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(Lee et al. 1997b, Sterman 2000, Simchi—
Levi et al. 2000).
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A Study of The Relationship between Individual
Decision Style and Supply Chain Dynamics

Tae-Hyun Kim
Seong-Am Moon
Jung-Hwan Lee

Abstract

This study shows the effect of individual decision style on the Bullwhip effect of
supply chain. There are four individual decision styles developed by Rowe and
Boulgarides(1992). The analysis of the relationship between individual decision style and
supply chain dynamics is focused on overshot against final consumer order rate. Multi
methodologies are used to meet the goal of this study, which are survey, game and
simulation. As a result of this study, the Bullwhip effect of supply chain isn’t influenced
by individual decision style.

This study shows different result in comparision with the prior research results that
individual fact affected the Bullwhip effect of supply chain, Therfore, it is important to
improve supply chain infrastructure and system than the individual fact for decreasing the

Bullwhip effect of supply chain.



