning process cycle
time

Effectiveness of
production planning

Supplier involvement in
problem solving

Supplier responsiveness to
issues

Supplier cost saving
initiatives

Supplier reservation
methods

Delivery reliability

Responsiveness to urgent
deliveries

Distribution planning
effectiveness

Delivery evaluation

Total cash flow cycle time

Customer inquiry response time

Customer perceived value of the
product

Profit to productivity ratio

Return on investment (ROI)

Range of products and services

Budget variance ratio

Order acquisition lead time

Flexibility of service policies in
responding to customer needs

Buyer seller collaboration level

Supplier delivery time vs.
industry benchmark

Supplier defect rate

Delivery lead time

On the other hand, in the traditional and conventional perspective, supply chain
management was primarily focused on integrating and coordinating all members of the supply
chain with the aim of improving performance, increasing productivity, and maximizing profits.
Supply chain managers prioritized faster delivery of goods and services, cost reduction, and
quality enhancement, while aspects such as sustainability, social costs, and environmental
degradation were largely overlooked [14]. Growing concerns about environmental warnings
have compelled manufacturers to adopt sustainable management practices [15].

Given that environmental impacts occur throughout all stages of a product’s life cycle and
environmental programs and operations are not confined within organizational boundaries the
concept of Sustainable Supply Chain Management (SSCM) has attracted significant attention
as a comprehensive approach that encompasses all flows from suppliers to manufacturers and
ultimately to consumers [16]. Increasing concerns regarding environmental, economic, and
social issues have pushed producers to seek solutions for managing their environmental
responsibilities. Approaches such as SSCM, economic sustainability, cleaner production, and
environmental management systems have been implemented in distribution activities [17].

Since environmental impacts occur at all stages of a product’s life cycle and managing
environmental activities cannot be limited to within the organization, SSCM has emerged as a
comprehensive perspective covering the entire process from suppliers and manufacturers to
consumers and, ultimately, waste disposal and recycling [18].
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Considering the growing emphasis within organizations on productivity, aimed at the
efficient and effective use of resources to achieve organizational goals, and in response to
regulatory requirements and customer demands regarding sustainability in the supply chain, a
meaningful compromise has emerged between the dual objectives of economic growth and
environmental protection. This integration of economic and social dimensions into supply chain
operations has led to the recognition of sustainable supply chains as a strategic weapon for
gaining long term competitive advantage [19].

Accordingly, the necessity of designing a model for estimating the cost function in multi
echelon inventory systems can be explained in light of the aforementioned discussions. As
previously mentioned, supply chains typically have a multi level structure. The emphasis on
collaboration and coordination in supply chain management arises due to conflicting interests
between different segments of the chain, as well as the undesirable bullwhip effect resulting
from poor synchronization among its various stages. Evaluating the sustainability of supply
chains in the face of risks and unexpected events is a critical issue that has been widely
acknowledged by numerous researchers. A comprehensive assessment involves evaluating both
the overall supply chain system and its individual components. This is important because,
according to recent supply chain theories, performance is not limited to overall system
evaluation alone each component plays a vital role. To date, a thorough and comprehensive
study on developing a localized and distinctive model for assessing the resilience of supply
chains against sustainability related risks has been lacking, particularly considering the inherent
complexity of this domain. Therefore, this research proposes a novel model based on the
Network Data Envelopment Analysis (NDEA) method to assess and analyze the impact of risk
factors on supply chain sustainability, as well as evaluate the efficiency of organizations in
managing sustainable supply chains. In this study, a fuzzy network DEA modeling approach is
employed with the aim of evaluating the sustainability of supply chains in the food
manufacturing sector in response to various risks. Given that existing network models have not
yet addressed improvement directions for the evaluated decision making units (DMUSs), the
current research introduces an innovative approach by incorporating shortage based models and
considering undesirable outputs to determine the optimal levels of each input, output, and
intermediate variable. This constitutes a key novelty of the present study.

2 Literature Review

Today, due to the increasing uncertainty within supply chains and the emergence of factors such
as political issues, demand fluctuations, technological changes, financial instabilities, and
natural disasters, organizations are compelled to allocate resources toward predicting demand,
securing supply, and managing internal uncertainties. These uncertainties and the factors that
generate risks have led to the emergence of supply chain risk management as a significant
concern [20]. The presence of risk and the potential for supply chain disruptions can
significantly impact short term performance and have long term negative effects on an
organization’s financial outcomes. Therefore, managing supply chain risk is essential to
mitigating failures caused by various uncertainties such as unstable economic cycles,
unpredictable customer demand, and unforeseen natural or human made disasters [21].

The occurrence of events that disrupt the flow of materials even if these events happen far
from the core operations can result in large scale disruptions. Such disturbances may spread
throughout the supply chain, leading to considerable negative consequences. In many cases,
affected companies may no longer be able to maintain their productivity levels, ultimately
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losing their competitive advantage [22]. From this perspective, the assessment of supply chain
resilience focuses on enhancing the system’s ability to prepare for, respond to, and recover from
the impacts of identified risks[23].

Considering the fact that it is not always possible to eliminate all sources of risk and that
data on the frequency and recurrence of risks is often lacking or insufficient [24] it can be
argued that the traditional supply chain management approach, which emphasizes identifying
and proactively responding to risks [25], may only partially prevent destructive supply chain
risks. Furthermore, issues related to supply chain risk indicate a direct relationship between
supply chain resilience and the capabilities of organizations that structure their supply chains
to assess existing risks and recover from their impacts. Hezam et al. [26] proposed a novel
digital twin and fuzzy-based framework for assessing sustainability-related risks in supply
chain systems, specifically within the supplier selection context. Their model integrates
spherical fuzzy sets with multicriteria decision-making to capture uncertainty in evaluating
alternative suppliers. The results highlight how digital and fuzzy techniques can substantially
enhance the precision of sustainability assessments, especially under volatile market and
environmental conditions. Tavassoli and Saen [27] introduced an advanced fuzzy network Data
Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model to evaluate both sustainability and resilience within
supply chains. By decomposing the Most Productive Scale Size (MPSS) and performing
sensitivity analyses, their framework enables a more granular understanding of performance
under fuzzy environments. This approach offers significant methodological innovation in
measuring the operational and structural robustness of supply chain configurations. A study
published in the [28] presented a hybrid fuzzy-rough network DEA model tailored for
sustainability assessment in supply chains. The integration of fuzzy logic and rough set theory
allows for handling incomplete and imprecise data while maintaining high discriminatory
power across multiple decision-making units. This contributes to more informed and robust
sustainability benchmarking. A recent investigation (2025) in China’s iron and steel sector
applied a fuzzy DEMATEL-ISM methodology to assess and structure sustainability risk factors
[29]. The study emphasized the complex interrelations between logistical delays, raw material
volatility, regulatory compliance, and environmental impact. Its strategic insights underscore
the importance of adopting systemic approaches for risk mitigation in heavy industrial supply
chains. In another notable contribution, Tavassoli and Saen [30] developed a fuzzy network
DEA framework for measuring sustainability in combined-cycle power plants. The model
reflects a three-stage input-process-output structure, enabling more realistic evaluation under
uncertainty. Their empirical analysis showed that plants utilizing cleaner energy sources
demonstrated superior sustainability performance. Zahedi-Seresht et al. [31] explored
sustainable and robust supplier selection in the post-pandemic era using DEA. The study
underscored the need for resilience-oriented criteria such as adaptability, crisis response, and
environmental compliance when assessing suppliers. It effectively illustrated the limitations of
conventional DEA in capturing disruption-related dynamics without sustainability
augmentation. Nasri et al. [32] integrated Fuzzy DEMATEL, Analytic Network Process (ANP),
and DEA to develop a multi-criteria model for sustainable supplier evaluation in the petroleum
industry. Their approach considers interdependencies among qualitative and quantitative
factors and provides a robust prioritization mechanism under conditions of uncertainty. The
model’s versatility enhances its practical relevance for complex industrial supply chains.
Pérez-Pérez et al. [33] conducted an empirical study on climate transition risks in Colombia’s
processed food sector using fuzzy logic and multicriteria decision-making tools. Their model
helps companies quantify and respond to environmental vulnerabilities. It further illustrates the
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increasing necessity for supply chains, particularly in climate-sensitive industries, to integrate
adaptive risk assessment frameworks aligned with sustainability objectives.

Mardani [34] presented a framework integrating the core elements of sustainable supply
chain management in global supply chains. The overall configurations, which involve stronger
relationships between focal firms and multi tier suppliers either directly or through third parties
are increasingly being adopted to enhance sustainability and open new areas for future research.

Gomez [35] advocated for implementing sustainable supply chains in developing
countries. His study encourages managers and policymakers to align food supply chain
performance with environmental protection while meeting social expectations. The paper
concludes by highlighting research limitations and offering recommendations for future
investigations regarding both practical and theoretical implications.

A summary of the reviewed literature is presented in Table 2.

Table 2 Summary of the Literature Review

No Author / Year
¢ 7 7 I s .z £
5 2 8 Z = Q@ £ 2 =z £ g 8
£ 8 £ £ 58 ¢ 2§ 53 ¢z
w5 @ & B 2 < s = > 2
z 2z - = L =& £ 9 g &
z z 72 g o » & % g
~ = B a > ks
1 Mardani [34] * * * " -
2 Gomez [35] * * * * "
3 Rifki [23] x * .
4 Barbosa [36] * * * % ® %
5 Esqueri [37] * * *
6 Halati [38] * * *
7 Vargas [39] * * * * * *
8 Tseng [40] * * * * * "
9 Matietuana [41] * * * * * "
10 Mokhtader [42] ¢ * * * * *
11 Zhang [43] * * * * « N
12 Baidinejad [44] * * s * * * *
13 Present Study * * * * * * * %
14 Hezam et al. [26] * * * * * *
15 Tavassoli & Saen [27] * ok * * * *
16 1JFS Study [28] * ® % * *
17 Chinese Steel Sector [29] * * * * * * *
18 Tavassoli & Saen [30] * * * * *
19 Zahedi-Seresht et al. [31] * * * *
20 Nasri et al. [32] * * * * * *
21 Pérez-Pérez et al. [33] * * * * * * *

Based on the review of the existing literature both at the global and national levels it is
evident that most studies have focused on the development of multi criteria and multi objective
decision making approaches in the context of supply chain sustainability. These studies have
proposed various decision making, statistical, and adaptive models. However, to date, no
comprehensive research has specifically addressed the issue of operational risks related to
sustainable supply chains within organizations.
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Another key innovation of the present study is the development of a mathematical model
based on a three stage series Network Data Envelopment Analysis (NDEA) framework, in
which the input data are considered as non dominated fuzzy variables. This provides a novel
perspective in the evaluation of supply chain sustainability performance under uncertainty and
risk.

3 Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) Modeling

To achieve the objective of this study, a multi method approach has been adopted to enable the
design and testing of an analytical model for evaluating the sustainability capability of supply
chains in the face of various risks. Initially, in order to develop an analytical model for risk and
sustainability assessment within a three stage supply chain, Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)
and fuzzy theory have been employed.

As will be elaborated in the following sections, DEA in this study allows for the integration
of criteria as data inputs and outputs of the supply chain system, and it also facilitates the
comparison between the current level of sustainability capability under different supply chain
risks and the desired levels set by decision makers.

In addition, Network DEA provides three levels of comparison at the process level (e.g.,
firms that are part of the supply chain) and the system level (the supply chain as a whole entity).
DEA, originally introduced by Charnes et al. [45], measures the relative efficiency of n
Decision Making Units (DMUs), each of which uses m inputs to produce s outputs. The
fractional programming model for evaluating the efficiency of a particular DMU (denoted as
DMU k), as proposed by Charnes, Cooper, and Rhodes (CCR model, 1978), is formulated as
follows:

Ey, —maxZur rk/ZViXik
Zu”]/zlzxu_lj_m (D

u.=2e>0r=12,.
v,2e>0,i=12,..,m

In this model:

e s =number of output variables

e m =number of input variables

o r=index of output variables (r =/, 2, ..., s)

e [=index of input variables (i = I, 2, ..., m)

e j=index of decision making units (j = /, 2, ..., n)

e Y= amount of output » produced by decision making unit &

e X =amount of input i used by decision making unit £

e u,=weight (multiplier) assigned to output » in evaluating the efficiency of DMU £k

o v;=weight (multiplier) assigned to input i in evaluating the efficiency of DMU &

e ¢=anon Archimedean infinitesimal (a very small positive number)

Using the Charnes and Cooper transformation method, the fractional CCR model (Model
1) is converted into a linear programming model, as shown in Equation (2) [46]:
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S

E, = max Z wU Yo
r=1

s.t.

m

Z v Xpe =1 (2)

i=1
N m

ZurYn- - ZviXij <0,j=12,..,n

r=1 i=1

u.=2e>0r=12..,s
v,2e>0,i=12,...,m

This model, which is considered the first Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model, is
known as the input oriented multiplier model. Essentially, it provides a non parametric
estimation of the production function, assuming that the production possibility set is convex
and exhibits constant returns to scale. Since the introduction of this model, various extensions
and modifications of DEA models have been proposed by different researchers.

The present study introduces a proposed model for evaluating sustainability capability in a
three stage supply chain, as illustrated in the figure below. Given the networked nature of the
problem under investigation, it is necessary to use network based DEA models.

By extending Model (2) to a Network Data Envelopment Analysis (NDEA) framework
following the developments by Kao [47] and Kao & Hwang [48, 49] it becomes possible to
evaluate risk and reliability variables within a three stage supply chain. Furthermore, it has been
shown that network DEA models, when compared with traditional non network DEA models
[50], offer greater analytical power and lead to more accurate and reliable results.

While multi component models are related to the internal structure of an organization
comprising various interconnected sections, such structures can be configured in series,
parallel, or hybrid forms. Consider the three stage process illustrated in Figure 2. Suppose we
are evaluating a Decision Making Unit (DMU), and each DMUj (forj = 1, 2, ..., n) has m input
variables (X;j) and produces output variables (z) in the first stage.

The outputs of the first stage serve as the inputs to the second stage

1 D1 m 2 s b2
gf N Zd «Ta%4 / Zf:* Yty , and 91' N Z"Z1u’y’f / Z‘H %y are referred to as intermediate
products or intermediate measures. The outputs of the second stage are denoted as (yyj).

The efficiencies of DMU; in the first and second stages are respectively denoted as 01; and
02j, where:

» viand u, represent the input and output weights in the first stage;
e upand w; represent the input and output weights in the second stage.

Based on the efficiency values 01 and 6»; in each of the two stages, the overall efficiency
0; of the entire process can be defined in several ways.

DM
| N\ 2/ Ne 7.7 N o
BN e < ! sub, |

| . ) »
N L N

Fig. 1 Two-stage process
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Chen et al. [51] defined the overall efficiency of a two stage process as follows:

D s
2%, , . 2o

w, +ow, e 3)
2 D
Zd:1 ndzdo

1 T~
E VX,
i=1 i io

Due to the sequential relationship between the two stages, they assumed that the
1

2
intermediate outputs of the first stage are equal to the inputs of the second stage g =, )

(9= 1...D Ip Equation (1), "1 ™2 the weights o\alpha and w are user specified parameters
such that "1 * "2 =" These weights are not optimization variables themselves, but rather
functions of the optimization variables.

Chen et al. [51] proposed DEA Model (4) to calculate the overall efficiency in a two stage
process:

>D_ naza S _upy
max wi- a=1 0+w2- r=1 7779

M vixi >2_ 1nazdo
25 qupyyy
S.t. MSL j=1,...,n,
271 1vixy
>0 ngzgi
d=1 jSl, j=1,...,n, @)
27T qvixij
S u .
Zr=1UrV g,
D b J b b b
24 =11d?dj

nd.vi-up =20, d=1,....D; r=1,..,s; i=1,..,m.

The three sets of constraints essentially correspond to the definitions of system efficiency,
efficiency of process 1, and efficiency of process 2, respectively. Note that the parameters

Yianzy ! X vx; <land 3wy, /3,2, <1 imply that X uy, /3" vx, <1.
Therefore, the redundant constraint _’

r=1

uy, ! 2"%vx, <l is not included in Chen et al.’s

model.

The parameters wl and w2 respectively represent the relative importance or contribution
of the performance of stages 1 and 2 to the overall performance of the DMU. To determine the
relative importance of each stage, Chen et al. [51] assumed that:

m D
vx —+ z .
. 2V 2y, represents the overall size of the two stage process,

m D
. zi=1 Vi%io and 2 represent the sizes of stages 1 and 2, respectively.
Then, the weights w1l and w2 were defined as follows:

2. .
i=1Vixl,v Zdzlndzdo

w, = wy =
1 m D 2 m D Q)
Z,—=1 Vit T Zd=1 Ti%0 and Zizlvixfo N Zd:ﬂd%

Then, Chen et al. [51] transformed Model (4) into Model (6):
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D s
zd:‘l ndZd() + Z}”:1 uryro
m D
Zi:1 Vixiu + Zd:‘l ndzdo
>
n.z
d=1"d dj < 1

s.t. i j=1,...,n,
V.X

i=1 1 ij (6)

max:

2oLy,

<1, j=1,...,n,
ST oz,
>

7,,V,,U, 0 d—1K ,D; r=1K ,s; i=1K ,m.

3.1 DEA Model of the Present Study

The network DEA model for evaluating the sustainability capability of the supply chain in
response to various risks is presented in the structure of a three stage supply chain model, which
includes economic, social, and environmental processes, the risks associated with them, and the
levels of sustainability capability (considered as inputs and outputs of inter and intra
organizational processes).

Accordingly, the sustainability levels of the economic layer of the supply chain are
considered as outputs, which may also serve as inputs to the social or environmental layers. As
illustrated, economic risks (X;4), external risks (X;,), and network risks (X,3) are treated as
inputs, while the sustainability capability of the supplier (Z;) is regarded as the intermediate
output of the economic process, which influences supplier operations.

Similarly, social risks (Xs;), external risks (X,,), and network risks (X,3) are considered
as inputs to the social process, and the sustainability capability of the manufacturer (Z,) is
treated as its intermediate output.

Finally, environmental risks (X3;), external risks (X3,), and network risks (X33) serve as
inputs to the environmental process, and the sustainability capability of the distributor (¥3) is
considered its final output.

The tilde symbol (~) indicates fuzzy values representing the levels of risk and sustainability
capability.

3.2. Notation of the Data Envelopment Analysis Model

To develop the network DEA model for evaluating supply chain sustainability capability in
response to risks, this section introduces the notations used throughout the modeling process in
the remainder of the chapter.

Parameters

o X {1 Fuzzy assessed value of economic risks in the economic sustainability processes for
the j th Decision Making Unit (DMU) (i.e., food manufacturing company)

o X {2: Fuzzy assessed value of external risks in the economic sustainability processes for
the j th DMU
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X {3: Fuzzy assessed value of network risks in the economic sustainability processes for
the j th DMU

XJ,: Fuzzy assessed value of social risks in the social sustainability processes for the j
th DMU

XJ.: Fuzzy assessed value of external risks in the social sustainability processes for the
j th DMU

X é 5: Fuzzy assessed value of network risks in the social sustainability processes for the
j th DMU

X 3{1: Fuzzy assessed value of environmental risks in the environmental sustainability
processes for the j th DMU

X7, : Fuzzy assessed value of external risks in the environmental sustainability processes
for the j th DMU

XJ,: Fuzzy assessed value of network risks in the environmental sustainability processes
for the j th DMU

Z!: Fuzzy assessed value of supplier sustainability capability in economic processes for
the j th DMU

ZJ: Fuzzy assessed value of supplier sustainability capability in social processes for the
j th DMU (e.g., petrochemical company)

Y): Fuzzy assessed value of supplier sustainability capability in environmental
processes for the j th DMU (e.g., food manufacturing company)

Variables

v;;: Weight of economic risks (i = 1), external risks (i = 2), and network risks (i = 3) in
evaluating sustainability in economic processes

v,;: Weight of social risks (i = 1), external risks (i = 2), and network risks (i = 3) in
evaluating sustainability in social processes

vy;: Weight of environmental risks (i = 1), external risks (i = 2), and network risks (i =
3) in evaluating sustainability in environmental processes

w1l: Weight of supplier sustainability in economic processes in sustainability evaluation
w2: Weight of supplier sustainability in social processes in sustainability evaluation
u3: Weight of supplier sustainability in environmental processes in sustainability
evaluation

According to Kao and Hwang [48], the overall efficiency of the supply chain system for
DMUKk is formulated as follows:

E, = max

S.

u3173k
23 v _)’Zk
t=14j=1“titi

o)
—2% <0 =12.,n )

Cy3 3 2
(2t=1 Zi:l vtiXti)

Ve, Uz, = &,1=1,23;, t =1,2,3

In

the above model, the objective function aims to maximize the overall efficiency of

DMUK, while the constraints ensure that the efficiency of all decision making units does not
exceed one. This formulation corresponds to the fractional input oriented CCR multiplier

model.
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By applying the Charnes and Cooper variable transformation, the linearized version of the
model is formulated as follows:

E, = max usY¥
3 3 vk _
s.t. Zt:l Zi:l vtiXti _1

i . (8)
u3Y3] - (Z:tg:l Z?:lvtht{l) S O) _] = 1)2) o n

Ve Uz, = &10=123;t =123

Using a similar logic, the sustainability capability of each of the economic, social, and
environmental processes can also be evaluated based on the associated input risks and output
sustainability indicators. Suppose that E} <EZ and Ej represent the sustainability capabilities
of the economic, social, and environmental processes, respectively, for the k& th food
manufacturing company under evaluation.

Consider the economic processes. In these processes, three types of risks namely economic,
organizational (external), and network risks are defined as inputs, and sustainability capability
is defined as the output. Accordingly, the efficiency of this part of the system can be formulated
as follows:

Ep = wiZt/Ei, vii&i; ©)

Similarly, the organizational (social) processes receive the resilience of economic
processes along with a set of social, external, and network risks as inputs, and produce
sustainability capability as the output. Using the notations introduced in the previous section,
the sustainability capability of the social processes is formulated as follows:

E: =w3ZK/w;Zk + ¥3_ vy, XK (10)

A similar formulation can also be applied to the environmental processes. These processes
receive the sustainability capability of the organizational (social) processes along with a set of
economic, organizational, and network risks as inputs, and produce sustainability capability as
the output. As a result, the sustainability efficiency of the environmental processes can be
formulated as follows:

B = w3V /w3 Z5 + X, v3 X (11)

Considering the constraint that efficiency values must be less than or equal to one,
Relations (10) and (11) can be incorporated into the model as follows, in the form of model
constraints:

wiZt /i viKr <1

wiZX /wiZf + Y3 vy XK <1 (12)

*\k * 7k 3 * vk
uzY3' /waZy + ¥ v3 X5 < 1


http://dx.doi.org/10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695
http://ijaor.com/article-1-695-en.html

[ Downloaded from ijaor.com on 2025-11-29 ]

[ DOI: 10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695 |

Design of an analytical model based on fuzzy data envelopment analysis ...

13

By linearizing the above constraints and incorporating them into Model (13), the final
model for assessing the sustainability capability of the company’s processes is formulated as

follows:

o ok
E, = max ugYs

ST.Y3_, ¥ v Xk =1

us V) — i X veXl) <0,j=12,..,n

WlZ{ — i 1711‘)?{1- <0,j=12,..,n

W2Z~é] - (W1Z~i] + Zl3=1 inXéi) S 0,] = 1,2, e, n

us¥y — woZ) + X, vaik4) < 0,

Il
=
N
S

V¢i, Uz, Wq, Wy > g,i = 1,2,3, t = 1,2,3

(13)

Model (14) is a fuzzy linear programming model, the solution of which requires the
development of specialized methods. In the present study, to solve the above fuzzy linear
model, an alpha cut-based approach is employed, which will be explained in the following

section.
o =
Qo

< 3 ks
= = 12} +~ E
- = o =
= 2 2 = ©
2 = =) § g
= 8 = £
3 & =R 9 S
5 E z & 2=
S 5 o < 2=
5 5 o £ 2 g
[} O o Q o
@ L = 8 o 4
[ = < @ =
< E 'S5 E 2]
n Q S 9 =l
~ = @ 9 ZIRS)
[ZEe] 1] ~ ]
N2 < 2

[ w -
£ % ER
= §= =

£

l Hl *
Stage one:
economic Stage two: Social Stage three:
component component Environment component

Economic growth and development.

Social growth and development.

Environment growth and development.

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the data envelopment analysis model for supply chain sustainability.

Since the fuzzy numbers used in this study for evaluating various risk types and resilience
indicators are triangular fuzzy numbers, their a cuts are also specifically considered. For a
triangular fuzzy number defined as (I,m,u)(l, m, u), the membership function is given in

Equation (14).
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(0, x <l
x-1
E' I<x<m
H=19 u-—x
, m X< u
u-m
0, X=u

N

X—

o =a - x=>21l(1—-—a)+am
X >a-<u(l—a)+am
u—-m

(14)

(15)

(16)

As a result, the a cut of the above triangular fuzzy number includes all values within the

interval:

[l(1=a)+am, u(l—a)+ am]
By applying the above definition to the triangular fuzzy numbers representing the various
types of risks and resilience indicators, the a cuts of these indicators are calculated as follows:

X11)a =
(X12)a =
(X13)a =
X21)a =
(X22)a =
(X23)a =
(X31)a =
(X32)a =
(X33)a =

[(X11)%
[(X12)5
[(X13)%
[(X21)
[(X22)a
[(X23)
[(X31)a
[(X32)a
[(X33)

,(X1D)Y] = [(1 — )X]; + aXE, aXl + (1 — a)X3]
,(X12)a] = [(1 — X1y + aXfy, aXf; + (1 — a)Xi]
,(X19)Y] = [(1 — @) Xi5 + aXE, aXi + (1 — a)Xis]
(XD =[(1 —a)XE, + aX2,aX? + (1 — a)X3]
,(X2)Y] = [(1 — @) X3, + aX3y, aX3, + (1 — a)X3,]
,(X29)Y] = [(1 — a) X35 + aXZ;, aXz; + (1 — a)X35]
(X308 = [(1 — @) X3, + aX?, aX? + (1 — a)X3,]
,(X3)Y] = [(1 — @) X3, + aX?,, aX?, + (1 — a)X3,]
,(X33)Y] = [(1 — a) X35 + aXZ;, aX3; + (1 — a)X35]

(Z)a = (Z)a Z)al = [(A - )Z1 + aZi,aZi + (1 — a)Z7]
(Z2)a = (Z2)e (Z2)al = (1 — a)Z3 + aZF, aZF + (1 — a)Z5]

(Y3)e = [(Ya)h (Y2)4] = [(1 — Y3 + a¥f, a¥f + (1 — 0)Y75],

(17)

The above equations represent the a cuts of the input, output, and intermediate indicators
in the resilience evaluation model. By applying these a cuts to the resilience assessment model,
and in order to determine the membership function of the overall network efficiency of DMUK,
it is necessary to compute the lower and upper bounds of the a cut for the fuzzy efficiency

valueEy, i.e.:

(Ek)a =

[(EQ& (Exal
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According to the models proposed by Kao and Liu [52], Kao [53], and Kao and Liu [54],
the upper bound of the efficiency function is calculated using Model (16), and the lower bound
is determined using Model (28).

(E)a = maxuz(Y{)§
st X3 X va (X6 =
u3(Y3k)é[ - (Z?ﬂ 21'3:1 vti(Xg(i g) <0
us (e — (S T, v (XDE) < 0,j = 1,2, ,m,j % k
2f =3 v (Xf)E <0
2l — v (XDYD <0,j=12,..,nj %k
25 — (2f + Z?:l Vli(Xéci)é) <0 (18)
2] — @G+ 3 vu(X)DY <0,j=12,..,nj %k
us (V)4 — (25 + Zq vu(X5)E) < 0
us(Vk — (2] + T, vi(X3D9) <0 = 12,.,m,j # k
wi(ZDh < 3] <w(Z)Yj =12, ..,n
wo(ZDE < 20 <w,(Z)HY,j =12,..,n
Ve, U, W, Wy =€, 1 =123;t=1,23
After computing the optimal values for vy;, usz, wi, w;, 2] and Z3, Model (19) calculates

the efficiency scores for the entire network as well as for the three individual process levels, as
expressed by the following formula:

(Ek)Z = u3 (Y3k)fz]/2§=1 Z?=1 12 (Xéci)l&
(EDY = 27% /35 v (X0)L

(EDY = 23/ (2% + T3, w3, (XY
(EDY = us(YHY/ (&K + T, v (X5

Formulating the lower bound of the o cut for the efficiency scores of the proposed model
(as shown in Figure 2) requires a bi objective function derived from Model (28) to be
transformed into its fuzzy representation. Accordingly, a bi objective reformulation of Model
(28) is developed, and the lower bound of the a cut for overall efficiency, along with the
efficiency scores of the three process levels upstream, organizational, and downstream is
calculated.

The bi objective version of Model (20) for the overall Decision Making Units (DMUs) is
computed as follows, based on the formulation by Kao and Hwang [48]:

(19)
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Ey = min® — e((Xi=1 Disy si) +517 + 53+ s5)
s.t.
7k 7J ) — 0=
0X1; — Xje1 Xy — Xje1 BiXy — 51, = 0,0 = 1,23
vk 7J 2l — 0=
0X5i = Xj=1 Xy = Xj=1ViXp =52 = 0,0 = 1,23
vk n 7J n oJ V(i —
0X3; — Lj—1 ;X3 — j=1§jX3i —53;=0,i=123 (20)
1 B2 = XjavZi = st =0
n oy Zl—yn 57— =0
j=1 V] 2 j=1%j%2 2
;’l:]_ a’j73j + Z}l=1 é}‘?él - S%‘ = ?3k
a;, B,V 8j, st sy, s¥,s¥ = 0,j =1,2,..,mi =123t =123
Accordingly, the lower bound of the a cut for the overall efficiency model (Model (21)) is
given as follows:
(E)a = mine((Bfy Xila s5) + 517 + s¥ +53)
S.t.
U i\L U i\L .
0(X5)Yy — [“k(Xfi)a + X1 ek a’j(X{i)a] - [Bk(Xfi)a + X1k Bj(lei)a] —s1;=0,i=123
u N U i\ .
H(Xéci v - [“k(Xfi)a + Z;’l:l,thk “j(iji)a] - [Vk(Xfi)a + Z?:l.jstkyj(xzji)a] —-s3;=0i=123
v i\ v i\L ,
O(X5)Y — [ak(X?l,(i)“ + Yok a’j(ngi)a] - [5k(X§i)a + X1k ‘Sj(ngi)a] —s3,=0,i=123
i=1 ﬁjZ1J =X VJ'Z{ —s'=0 (21)
T1vi7) = X1 852 —s¥ =0
[ak(y3k)(Lx + X1k ‘Zj(ysj g] + [5k(y3k)€z + Yotk é‘,-(Y;)Z] —s¥ = (Y}
. . .U
Desz/<(2]),j=12..,n
; : U
@Pe<z=(23),j=12..,n
ajl ﬂ}l V}, 6}’ S(?il S:‘[/Vl ngl Sg’ = O;j = 1;2, ---;n;i = 1,2,3,t = 1,2,3

Upon obtaining the optimal solution from Model (21), the values s{i’, s;%,s5",s3", are
respectively assigned vy, wy, w;, uz. Consequently, the lower bounds of the system efficiency
and the lower bounds of the efficiency scores for the upstream, organizational, and downstream
processes at the a cut level are calculated as described in Equation (22).

(E)s = us(Y)5/ X3, o v (XY (22)
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(EDh = wizi" /T, vii(X5DY
(ED = wizs"* [ (wizs* + 37, v, (5D
(Elg)l{z = u;,(Y3k IEz/(W;Z;k + 21'3:1U§i(X§i)g)

The a values in Models (18) and (22) are set to 0 and 1, respectively. These values are
significant and are used to provide a comprehensive report on the final results of the two
models.

When o = 0, the range of all possible efficiency scores for different alpha levels is
determined. Additionally, when o = 1, the most likely efficiency scores for the decision making
units (DMUSs) are obtained.

Therefore, by using efficiency scores at different alpha levels and linking the lower and
upper bounds of these scores, the membership function of the fuzzy resilience levels of supply
chain risks is determined.

This process leads to the calculation of risk and systemic resilience (i.e., the resilience of
the entire supply chain), the evaluation of supply chain layers, and ultimately the assessment of
risk to resilience ratios across decision making units and various supply chain processes.

4 Research Findings

Despite the unique investment opportunities that Iran’s major industries offer to foreign
investors, these investors face certain constraints in the Iranian market and, therefore, approach
investment in Iran with greater caution. In recent years, Iran's main foreign investors primarily
from the European Union and the United States have gained the opportunity to participate in
the country’s key industrial sectors [55, 56].

To improve the investment climate and enhance the transparency of investment
opportunities in Iran, one of the critical factors is the assessment of risk and resilience in the
supply chains of the country's core industries.

All industries examined in this study source their raw materials from both domestic and
international suppliers. After converting raw materials into final products, they primarily offer
their products to customers operating within Iran.

The research instrument used to enable respondents to assess supply chain risk is based on
the model developed by Wagner and Bode [57]. In this study, the instrument was updated
according to a revised risk categorization. Moreover, the items related to supply chain resilience
assessment were defined based on the following five resilience performance criteria, which
were applied equally to all three processes:

e Robustness performance,

e Redundancy performance,

e Resourcefulness performance,

e Responsiveness performance, and

e Recovery performance.

To test the model, 50 senior and middle managers from 30 Iranian companies participated
in the assessment. They were asked to rank the resilience of risks within their companies and
to score the risk and resilience of upstream, organizational, and downstream processes within
their supply chains.

The respondents were selected through coordination with targeted food production
companies, and participation was arranged through in person visits to their workplaces. During
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these visits, the overall purpose of the study was explained, and the participants were provided
with guidance on how to complete the questionnaire. This process took place over a period of
three months.

Finally, based on the evaluations conducted, the efficiency results of the companies are
presented as follows:

Table 3 Evaluation of Network Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)

DMU - = = = = -

> s > g c S . ~ “ =

= & & S = &
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 0.9786 1 1 0.8975 1 1 0.8979 1 1 0.9850
3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
6 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
8 0.95069 0.466 0.495 0.00019 0.659 0.7284  0.1375 0.34566 0.9398
9 0.87367 1 1 0.944 1 1 0.75772 1 1 0.71182
10 0.52849 1 1 0.728 1 1 0.51255 1 1 0.2784
11 0.3641 1 1 1 1 1 0.3641 1 1 0.34525
12 0.78364 1 1 0.405 1 1 0.68214 1 1 0.27369
13 0.95069 1 1 0.495 1 1 0.7284 1 1 0.10016
14 0.93782 1 1 0.591 1 1 0.66762 1 1 0.09317
15 0.48224 1 1 1 1 1 0.48224 1 1 0.14745
16 0.69129 0.533 0.69129 0.659 0.10123 0.606 0.54512 0.24152 0.894 0.9775
17 0.23269 0.501 0.23269 0.606 0.00034 0917 0.23269 0.55404 0.463 0.9395
18 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
19 0.55255 0.765 1 0.12703 0.46595 0.38535 0.54512 0.9948
20 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
21 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
22 1 0.754 0.894 0.00062 0.89288 0.34566 0.894 0.9939
23 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.463 1
24 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.785 1
25 0.45128 0.966 0.765 0.967 0.00006 0.34566 0.43649 0.4248 1 0.7986
26 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
27 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
28 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
29 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
30 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Based on the evaluation and analysis conducted on 30 food manufacturing companies,
using the defined input and output indicators, it was found that 16 companies were deemed
efficient, while the remaining companies showed a significant gap from the efficiency frontier.
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In the first stage evaluation, it was shown that 16 companies were efficient based on the
first stage indicators, while the remaining companies were close to the efficiency frontier.

According to the second stage efficiency analysis, 25 companies achieved efficiency,
whereas the remaining companies were separated from the efficiency frontier due to weak
output performance and excessive input levels in their processes.

In the third stage evaluation, 23 companies were identified as efficient, while the rest did
not fall on the efficiency frontier. It is therefore recommended that these companies implement
continuous improvement practices (Kaizen approach) to enhance their operational performance
and move closer to the efficiency frontier.

5 Conclusion

The necessity of the present study largely stems from the growing development of multi
level systems, along with the increasing relevance of supply chain management and sustainable
planning in advanced organizations. Today, many businesses are organized in the form of
networks of producers and distributors that procure raw materials, transform them into final
products, and distribute them to customers.

The term multi level production/distribution networks refers to such structures, which are
commonly known as supply chains. These supply chains encompass the various stages that a
product passes through before reaching the end customer [21]. A supply chain consists of
entities such as customers, retailers, wholesalers/distributors, manufacturers, and suppliers of
components/raw materials, all of whom are directly or indirectly involved in meeting customer
demand.

Fundamentally, there are three major flows within a supply chain product flow, information
flow, and financial flow that move bidirectionally across various stages. Effective supply chain
management requires efficient handling of all three flows, considering that the supply chain is
a dynamic system composed of a continuous flow of information, materials, and capital [22].

Making coordinated decisions across all levels of the supply chain while considering the
needs and characteristics of each stage is of critical importance. This necessity can be
understood in light of the bullwhip effect, one of the main factors resulting from misalignment
between stages of the supply chain in adopting optimal policies. When each stage of the supply
chain operates as a single level system, making decisions independently without coordination
with other stages, it causes a chain reaction affecting the entire system.

Such a lack of coordination in decision making especially as it moves upstream from
customer facing stages to raw material suppliers intensifies demand fluctuations, leading to the
emergence of various types of risks throughout the supply chain. In essence, a small variation
in customer demand can trigger large variability in decisions across other stages [58].

To put it more simply, in a multi level system, making improvements at individual stages
does not necessarily lead to overall supply chain improvement. Achieving comprehensive
development requires the application of models that simultaneously consider the goals and
constraints of all levels within the supply chain [22].

In a supply chain, making coordinated decisions while taking into account the requirements
and characteristics of various stages is of great importance. This significance can be understood
in light of the bullwhip effect, a phenomenon primarily caused by a lack of coordination
between different stages of the supply chain in adopting appropriate policies.

When each stage of the supply chain operates as a single level system, making decisions
independently and without considering other stages, this leads to reactions and adjustments at
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other stages. Such misalignment in decision making, as it propagates from customer facing
segments to upstream suppliers of raw materials and components, amplifies demand
fluctuations, thereby giving rise to multiple types of risks across the supply chain. Even a minor
fluctuation in customer demand can trigger significant variability in decisions made at upstream
stages [58].

Simply put, in a multi level system, making improvements in individual stages does not
necessarily lead to the improvement of the entire chain. Achieving comprehensive development
requires the implementation of models that simultaneously consider the objectives and
constraints of all levels of the supply chain [22].

Accordingly, organizations within the supply chain are becoming increasingly aware of the
need for planning and decision making based on collaboration and coordination, taking into
account both the specific characteristics of each stage and the requirements set by the overall
supply chain. For example, the Collaborative Planning, Forecasting, and Replenishment
(CPFR) model is one of the approaches used in supply chains to improve the planning process.

The necessity of designing a model to estimate the cost function in multi level systems can
be explained in light of the points discussed above. As previously mentioned, supply chains
have a multi tiered structure, and the emphasis on collaboration and participation in supply
chain management is due both to the conflicting interests among different sections and the
emergence of the bullwhip effect, which leads to operational and field level risks as a result of
lack of coordination across various stages of the chain.

Based on the above discussions, the significance of the present study lies in the
development of a framework and the design of a model for managing multi level systems in the
context of supply chain sustainability under risk, specifically within food manufacturing
companies. The importance of this research can be summarized as follows:

First, in today’s competitive environment, companies seek to accelerate their operations
and activities. Topics such as globalization and the expansion of networks like the internet
significantly impact sourcing, marketing, and other business processes. As supply sources
expand and distribution channels multiply, companies alone can no longer produce and
distribute all necessary components and products. In such cases, raw materials and parts must
be sourced from suppliers, transformed within the company, and then delivered to the customer
through distribution channels. This requires the formation of a chain of collaborating companies
to jointly produce and deliver products. Hence, the concept of the supply chain emerges.
Companies increasingly prefer to be part of a supply chain and compete chain to chain, rather
than company to company. A supply chain includes all activities related to the flow and
transformation of goods, from the procurement of raw materials to the delivery of the final
product to the end consumer [22].

Second, supply chains inherently consist of multi level systems, in which inventory is
stored at different stages and is managed and owned by various units. Therefore, using single
level models for such systems is inadequate. The unique features of multi level structures
require the development and use of specialized models tailored to their characteristics.

Third, if a model is to be developed for managing multi level systems, it must be compatible
with the features of such systems. Given that distribution networks vary in structure and
configuration, multi level systems within supply chains also possess distinct characteristics that
must be considered during model design. (This diversity in features and design is evident in the
assumptions made by various researchers in their modeling of multi level systems, as discussed
in detail in the literature review section.)
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Considering the above points, the study evaluated and analyzed the sustainability and risks
arising from the bullwhip effect within the supply chains of 30 companies, of which 16 were
found to have an acceptable level of efficiency.

Based on the mathematical model developed using the Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)
approach, it is recommended that the model be enhanced by incorporating robust optimization
techniques to address uncertainty, and that the results be further examined using a fuzzy based
model for comparative analysis.

5.1 Managerial Insights

The findings of this study offer critical insights for supply chain managers operating in
complex, risk-prone environments. First, the integration of fuzzy Data Envelopment Analysis
(DEA) within a multi-stage framework provides a robust decision-support tool for evaluating
sustainability performance under uncertainty. Managers are advised to institutionalize
continuous sustainability assessment mechanisms that incorporate not only financial and
operational metrics but also social and environmental indicators. Second, the identification and
classification of risks into strategic, tactical, and operational levels equip decision-makers with
a structured lens for prioritizing resource allocation and contingency planning. This reinforces
the need for proactive risk mitigation strategies that align with broader sustainability objectives.

Third, the study underscores the managerial value of adopting dynamic capabilities
particularly agility, adaptability, and absorptive capacity in strengthening supply chain
resilience. By embedding such capabilities into the organizational culture, firms can respond
more effectively to disruptions and maintain competitiveness. Finally, the practical
implementation of this model requires the collaboration of cross-functional teams across
procurement, operations, and sustainability departments. Managers should champion the
development of integrated performance dashboards that track sustainability efficiency in real
time, thereby enabling informed, strategic decision-making across the supply chain.

References

1. Mobin, M., Roshani, A., Saeedpoor, M., & Mozaffari, M. M. (2015, January). Integrating FAHP with
COPRAS-G method for supplier selection (case study: an Iranian manufacturing company). In Proceedings
of the International Annual Conference of the American Society for Engineering Management. (p. 1).
American Society for Engineering Management (ASEM).

2. Tavana, M., Kaviani, M. A., Di Caprio, D., & Rahpeyma, B. (2016). A two stage data envelopment analysis
model for measuring performance in three level supply chains. Measurement, 78, 322 333.

3. Mobin, M., Roshani, A., Saeedpoor, M., & Mozaffari, M. M. (2015, January). Integrating FAHP with
COPRAS G method for supplier selection (case study: an Iranian manufacturing company). In Proceedings
of the International Annual Conference of the American Society for Engineering Management. (p. 1).
American Society for Engineering Management (ASEM).

4. Pettit, T. J., Fiksel, J., & Croxton, K. L. (2010). Ensuring supply chain resilience: development of a conceptual
framework. Journal of business logistics, 31(1), 1 21.

5. Pettit, T. J., Croxton, K. L., & Fiksel, J. (2013). Ensuring supply chain resilience: development and
implementation of an assessment tool. Journal of business logistics, 34(1), 46 76.

6. Wu, T., Blackhurst, J., & O’grady, P. (2007). Methodology for supply chain disruption analysis. International
journal of production research, 45(7), 1665 1682.

7. Schmitt, A. J., & Singh, M. (2012). A quantitative analysis of disruption risk in a multi echelon supply chain.
International Journal of Production Economics, 139(1), 22 32.

8. Smith, D., & Fischbacher, M. (2009). The changing nature of risk and risk management: The challenge of
borders, uncertainty and resilience. Risk management, 11(1), 1 12.


http://dx.doi.org/10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695
http://ijaor.com/article-1-695-en.html

[ Downloaded from ijaor.com on 2025-11-29 ]

[ DOI: 10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695 |

22

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

N. Fallah et al. / IJAOR Vol. 13, No. 2, 1-24, Spring 2025 (Serial #45)

Salmon, C. (2017). Storytelling: Bewitching the modern mind. Verso books.

. Vafadarnikjoo, A., Mobin, M., Salmon, C., & Javadian, N. (2015, January). An integrated gray fuzzy cause

and effect approach to determine the most significant categories of project risks. In IIE Annual Conference.
Proceedings (p. 987). Institute of Industrial and Systems Engineers (IISE).

Yao, Y., & Meurier, B. (2012). Understanding the supply chain resilience: a Dynamic Capabilities approach.
Sutcliffe, K. M., & Vogus, T. J. (2003). Organizing for resilience. Positive organizational scholarship:
Foundations of a new discipline, 94, 110.

Saoji, S. A. (2012). The Resilient Enterprise: Overcoming Vulnerability for Competitive Advantage. KHOJ:
Journal of Indian Management Research and Practices, 3(2), 71 73.

Nikbakhsh, E. (2009). Green supply chain management. In Supply chain and logistics in national, international
and governmental environment (pp. 195 220). Physica Verlag HD.

Mikurak, M. G. (2018). U.S. Patent No. 9,922,345. Washington, DC: U.S. Patent and Trademark Office.
Geng, R., Mansouri, S. A., & Aktas, E. (2017). The relationship between green supply chain management and
performance: A meta analysis of empirical evidences in Asian emerging economies. International Journal of
Production Economics, 183, 245 258.

Rueda, X., Garrett, R. D., & Lambin, E. F. (2017). Corporate investments in supply chain sustainability:
Selecting instruments in the agri food industry. Journal of cleaner production, 142, 2480 2492.

Malviya, R. K., Kant, R., & Gupta, A. D. (2018). Evaluation and Selection of Sustainable Strategy for Green
Supply Chain Management Implementation. Business Strategy and the Environment, 27(4), 475 502.

Zhao, R., Liu, Y., Zhang, N., & Huang, T. (2017). An optimization model for green supply chain management
by using a big data analytic approach. Journal of Cleaner Production, 142, 1085 1097.

Verheyen, W. N., Hulselmans, J. L., Dierckx, T., Mulungu, L., Leirs, H., Corti, M., & Verheyen, E. (2007).
The characterization of the Kilimanjaro Lophuromys aquilus True 1892 population and the description of five
new Lophuromys species (Rodentia, Muridae). Koninklijk Belgisch Instituut Voor Natuurwetenschappen.
Studiedocumenten, 77, 23-75.

Yang, L., Li, Y., Wang, D., Wang, Z., Yang, Y., Lv, H., & Zhang, X. (2022). Relieving the water-energy
nexus pressure through whole supply chain management: Evidence from the provincial-level analysis in
China. Science of the Total Environment, 807, 150809.

Vaziri, A., Sadatian Moghaddam, P., & Ershadi Oskouei, A. (2024, January 25). Development of Service
Compositions in Cloud Manufacturing Processes Based on System Sustainability Components. Journal of
Electrical Systems, 19(4). https://doi.org/10.52783/jes.6257

Sadatian Moghaddam, P., Vaziri, A., & Ershadi Oskouei, A. (2024). A New Algorithm for Indoor Robot
Localization using Turning Function. Computational Methods for Differential Equations.

Gohari, N., Sajadi, E., Azvantash, Z., & Khavarghazalani, B. (2020). A comparative study on the general
health of the mothers of children with cochlear implant, hearing aid, and normal hearing. Auditory and
Vestibular Research.

Gohari, N., Farahani, F., Gharebaghy, S., Alaei, S., Ahmadi, S., & Mozafari, Z. (2020). The prevalence of
hearing loss in infants hospitalized in the neonatal intensive care units. Auditory and Vestibular Research
Hezam, 1. M., Ali, A. M., Sallam, K., Hameed, 1. A., & Abdel-Basset, M. (2024). Digital twin and fuzzy
framework for supply chain sustainability risk assessment and management in supplier selection. Scientific
Reports, 14, 17718.

Tavassoli, M., & Saen, R. F. (2024). Estimating most productive scale size decomposition in a fuzzy network
DEA model: Assessing the sustainability and resilience of the supply chain. RAIRO — Operations Research
Tang, M., Liao, H., & Su, S. F. (2018). A bibliometric overview and visualization of the
International Journal of Fuzzy Systems between 2007 and 2017. International Journal of

Fuzzy Systems, 20(5), 1403-1422.

Ma, S. H., Wen, Z. G., Chen, J. N., & Wen, Z. C. (2014). Mode of circular economy in China's iron and steel
industry: a case study in Wu'an city. Journal of cleaner production, 64, 505-512.

Tavassoli, M., & Saen, R. F. (2023). Sustainability measurement of combined cycle power plants: A novel
fuzzy network data envelopment analysis model. Annals of Operations Research.

Zahedi-Seresht, M., Athaudage, G., Lee, W., & Khosravi, S. (2023). Sustainable/Robust Supplier Selection
in the Post-Pandemic Era: Using Data Envelopment Analysis. American Journal of Industrial and Business
Management, 13 (3), 865-887.

Nasri, S. A., Ehsani, B., Hosseininezhad, S. J., & Safaie, N. (2022). A sustainable supplier selection method
using integrated Fuzzy DEMATEL—-ANP-DEA approach (case study: Petroleum Industry). Environmental
Development and Sustainability.



https://doi.org/10.52783/jes.6257
http://dx.doi.org/10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695
http://ijaor.com/article-1-695-en.html

[ Downloaded from ijaor.com on 2025-11-29 ]

[ DOI: 10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695 |

Design of an analytical model based on fuzzy data envelopment analysis ... 23

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.
53.

54.

55.

56.

Pérez-Pérez, J. F., Isaza Gémez, P., Bonet, 1., Sanchez-Pinzon, M. S., Caraffini, F., & Lochmuller, C. (2024).
Assessing climate transition risks in the Colombian processed food sector: A fuzzy logic and multicriteria
decision-making approach. Working Paper.

Mardani, A., Kannan, D., Hooker, R. E., Ozkul, S., Alrasheedi, M., & Tirkolaee, E. B. (2020). Evaluation of
green and sustainable supply chain management using structural equation modelling: A systematic review of
the state of the art literature and recommendations for future research. Journal of cleaner production, 249,
119383.

Goémez-Luciano, C. A., Dominguez, F. R. R., Gonzéalez-Andrés, F., & De Meneses, B. U. L. (2018).
Sustainable supply chain management: Contributions of supplies markets. Journal of cleaner production, 184,
311-320.

Barbosa, M. W., Vicente, A. D. L. C., Ladeira, M. B., & Oliveira, M. P. V. D. (2018). Managing supply chain
resources with Big Data Analytics: a systematic review. International Journal of Logistics Research and
Applications, 21(3), 177-200.

Esqueri , M. E. (2018). Identifying the Determinants of Exposure to Cooking-Related Airborne Pollutants,
Employee Comfort and Respiratory Symptoms in Mobile Food Units: A Cross-Sectional Study (Doctoral
dissertation, The University of Texas School of Public Health).

Halati, A., & He, Y. (2018). Intersection of economic and environmental goals of sustainable development
initiatives. Journal of Cleaner Production, 189, 813-829.

Varas, M., Maturana, S., Cholette, S., Mac Cawley, A., & Basso, F. (2018). Assessing the benefits of labelling
postponement in an export-focused winery. International Journal of Production Research, 56(12), 4132-4151.
Tseng, M. L., Wu, K. J., Hu, J., & Wang, C. H. (2018). Decision-making model for sustainable supply chain
finance under uncertainties. International Journal of Production Economics, 205, 30-36.

Matietuana Moossavi, A., & Gohari, N. (2019). The impact of music on auditory and speech processing.
Auditory and Vestibular Research, 28(3), 134-145.

Mokhtader (2018) ). Blockchain and supply chain management integration: a systematic review of the
literature. Supply Chain Management: An International Journal.

Zhang, S., Liu, L., Zhang, L., Zhuang, Y., & Du, J. (2018). An optimization model for carbon capture
utilization and storage supply chain: A case study in Northeastern China. Applied Energy, 231, 194-206.
Baidinejad , F., Dragovich, D., & Caiserman, A. (2018). A long-term cost-benefit analysis of national anti-
desertification plans in Iran. Desert, 141.

Charnes, A., Cooper, W. W, Lewis, K. A., & Niehaus, R. J. (1978). Equal employment opportunity planning
and staffing models. In Manpower planning and organization design (pp. 367-382). Boston, MA: Springer
US.

Charnes, A., Cooper, W. W., Lewin, A. Y., Morey, R. C., & Rousseau, J. (1984). Sensitivity and stability
analysis in DEA. Annals of operations research, 2(1), 139 156.

Kao, C. (2014). Efficiency decomposition in network data envelopment analysis. In Data envelopment
analysis: A handbook on the modeling of internal structures and networks (pp. 55-77). Boston, MA: Springer
US.

Kao, C., & Hwang, S. N. (2008). Efficiency decomposition in two stage data envelopment analysis: An
application to non life insurance companies in Taiwan. European journal of operational research, 185(1), 418
4209.

Kao, C., & Hwang, S. N. (2014). Scale efficiency measurement in two-stage production systems. In Data
Envelopment Analysis: A Handbook on the Modeling of Internal Structures and Networks (pp. 119-135).
Boston, MA: Springer US.

Kao (2014). DEA for two-stage networks: Efficiency decompositions and modeling techniques. In Data
Envelopment Analysis: A Handbook on the Modeling of Internal Structures and Networks (pp. 1-29). Boston,
MA: Springer US.

Chen, Y., Cook, W. D., Li, N., & Zhu, J. (2009). Additive efficiency decomposition in two stage DEA.
European journal of operational research, 196(3), 1170 1176.

Kao, D. L. (2000). Estimating and pricing credit risk: An overview. Financial Analysts Journal, 56(4), 50-66.
Kao, H. P. (2006). Design for logistics in set-based concurrent engineering environment. Journal of the
Chinese Institute of Industrial Engineers, 23(1), 34-47.

Kao and Liu (2011) Dietary supplements usage among elderly Taiwanese during 2005-2008. Asia Pacific
journal of clinical nutrition, 20(2), 327-336.

Long, W.,Bai, E., Liu, L., & Wei, W. (2017). A framework of sustainable service supply chain management:
A literature review and research agenda. Sustainability, 9(3), 421.

Hampshire, K. E. (2019). External risk monitoring and inventory sizing in supply chain disruption mitigation
(Doctoral dissertation, Massachusetts Institute of Technology).


http://dx.doi.org/10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695
http://ijaor.com/article-1-695-en.html

[ Downloaded from ijaor.com on 2025-11-29 ]

[ DOI: 10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695 |

24

57.

58.

N. Fallah et al. / IJAOR Vol. 13, No. 2, 1-24, Spring 2025 (Serial #45)

Wagner, S. M., & Bode, C. (2008). An empirical examination of supply chain performance along several
dimensions of risk. Journal of business logistics, 29(1), 307-325.

Zhang, X., Sun, P., Xu, J., Wang, X., Yu, J., Zhao, Z., & Dong, Y. (2020). Blockchain-based safety
management system for the grain supply chain. leee Access, 8, 36398-36410.


http://dx.doi.org/10.71885/ijorlu-2025-2-695
http://ijaor.com/article-1-695-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

