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The Influence Factors of Grain Supply Chain

Integration Base on TOE Framework
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3. Jinshen College of Nanjing Audit University Nanjing 210029 China)

Abstract: Affecting factors model of grain supply chain integration based on TOE framework is established by desk in—

vestigation and then questionnaire investigation and Factor Analysis are carried out to obtain final affecting factors. The con—

clusion is that competition situation of grain industry comparative advantage business ability of core enterprise cooperation

relationship between main productive region and main sale region are main affecting factors of grain supply chain integration. To

promote grain supply chain integration cooperation relationship between main productive region and main sale region should be

emphasized matched policies should be improved competitive power of core enterprise should be advanced.

Key words: supply chain integration; grain supply chain; affected factors



