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A B S T R A C T   

The integration of sustainability dimensions as part of supply chain management represents a constant challenge 
for companies. This happens because to address supply chain sustainability (SCS), companies need to know how 
collective behaviours are present in their supply chain practices (e.g. cooperation, coordination, collaboration). 
However, this is easier said than done. Therefore, through the lens of social capital theory (SCT), this paper 
elaborates on how SCS practices among supply chain members can enhance sustainability outcomes. Through an 
iterative theory-building process, we explored the integration between SCT and SCS in this conceptual paper. The 
argumentation shows that beyond direct causality relations employed, social capital can strengthen SCS practices 
to create value among supply chain members. This becomes possible through a combination of collaboration 
initiatives and supply chain learning. This paper contributes to the theory by offering a conceptual framework 
and a set of propositions for an alternative way to understand SCS practice. Additionally, this paper provides 
practical contributions by showing how managers can integrate sustainability into their daily operations.   

1. Introduction 

Amidst the growing relevance of sustainability research in supply 
chain management (SCM) studies, a need to rethink companies’ prior
ities beyond economic interest exists (Gold and Schleper, 2017). To do 
so, after 20 years, the triple bottom line (TBL) has been questioned by 
Elkington himself, as TBL and its subsequent variants cannot emphasise 
only profit and loss (Elkington, 2018). Hence, the complexity sur
rounding supply chains and the planetary boundaries requires the 
consideration of other elements beyond TBL (Matthews et al., 2016; 
Montabon et al., 2016), such as cultural and institutional that comprise 
the TBL+ (Fritz and Silva, 2018). Therefore, we offer in this conceptual 
paper new insights into how TBL + integration must occur in the 
management of activities and the flow and control of material and in
formation from supplier to consumer (Ansari and Kant, 2017a; Beske 
and Seuring, 2014). To explore such a perspective, we theorise on the 
contributions of social capital theory (SCT) to supply chain sustain
ability (SCS) practices. 

The SCS literature has grown in recent years, and there is still much 
research to be explored (Ansari and Kant, 2017a; Carter et al., 2019). As 
observed, sustainability emerges by using supply chain members’ col
lective practices (Chen et al., 2017; Dias et al., 2023). Therefore, the 
depth and quality of relationships among supply chain members are 
facilitated when commitment exist and sustainable practices are devel
oped related to SCS (Simões-Coelho and Figueira, 2021; Touboulic and 
Walker, 2015a). The literature provides several collective practices to
wards SCS, such as: cooperation (Bastas and Liyanage, 2018; Gold et al., 
2010), coordination (Gulati et al., 2012), collaboration (Bastas and 
Liyanage, 2018; Beske and Seuring, 2014; Touboulic and Walker, 
2015b), information sharing (Ansari and Kant, 2017b; Bastas and 
Liyanage, 2018; Pagell and Wu, 2009) and resource exchange (Hong 
et al., 2018). However, these practices have been treated separately and 
deserve further attention as SCT may support interconnections among 
SCS practices that were not mapped yet. 

Within these practices, collaboration rises as a core practice used to 
introduce SCS (Beske and Seuring, 2014; Chen et al., 2017; Gold et al., 
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2010; Touboulic and Walker, 2015a). This happen because collabora
tion is essential to enhancing company’s competitive advantage (Beske 
and Seuring, 2014; Gold et al., 2010) and the engagement of supply 
chain members (Touboulic and Walker, 2015a). Despite that, majority 
of studies about collaboration are centred in stakeholder theory and 
resourced-based view (Chen et al., 2017; Dias and Silva, 2022), which 
opens the door to explore other theories such as SCT, which remains 
underexplored (Ansari and Kant, 2017a; Martins and Pato, 2019; Tou
boulic and Walker, 2015b). For instance, in a literature review covering 
the period of 1985–2022, Vurro et al. (2023) pointed out the importance 
of relational elements to improve sustainability, which includes various 
practices like collaboration. SCT has a strong contribution to build re
lationships and to form collective engagement (Dias and Silva, 2022), 
but it has been not properly considered in relation to the configuration 
of sustainability practices. 

Since SCT relates to how human value is used to develop social value 
(Coleman, 1990), a better understanding of sustainability practices 
(Silva and Figueiredo, 2020) based on creating social capital among 
supply chain members can provide new opportunities for SCS. For this 
end, this study proposes a theoretical reflection by showing how such 
supply chain practices that emerge from social capital can enhance 
sustainable practices. The SCM literature shows that collective re
lationships generate social practices designed to reach organisational 
outcomes such as strategic performance (Gelderman et al., 2016; Shin 
et al., 2019), innovation (Shin et al., 2019), operational performance 
(Awais et al., 2018; Fan and Stevenson, 2018; Kilubi and Rogers, 2018), 
sustainability (Lu et al., 2018; Silva et al., 2023) and environmental 
performance (Gölgeci et al., 2019). However, little is known about how 
structural, cognitive and relational capital contributes to social 
engagement with sustainability (Dias and Silva, 2022; Tsai and Ghoshal, 
1998). 

Based on these arguments, three research gaps were identified in the 
extant literature. First, SCM studies focused on variations of social cap
ital dimensions and performance only for buyer–supplier relationships 
(e.g. Alghababsheh and Gallear, 2020; Carey et al., 2011b; Matthews 
and Marzec, 2011; Villena et al., 2020). This bilateral evaluation makes 
it difficult to develop a general comprehension of sustainability out
comes. Second, there is unclear understanding on how to create and 
develop sustainable practices from the social engagement of the supply 
chain members (Dias et al., 2023). Since literature has a focus on sin
gular dimensions causing direct performance, we need to uncover nu
ances of SCT linked to TBL + elements. And third, there is room to better 
explain how SCS practice emerge from firm to supply chain level. 
Therefore, our conceptual framework was developed aligned to these 
knowledge gaps by answering the following question: how does SCT 
contribute to enhance SCS practices among supply chain members? 

To address this research question, Section 2 refers to the theoretical 
background section concerning the main argument on SCS, SCT, and the 
interaction between the two to clarify existing relationships among 
selected constructs. In addition, while section 3 presents our methodo
logical insights, Section 4 focuses on elaborating a conceptual frame 
supported by a set of propositions. In doing so, we clearly differentiate 
our theoretical contribution from others previously presented. Section 5 
comprises our contributions, but also to illustrate how the proposed 
framework can be used by managers. Finally, Section 6 provides our 
conclusions and recommendations for future studies. 

2. Theoretical background 

This section provides the main concepts used to develop our theo
retical framework and to support the presentation of propositions. First, 
the concepts of SCS and SCT are presented to better position this article. 
Finally, initial links between both concepts emerge to support Section 4. 

2.1. Supply chain sustainability (SCS) 

In the past few years, the search for an SCM aligned with sustain
ability has been highlighted in the literature to integrate TBL into the 
management of the process, flow and control of materials from the 
supplier to the ultimate consumer (Ansari and Kant, 2017a; Bastas and 
Liyanage, 2018; Carter et al., 2019; Seuring and Müller, 2008a). 
Although the integration of sustainability dimensions is the main source 
of the SCS, indeed, this do not occur as requested in the theory. Ac
cording to Carter et al. (2019), the environmental dimension continues 
to lead SCS studies over the last decades, with a focus on actions such as 
waste reduction, energy reduction, design, and environmental standards 
(Gölgeci et al., 2019; Rashid et al., 2019; Sun et al., 2020). The economic 
dimension has been incorporated broadly related to the economic/ 
financial results of this integration (Carter et al., 2019). Finally, the 
social dimension is related to attendance of social issues such as human 
rights, child labour, and gender diversity, among others (Bubicz et al., 
2019; Das, 2017; Govindan et al., 2021). 

Despite such a focus on the TBL dimensions (Gold and Schleper, 
2017; Matthews et al., 2016; Montabon et al., 2016), it became essential 
to broaden the literature discussion around the TBL + frame, especially 
regarding institutional and cultural dimensions (Fritz and Silva, 2018). 
This happens because companies should move far from an instrumental 
approach (Montabon et al., 2016). Thus, while institutional dimension is 
related to managing issues such as stakeholder engagement, trust, and 
power among supply chain members, the cultural dimension refers to 
traditions, routines and local cultures (Fritz and Silva, 2018). For 
instance, in the agri-food supply chain, institutional relationships allow 
engagement across supply chain members and support technical and 
financial assistance in the field. In comparison, cultural elements either 
improve supply chain orientation or generate opportunistic behaviour 
among supply chain members (Marshall et al., 2015; Silva et al., 2023). 
Although the introduction of TBL + emerges as a primary orientation to 
SCS, it is not clear how this integration occurs in practice. 

The starting point of SCS is the company’s sustainability awareness 
and proactivity in its supply chain orientation (Beske and Seuring, 2014; 
Pagell and Wu, 2009). This orientation is essential to maintain SCS 
because sustainability within supply chains needs to be a daily 
commitment among all supply chain members (Pagell and Wu, 2009). 
Making a supply chain sustainable goes beyond any altruism on the part 
of the businesses involved. The motivation to make a company or pro
cesses sustainable may arise from internal intentions, but in most cases, 
this results from pressures of government, customers and NGOs, among 
other stakeholders (Gold et al., 2010; Seuring and Müller, 2008a). Based 
on this perspective, true sustainability will ensure businesses’ continued 
financial profitability without harming natural or social systems (Pagell 
and Shevchenko, 2014). 

Supply chain practices for sustainability can link stakeholders’ re
quirements and strategic sustainability (Gold et al., 2010; Silva et al., 
2022). Therefore, supply chain practices are represented by collective 
behaviours to implement sustainable activities. Among the main prac
tices discussed within SCS studies we have: coordination, cooperation, 
collaboration, resource exchange and information sharing (Gold et al., 
2010; Touboulic and Walker, 2015a). These practices profoundly in
fluence sustainability outcomes (Bastas and Liyanage, 2018) and 
represent ‘the deliberate and orderly alignment or adjustment of part
ners’ actions to achieve jointly determined goals’ (Gulati et al., 2012, p. 
537). For instance, collaboration is a critical practice to improve sus
tainability performance (Seuring and Müller, 2008b; Touboulic and 
Walker, 2015a; Wu et al., 2014), which has as main features both in
formation sharing (Gold et al., 2010), and tangible and intangible 
resource exchange among supply chain members (Min et al., 2008). 

As supply chain practices for sustainability (hereafter: SCS practices) 
are collective practices directly linked to social engagement by supply 
chain members, they are presented in the literature as essential to SCS. 
However, a successful approach to SCS ‘depends on the ability of the 

G.P. Dias et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  



Cleaner Logistics and Supply Chain 11 (2024) 100151

3

supply chain parties to understand the relational specificities of their 
relationships and capitalise on complementary abilities’ (Touboulic and 
Walker, 2015a, p. 188). Based on these reflections, despite the strong 
relationship between SCS and the relational approach of supply chain 
members, the use of SCT still deserves further attention as it contributes 
to the development of SCS relationships through relational, cognitive, 
and structural dimensions and, therefore, represents a means of 
explaining this research gap in the SCS literature. Indeed, a better un
derstanding of SCT becomes necessary. 

2.2. Social capital theory 

The rise of social capital occurs when relations among persons face 
changes, which facilitates action (Coleman, 1990). In other words, social 
capital is a value generated by social relations used for personal, com
munity, public and organisational benefit. In turn, social relations are 
social engagement represented by familiar groups, civic communities 
and social organisations, among others (Putnam, 2000). In social capi
tal, social relationships can occur in two forms and three levels. Social 
relationship forms are represented by bridging and bonding. On one 
hand, bonding is a social structure characterised by dense networks and 
a high level of reciprocity and solidarity (Putnam, 2000). It is a hori
zontal structure represented by individuals from the same social groups 
(i.e. local communities, cooperatives and NGOs, among others) (Gran
ovetter, 2000; Putnam, 2000). On the other hand, bridging is formed by 
social groups with different social levels and divisions typical in the 
vertical structure (i.e. religious organisations and businesses, among 
others) (Granovetter, 2000; Putnam, 2000). According to Putnam 
(2000), bonding links to people like you and brings links to people un
like you. 

Following this perspective, social relationships are divided into 
micro (relative to individual relationships), meso (group or organisation 
relationships) and macro (community or national relationships) levels 
(Burt, 2004; Putnam, 2000). In organisations, social capital is estab
lished from micro relationships based on the individual social activities 
of workers and meso relationships relative to the individuals’ social 
engagement in the organisation. As this article is interested in firms 
relationships, we provide more insights into the meso level, in which 
organisations/companies interact with each other towards a common 
interest. The supply chain relationships are influenced by broader 
pressures, as previously mentioned, which demonstrate its relationship 
with the macro level. 

SCT is formed by different dimensions that explain these levels 
separately or influence each other. Therefore, the three dimensions of 
social capital and their activities are summarised in Fig. 1. As can be 
observed in Fig. 1, the social capital dimensions are formed by (1) 
structural capital represented by internal and external supply chain 
networks; (2) relational capital, by trust and social norms among supply 
chain members; and (3) cognitive capital through sharing codes, lan
guage and narratives produced from supply chain relationships. For the 
SCT, social engagement occurs from supply chain relationships based on 
trust, commitment, norms and network (Tsai and Ghoshal, 1998). 

To better understand Fig. 1, structural capital represents the bridge 
created from networks formed by workers and companies (Burt, 2004). 
In other words, social structures are social networks linked by infor
mation bridges. According to Lin (1999), the interaction between social 
ties can be facilitated by the influence of organisational agents, workers’ 
access to resources, and the acknowledgement of work by superiors 
beyond access to information. Dense interactions and multiple connec
tions between internal (intra-company) and external (inter-company) 
networks (related here to the supply chain) broaden the diversity of 
information and make social structures more efficient (Burt, 2004; 
Granovetter, 2000; Lin, 1999). Proximity to social ties facilitates the 
flow of information and encourages engagement on the part of an or
ganisation’s members. 

The relational dimension is represented by norms and trust, which 

are the main values needed to transform human capital into social 
capital (Coleman, 1990; Putnam, 2000), even among supply chain 
members. In doing so, it is common to use the relational dimension as a 
synonym for social capital. Norms, as relational capital, prohibit mem
bers of a society from acting in their own self-interest, obliging them to 
comply with the norms set by the community. As mentioned in 
SCT,’persons behave in accordance with social norms’ (Coleman, 1990, 
p. 241); therefore, the existence of norms also shapes supply chain re
lationships. For example, norms prevent social groups from hurting one 
another because this is seen as being socially wrong. Another important 
element is trust, which refers to the assurance that one party in a (supply 
chain) relationship will not harm the other. Trust and trustworthiness 
behaviours are vital lubricants of the social system (Granovetter, 2017; 
Putnam, 2000), and a lack of trust weakens relationships between social 
members. 

Finally, cognitive capital in a social organisation is manifested 
through the comprehension and sharing of codes, languages, culture, 
narratives and value within that organisation or among supply chain 
members (Inkpen and Tsang, 2005; Tsai and Ghoshal, 1998). This 
sharing relates to the collective goals and aspirations of supply chain 
members as well as support for the building of corporate identity and the 
proximity of social groups. Such a perspective leads to long-term 
commitment (Paluri and Mishal, 2020), which turns into cognitive 
capital, as the commitment between social members leads to a deep 
understanding of why relationships exist and how they contribute to 
compatible collective goals within supply chain relationships (Villena 
et al., 2011). This dimension represents the learning ability of in
dividuals and organisations toward a better SCM. 

In all dimensions of social capital (i.e. cognitive, structural and 
relational), trust, reliability and norms are essential to developing re
lationships. These values facilitate social engagement and cooperative 
behaviour within social communities (Uzzi, 1996; Woolcock, 2007). 
However, a lack of trust is a barrier to collaboration in a social organi
sation (Walker et al., 2008). According to Putnam (2000), social net
works and the norms of reciprocity facilitate cooperative behaviour on 
the part of individuals. Based on this understanding, SCT can be used to 

Fig. 1. The three dimensions of social capital. Source: Own creation.  
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explain SCS practices because it (1) explains cooperative behaviours 
practised by supply chain members and (2) represents a crucial social 
theory producing values from relational interactions related to the ca
pacity to build knowledge and networks. Therefore, SCT explains 
managerial components of the supply chain structure. 

2.3. Social capital theory within supply chain sustainability 

Two main studies represent the landmark in the use of social capital 
theory in operations management (OM), which generates the starting 
debate toward SCS. First, Nahapiet and Ghoshal (1998) explained the 
connections between the three dimensions of social capital (i.e. struc
tural, cognitive and relational), intellectual capital and building a 
business’ organisational advantage. Then, Tsai and Ghoshal (1998) 
empirically tested three dimensions of social capital with resource ex
change, value creation and innovation performance in multi-company 
sites in North America, Europe, and Asia. These studies represented 
how to use social capital in other operational analyses. However, in the 
beginning studies, the three SCT dimensions were viewed in a linear 
configuration (disregarding the relationship between cognitive and 
structural capital) as it allowed individuals to analyse these dimensions 
based on traditional SCM practices and performance. 

In studies on OM literature, social capital has been used to improve 
supply chain performance (Carey et al., 2011b; Gelderman et al., 2016; 

Matthews and Marzec, 2011; Tsai and Ghoshal, 1998). However, such a 
performance is not only related to economic/financial outcomes once 
sustainability/environmental performance becomes part of SCM. 
Table 1 summarises the SCS practices identified in the literature and 
related supply chain performance improved. As can be observed, in 
practice, the use of SCT is restricted to analyses of buyer–supplier re
lationships (Gelderman et al., 2016; Matthews and Marzec, 2011), 
which are more commonly used in SCM (Matthews and Marzec, 2011) 
than SCS (Chen et al., 2017). 

As observed in the SCS literature, recent studies have explored the 
relationship between SCT and SCS. For instance, while Lu et al. (2018) 
pointed out that social networks, as an element of structural capital, are 
directly related to SCS, Gölgeci et al. (2019) stated that collaboration 
between SC members directly impacts environmental performance. 
Silva et al. (2022) found that social capital can strengthen the social 
sustainability performance of micro and small enterprise supply chains. 
Recently, Silva et al. (2023) demonstrated that cultural elements can 
foster opportunistic behaviours along the supply chain, which affects the 
relationship between individuals and structure. Based on these articles, 
we can understand that the integration between SCT and SCS would 
produce similar SCS practices and processes as in traditional SCM 
research. Therefore, SCS practices are good strategic and operational 
choices for businesses seeking to achieve sustainability. According to 
Dias et al. (2023), the relationship between SCT and SCS must be seen 

Table 1 
An overview of the use of SCT in supply chain relationship studies.  

Article Social Capital 
Dimensions 

Main Contribution Practice SCM Performance 

Villena, Revilla and 
Choi (2011) 

Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

Social capital in a collaborative BSR positively affects buyer 
performance, resulting in reduced opportunistic behaviour on 
the part of suppliers. 

Collaboration Organisational 
performance 

Carey, Lawson and 
Krause (2011a) 

Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

Legal bonds moderate the relationship between relational 
capital and performance outcomes. The buyer–supplier 
exchange occurs through cooperation and collaboration. 

Cooperation and collaboration Organisational 
performance 

Li, Ye and Sheu (2014) Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

Relational and cognitive capital have a positive influence on 
information sharing. Structural capital has an indirect effect on 
information sharing through relational and cognitive capital. 

Information Sharing Organisational 
performance 

Lee (2015) Structural and 
relational capital 

The use of accumulated social capital in green supply chain 
management contributes to environmental and operational 
performance in the supply chain. 

Collaboration Environmental and 
operational 
performance 

Whipple, Wiedmer and 
Boyer (2015) 

Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

The internal collaborative process without external social 
capital is insufficient to develop operational performance on 
relationships. The internal and external social capital develops 
operational performance for the relationship. 

Collaboration Operational 
performance 

Lu et al. (2018) Structural capital Networks increase the flow of supply chain capital and trust 
between SC members, thus facilitating the implementation of 
sustainable SCM. 

Trust and collaboration Sustainability 
outcomes 

Handoko, Bresnen and 
Nugroho (2018) 

Relational capital Social capital based on the integration between businesses 
influences the exchange of knowledge in supply chain. 

Resource exchange Organisational 
performance 

Kilubi and Rogers 
(2018) 

Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

Five capabilities (organisational, technological and innovative, 
learning and exploitation, complementary and network and 
partnership capabilities) positively impact organisational 
performance (i.e. flexibility responsiveness). 

Collaboration Organisational 
performance 

Gölgeci et al. (2019) Relational capital Relational capital and environmental collaboration contribute 
to the development of social capital and environmental 
performance. 

Collaboration Environmental 
performance 

Chowdhury, Lau and 
Pittayachawan 
(2019) 

Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

The three dimensions of social capital reduce operational supply 
risk management. 

Collaboration, resource exchange 
and information sharing 

Operational 
performance 

Alghababsheh and 
Gallear (2021) 

Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

Relational and cognitive capital improve the positive impact of 
collaboration practices in buyer − supplier social relationships. 

Collaboration Organisational 
performance 

Ayesha Wadood et al. 
(2022) 

Structural Capital The Network size moderates positively the social sustainability. Network Sustainability 
outcomes 

Silva et al.(2023) Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

The cognitive and relational capital are related to experience 
and agency elements, and structural capital and opportunistic 
behaviours. 

Collaboration, resource exchange 
and information sharing 

Sustainability 
outcomes 

Dias et al. (2023) Structural, cognitive 
and relational 
capital 

Microfoundations of social capital operationalise SCS practices 
to improve Sustainability outcomes. 

Cooperation, Coordination, 
Collaboration, resource exchange 
and information sharing 

Sustainability 
outcomes 

Source: Own creation based on cited references. 
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from microfoundations. This perspective allows a better comprehension 
of social capital but still lacks an explanation on how to link SCT and SCS 
practices. 

Practices represent a direct relationship to values of social capital, 
including those related to cooperation (Carey et al., 2011a; Cheng et al., 
2012; Fan and Stevenson, 2018; Johnston et al., 2004), information 
sharing (Li et al., 2014; Min et al., 2008) and resource exchange (Min 
et al., 2008). For example, the structural dimension is likely to improve 
the exchange of resources (Min et al., 2008; Roy et al., 2018), and the 
cognitive dimension can improve information sharing (Li et al., 2014) 
towards SCS. Thus, these SCS practices can be improved regarding any 
of three dimensions of social capital and centrally related to their 
interconnection. As already mentioned, collaboration is the core prac
tice of SCS and can be improved by three dimensions of social capital (e. 
g. Kilubi and Rogers, 2018; Villena et al., 2011). Collaboration supports 
the improvement of supply chain performance, such as operational 
performance (Min et al., 2008; Shin et al., 2019), strategic performance 
(Shin et al., 2019) and sustainability performance (Lu et al., 2018). 
Although our focus is on TBL + sustainability outcome (i.e. economic, 
social, environmental, cultural, and institutional), the relationship be
tween SCS practices and performance should consider the social 
engagement generated by SCT. 

The relationship between SCT dimensions and SCM is frequently 
analysed by mathematical modelling through a direct correlation be
tween these variables (Matthews and Marzec, 2011). However, when 
focused on SCS practices, other associations must be done. Table 2 
shows the relationship between SCT and SCS practices, which is un
derdeveloped and somewhat incoherent once it is not possible to know 
how the relations among dimensions occurred and which social values 
are presented among them. 

The constant focus on a linear configuration of social capital 
(Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998; Tsai and Ghoshal, 1998) and the pre
dominant use of quantitative analyses (Matthews and Marzec, 2011), for 
example, hinders a better comprehension of how SCS practices are built 
from social capital or how social capital corroborates toward such SCS 
practices. The relationship between SCT and SCM is thus barely pre
sented in the literature through consistent connections between di
mensions. For similarity, the relationship between SCT and SCS 
practices (i.e. cooperation, coordination, collaboration, information 
sharing and resource exchange) presents solid and positive performance 
results. Although it is not clear by literature the role of each practice, 

cooperation and collaboration can promote better engagement of the 
supply chain members. Resource exchange and information sharing are 
practices that are promoted by collaboration (Gölgeci et al., 2019). 
Coordination is a practice little studied by literature. However, this 
practice represents the alignment and adjustment of the social member 
for action (Gulati et al., 2012). Thus, knowing that sustainability is a 
supply chain commitment, these practices represent a way for perfor
mance and social engagement among supply chain members. 

According to Hughes and Perrons (2011), social capital should not be 
developed linearly as portrayed in prior investigations in this area but 
instead must be formed through a series of complex interactions among 
the three dimensions of social capital. Li et al. (2014) held the same 
position, demonstrating a positive relation between social interaction 
(structural capital) and shared view (cognitive capital). 

Complementarily, regarding the linear relationship between SCT and 
SCS. For example, it is not possible to discern how SCS practices are 
ordered in social engagement once collaboration and cooperation are 
treated as equivalents in the traditional SCM literature. Therefore, as 
collaboration and cooperation are manifested at the same level of SCS 
practice, the supply chain relationship does not reflect the relationships 
between different coordination instances among other SCS practices. 
Uncovering confusion in the literature is essential to comprehend how 
supply chain relationships emerge according to SCT. The deepening of 
SCT is necessary for a better comprehension of the relationship between 
SCT and SCS as much as it is for evading any direct relationship between 
conceptual approaches. Based on the clarification of the existing liter
ature, the next section develops a conceptual framework to clarify the 
contributions of social capital to SCS practices. 

3. Methodological insights 

This paper is essentially theoretical. Using an iterative process, it is 
focused on theory-building (Meredith, 2004) based on acts of ‘disci
plined imagination’ (Weick, 1999). The iterative process is designed to 
build an understanding of the descriptions (interactions) of the parts of 
the model developed (Meredith, 2004). The theory building is naturally 
synthesised from previous research, and the validity occurs from rec
ognising the intuitive process (Meredith, 2004). In doing this, the 
quality of the checking any previous research appropriate permits the 
reliability of the text (Aguinis and Solarino, 2019) and their replicability 
from deductive tests and replication (Aguinis and Solarino, 2019; Pratt 
et al., 2020). To develop our conceptual study, we followed the sug
gestions of Skilton (2011), who argues that more theory is needed for 
SCM based on three categories (i.e. clarification, differentiation and 
illustration). First, we pursued clarification. Our conceptual framework 
is grounded in the extant literature to explore previous insights and 
build a theory on how SCT can contribute to SCS practices. We, therefore 
followed Skilton’s (2011) recommendation to conduct differentiation 
and illustration. The following sections are responsible to demonstrate 
our theorisation process. 

4. Reviewing the role of social capital to SCS practices 

The role of social capital in supply chain relationships can be rep
resented by multiple values (e.g. commitment, trust, reciprocity, and 
network), which generates improved SCS practices and, consequently, 
enhanced SCS outcomes. Fig. 2 illustrates (1) what SCS practices (i.e. 
coordination, cooperation, information sharing, resources exchange and 
collaboration) affect SCS outcomes, (2) why SCS orientation becomes 
central to shaping SCS relationships, and (3) how social capital values 
across these SCS practices are guiding supply chain members. To this 
end, we proposed a set of propositions that support a comprehensive 
understanding of our main arguments. 

As depicted in Fig. 2, although social capital values occur in a shift 
from the meso level (i.e. firms) to the macro level (i.e. supply chain), 
each individual brings personal characteristics (i.e. micro level; 

Table 2 
The relationship between SCT and SCS practices.  

Social capital 
dimensions 

SCS practices References 

Relational 
capital 

Cooperation Carey, Lawson and Krause (2011b); Cheng, 
Yip and Yeung (2012); Fan and Stevenson 
(2018); Johnston et al. (2004); Dias et al. 
(2023). 

Collaboration Carey, Lawson and Krause (2011b); 
Gölgeci et al. (2019); Kilubi and Rogers 
(2018); Whipple, Wiedmer and Boyer 
(2015); Alghababsheh and Gallear (2021); 
Silva et al.(2023); Dias et al.(2023). 

Information 
Sharing 

Li, Ye and Sheu (2014); Min, Kim and Chen 
(2008); Dias et al.(2023). 

Structural 
capital 

Collaboration Bernardes (2010); Lu et al. (2018); 
Alghababsheh and Gallear (2021); Silva 
et al.(2023); Dias et al.(2023) 

Resource 
Exchange 

Min, Kim and Chen (2008); Roy, 
Schoenherr and Charan (2018); Dias et al. 
(2023). 

Cognitive 
capital 

Collaboration Fan and Stevenson (2018); Alghababsheh 
and Gallear (2021); Silva et al.(2023); Dias 
et al.(2023). 

Information 
Sharing 

Li, Ye and Sheu (2014); Dias et al.(2023). 

Source: Own creation based on cited references. 
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Coleman, 1990). Based on this shift, one reason to link SCT and SCS is 
that social and cultural elements can shape the society’s (here related to 
supply chain) vision and adaptability capacity (Putnam, 2000). Overall, 
the Fig. 2 clarifies existing literature, as it focuses on direct relations 
between social capital dimensions and supply chain performance (e.g., 
relational capital generates better supply chain outcomes; Fan and Ste
venson (2018)). In this study, we argue that SCT dimensions have a 
different role for SCS. Indeed, our theoretical argumentation shows that 
social capital values complementarily support supply chain members to 
better SCS outcomes. 

In this context, the starting point of our proposal relies on SCS 
orientation. Often, the literature addresses such an orientation in terms 
of TBL and SCM (e.g., Beske and Seuring, 2014), because SCS orientation 
can shape supply chain relationships (Pagell and Wu, 2009). We 
corroborate Pagell and Wu (2009) concerning the importance of 
commitment for SCS orientation; however, we argue that commitment is 
a stronger value than simply connected with top management interest 
for sustainability. In this study, commitment is defined as a social capital 
value in which firms should mobilise their cognitive capital for sus
tainability. The cognitive capital is represented here by sharing codes, 
language and narratives linked with sustainability. Therefore, we argue 
that TBL+ (i.e. social, economic, environmental, institutional and cul
tural dimensions of sustainability) becomes central to SCS orientation 
because it does not focus on general outcomes but includes, for example, 
local traditions as part of the commitment to SCS (see Fritz and Silva, 
2018). 

As noted in Fig. 2, commitment intensifies supply chain relationships 
and prompts actions between individuals/firms (Lin, 2001; Putnam, 
2000). Therefore, a firm’s commitment to sustainability in terms of TBL 
+ can lead to trust, another social capital value. This occurs because 
commitment is aligned with “[firm’s] culture and goals within [its] re
lationships” (Villena et al., 2011, p. 563). Based on these argumenta
tions, the following is proposed: 

P1. Firm’s commitment to sustainability (i.e. TBL + ) in supply chains is 
likely to trigger trust and, consequently, stronger engagement for SCS 
practices. 

The existence of commitment for SCS orientation exists in a strategic 
purpose for firms (Beske and Seuring, 2014). Therefore, this commit
ment supports initial SCS practices from sharing codes, languages and 
narratives oriented to sustainability. We understand that cognitive 
capital can help firms to develop trust between individuals/firms, which 
promotes social cohesion (Lin, 2001). Because commitment represents 
the motivation to cooperate (Lin, 2001) and facilitates coordination 
among supply chain members (Shin et al., 2019), Fig. 2 shows that SCS 
orientation shapes SCS practices. The framework explains that trust, as a 
social capital value, has an important role towards coordination and 
cooperation. This occurs because trust and posteriorly reciprocity are 
key components in building supply chain relationships over time 
(Granovetter, 1983; Tsai and Ghoshal, 1998; Villena et al., 2011). Ac
cording to SCT, cooperation and coordination result from trust (Putnam, 
2000) and are therefore practised through relational capital. Based on 
this, the following is proposed: 

P2. Coordination and cooperation practices rely on the existing level of 
trust among supply chain members for SCS. 

We argue that trust is not limited to the firm level, as it also has an 
influence on how the networks are built. SCM literature points out co
ordination and cooperation practices related to firm level, as they rely 
on trust and orientation. Moreover, these SCS practices have connec
tions with other practices. While Gulati et al. (2012) argue cooperation 
and coordination support collaboration, Beske and Seuring (2014) 
define them as precondition of collaboration. However, we claim that 
cooperation and coordination also connect, even indirectly, with infor
mation sharing and resource exchange practices. Despite this under
standing, we define coordination and coordination as initial practices 
for sustainability, as they are shown in the firm-level support. The high 
social engagement based on trust and reciprocity among firm members 
promotes more coordination and cooperation for sustainability. The 
reciprocity among members promotes information sharing and resource 
exchange. At the supply chain level, the network supports interaction 
among firms, and reciprocity promotes better engagement among them. 
Additionally, information sharing and resource exchange reduce bridges 

Fig. 2. An Integrative approach of social Capital and SCS Practices. Source: Own creation based on theory building.  
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(distance) between networks (Burt, 2004; Lin, 2001). Following this 
rationale, we propose: 

P3. The reciprocity value of social capital associated with coordination 
and cooperation practices for SCS is vital to generating collaboration, 
information sharing and resource exchange. 
P4. Coordination and cooperation practices are likely to generate infor
mation sharing and resource exchange for SCS. 

Information sharing, resource exchange and collaboration are cen
tral practices for SCS outcomes as they occur at the supply chain level 
(see Fig. 2). These SCS practices arise among independent firms (Min 
et al., 2005; Stank et al., 2001) but are influenced by reciprocity as a 
social capital value. Therefore, reciprocity is considered a social norm. 
Social norms are the principles that people acknowledge or admit, 
follow (or not) and are appropriate (Granovetter, 2017). In this context, 
reciprocity norms are represented by values such as solidarity, mutu
ality, honesty and flexibility (Putnam, 2000). Collaboration is estab
lished by trust and reciprocity among members of networks; thus, it is 
impossible to collaborate without trust and reciprocity. Collaboration 
promotes engagement, while information sharing and resource ex
change promote the changes among supply chain members, but they 
cannot be dissociated from each other due to relational capital. The 
more SCS practices are developed, the stronger the collaboration among 
supply chain members because it relates to information sharing and 
resource exchange (Lu et al., 2018). Following this rationale, we 
propose: 

P5. The existence of a network among supply chain members owing to 
information sharing and resource exchange will boost collaboration as a 
SCS practice. 

The strengthening of collaboration interconnected with information 
sharing and resource exchange promotes enhanced SCS outcomes. 
Gölgeci et al. (2019) stated that collaboration is more significant and 
more efficient when members of a supply chain form close relationships. 
As shown in Fig. 2, collaboration is represented as the main SCS practice 
that influences the outcomes. For SCS literature, collaboration has a 
special significance because it promotes social engagement at the supply 
chain level. Once the collaboration represents a central construct 
establishment by information sharing and resource exchange. Although 
information sharing and resource exchange can be considered practices, 
the collaboration summarising the exchange’s action on the supply 
chain level. Based on these arguments, we propose: 

P6. The combination of different SCS practices generating collaboration 
will enhance SCS outcomes due to the high level of social capital among 
supply chain members. 

Once SCS orientation leads to different SCS practices, tacit and 
explicit knowledge are acquired and distributed over time, this occurs 
owing to the strong social capital among supply chain members gener
ating supply chain learning (Leana and Buren, 2015; Vachon and Klas
sen, 2008). Towards enhanced SCS practices, collaboration for SCS 
promotes continuous and mutual learning across firms and supply 
chains. As shown in Fig. 2, supply chain learning is a result of learning 
loops (Silvestre, 2015) between SCS orientation and collaboration. In 
this context, knowledge is constantly shared from new languages, codes, 
and narratives, that is reinforcing the commitment value. Supply chain 
learning refers to the capacity of organisations across the same inter- 
organisational relationship to learn from knowledge practice (Kraatz, 
1998; Pereira et al., 2021). Thus, knowledge is transferred to supply 
chain members, generating new commitments through sharing new 
codes, languages and narratives relating to cognitive social capital 
(Kraatz, 1998). For instance, sustainability knowledge can be produced 
in the supplier context and crosses the firm-level boundaries to ensure 
SCS among supply chain members (Pereira et al., 2021). Thus, the 
relationship between SCT and SCS is a cyclic system underpinned by 
learning. Therefore, the following propositions are raised: 

P7. Supply chain learning is essential to cognitive, relational, and struc
tural capital leading social capital build and supporting SCS practices. 

Overall, Fig. 2 illustrates the social capital role of SCS, which goes 
beyond simple direct relationships by combining social capital values 
and SCS practices. The existence of cognitive, relational, and structural 
capital across SCS practices demonstrates that indeed, SCS orientation is 
the starting point due to its capacity to influence on SCS outcomes. 
Social capital is continuous and needs to be strengthened to produce the 
best SCS practices, which rely on supply chain learning. In this frame
work, all SCS practices are represented by constructs, while social cap
ital values are the needed variables. This differs from the literature 
demonstrating our originality and contribution. This paper announced 
opening the black box of the relationship between SCT and SCS. 

Based on these propositions, applying SCT to SCS is possible due to 
an existing closed system based on commitment, trust, reciprocity, and 
networks. The dimensions of social capital are interrelated to improve 
SCS. The cyclic system of SCT and SCS is corroborated by the findings of 
Hughes and Perrons (2011) and Li et al. (2014). Although cyclic, the 
propositions presented show that the SCS is related directly to the social 
engagement of supply chain members. By offering this conceptual model 
and a set of propositions, this paper provides insights to scholars and 
practitioners on what is the role of social capital in SCS practice. 

5. Discussions 

This study elaborates theory on how SCT contributes to enhancing 
SCS practices among supply chain members. We address several 
knowledge gaps and provide a conceptual framework (see Fig. 2) to 
clarify our understanding of how a sequence of SCS practices can be 
developed from social capital. The framework proposes that sustain
ability is achieved initially by a commitment between TBL + and SCM, 
generating the so-called orientation toward sustainability. This supply 
chain orientation is achieved by sharing codes, languages, and narra
tives in cognitive, social capital. Relationships of trust and reciprocity (i. 
e. social norms) give rise to cooperation and coordination and, conse
quently, to collaboration in an effort to achieve sustainability outcomes 
among supply chain members. Strong relationships based on trust and a 
business’s capacity to form networks improve collaboration, informa
tion sharing and resource exchange, which are necessary elements to 
improve SCS outcomes. Therefore, theoretical, and practical implica
tions were identified with this conceptual paper. 

5.1. Theoretical implications 

This study showed how leading SCS practices (i.e. cooperation, co
ordination, collaboration, resource exchange and information sharing) 
are formed from supply chain members’ relationships. This led us to the 
first theoretical contribution. Although SCS practices have broadly 
approached buyer–supplier relationships, we provide a set of proposi
tions that will support further studies to use SCT to study SCS using 
supply chain and network perspectives. Through our paper, we show 
insights for multiple types of research, which differ from existing studies 
that have presented such a relationship quantitatively, using correla
tions between SCM and SCT (e.g. Carey and Lawson, 2011; Johnson 
et al., 2013; Roden and Lawson, 2014; Whipple et al., 2015). Identifying 
that sustainability outcome cannot be reached from a direct relationship 
between SCM and SCT, this study provides its first contribution. 

The second theoretical contribution relates to the lack of under
standing of how SCS practices could be developed. Through our con
ceptual framework, we demonstrate that these practices occur 
systematically due to SCT values such as commitment, trust, social 
norms, and networks. Throughout Section 4, this paper shows that, 
unlike extant literature, there is a cyclic system connecting the mobilised 
constructs. Such a cyclic system is interconnected by supply chain 
learning among supply chain members. Therefore, increasing social 
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capital produces better sustainability outcomes in different dimensions, 
which connects to TBL+ (Fritz and Silva, 2018). For instance, Fig. 2 
makes a significant conceptual contribution because we better under
stand how SCS practices are formed and interrelated to improve SCS 
outcomes. In doing so, we argued that different from what is often 
claimed, cooperation and collaboration are not similar practices but 
complementary ones. 

Finally, this paper showed that SCS practices are built deliberately, 
not randomly, through social values formed from relationships between 
individuals and companies. We demonstrate the shift from firm to sup
ply chain level, which is underdeveloped. Our theory building reveals 
insights on how SCS practices come after the development of collective 
engagement of supply chain members. Unlike what exists in the litera
ture, we show that a direct relationship between trust and collaboration 
is not possible (i.e. Carey et al., 2011a; Cheng et al., 2012; Fan and 
Stevenson, 2018; Johnston et al., 2004), as it involves cognitive ele
ments such as language, codes and narratives, that is, the communica
tive element of the interpersonal relationship. Having a strong 
commitment and orientation supports that networks can emerge to 
trigger supply chain learning. 

5.2. Managerial implications 

To provide the final category suggested by Skilton (2011), we pro
pose managerial contributions as part of our illustration of how our 
conceptual framework can help SCM. Therefore, the identification of 
SCS practices from social capital permits, for example, the diagnosis of 
potential failures by shedding light on how it happened. For example, 
collaboration for sustainability among businesses can emerge from low 
commitment, poor trust, and little capacity to generate networks be
tween supply chain members. Businesses can reinforce their commit
ment to sustainability and improve the development of collaboration to 
strengthen trust by means such as better organisational communication, 
contracts, and commercial agreements. To strengthen relationships 
among supply chain members, businesses can designate more meeting 
spaces and promote workshops with their commercial partners. The 
practical applicability of the framework previously presented goes 
beyond the buyer–supplier relationship to show not just the correlations 
among variables but also to explain how these practices can be formed 
from social capital. Therefore, managers can better identify how their 
firms are connected to SCS practices. 

6. Conclusions 

Throughout this conceptual paper, we were able to demonstrate how 
SCT contributes to SCS practice. Our original theoretical framework 
shows that SCM practices are developed from the social capital formed 
with a focus on SCS. We showed that orientation for sustainability oc
curs by sharing of codes, languages, and narratives on cognitive social 
capital dimensions. Additionally, we noted that trust and reciprocity are 
developed through cooperation, coordination and collaboration for 
sustainability among supply chain members. Based on these elements, 
we address the research questions by showing that social capital is 
essential to understand both social engagement among supply chain 
members and its contribution to SCS performance. 

As a limitation of this research, we highlight that the leadership 
practices and the supply chain members’ empowerment were not 
considered due to our focus on SCT. Future research can consider the 
inclusion of these elements. Identifying the activities developed in the 
supply chain that facilitate the improvement of the SCS practices rep
resents other practical applications of the framework. A comparative 
study of at least two focal companies can explore different social ac
tivities that would improve SCS practices among businesses. Another 
limitation of this paper is that the framework takes an optimistic view of 
social capital and its benefits; however, it is possible that a relationship 
based on strong trust can also give rise to conflict and enable 

opportunistic behaviours on the part of individuals. Future research 
should examine this darker side of the link between SCT and SCS. 

Based on this, new studies can apply our set of propositions to learn 
about SCS practices under the lens of social capital. Additionally, to 
identify the main elements of building SCS practices and the factors that 
cause the misconduct of this practice, the proposed framework is useful. 
Furthermore, we understand that the dimensions of social capital and 
SCS practices can suffer from the influence of cultural differences. Thus, 
new studies can investigate the effect of the cultural aspects on the social 
capital dimensions and SCS practices. In the end, practical studies that 
improve solutions toward more social engagement need to be consid
ered within supply chain relationships. A learning perspective can also 
be developed to better engage SCT with different parts of supply chains. 
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Bubicz, M.E.M.E., Barbosa-Póvoa, A.P.F.D., Carvalho, A., Bubicz, M.E.M.E., Paula, A., 
Dias, F., 2019. Incorporating social aspects in sustainable supply chains: Trends and 
future directions. J. Clean. Prod. 237, 1–35. 

Burt, R.S., 2004. Structural Holes and Good Ideas. Am. J. Sociol. 110 (2), 349–399. 

G.P. Dias et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0055


Cleaner Logistics and Supply Chain 11 (2024) 100151

9

Carey, S., Lawson, B., 2011. Governance and Social Capital Formation in Buyer-Supplier 
Relationships Governance and Social Capital Formation in Supplier Relationships. 
Journal of Manufacturing Tecnology Management 22 (2), 152–170. 

Carey, S., Lawson, B., Krause, D.R., 2011a. Social capital configuration, legal bonds and 
performance in buyer – supplier relationships. J. Oper. Manag. 29, 277–288. 

Carey, S., Lawson, B., Krause, D.R., 2011b. Social capital configuration, legal bonds and 
performance in buyer-supplier relationships. J. Oper. Manag. 29 (4), 277–288. 

Carter, C.R., Hatton, M.R., Wu, C., Chen, X., 2019. Sustainable supply chain 
management: continuing evolution and future directions. Int. J. Phys. Distrib. Logist. 
Manag. 50 (1), 122–146. 

Chen, L., Zhao, X., Tang, O., Price, L., Zhang, S., Zhu, W., 2017. Supply chain 
collaboration for sustainability: A literature review and future research agenda. Int. 
J. Prod. Econ. 194, 73–87. 

Cheng, T.C.E., Yip, F.K., Yeung, A.C.L., 2012. Supply risk management via guanxi in the 
Chinese business context : The buyer’s perspective. Int. J. Prod. Econ., Elsevier 139 
(1), 3–13. 

Chowdhury, P., Lau, K.H., Pittayachawan, S., 2019. Operational supply risk mitigation of 
SME and its impact on operational performance: A social capital perspective. Int. J. 
Oper. Prod. Manag. 39 (4), 478–502. 

Coleman, J.S., 1990. Foundations of Social Theory, Vol. 69. Harvard University Press 
available at:https://doi.org/10.2307/2579680.  

Das, D., 2017. Development and validation of a scale for measuring Sustainable Supply 
Chain Management practices and performance. J. Clean. Prod., Elsevier Ltd 164, 
1344–1362. 

Dias, G.P., Silva, M.E., 2022. Revealing performance factors for supply chain 
sustainability: A systematic literature review from a social capital perspective. 
Brazilian Journal of Operations & Production Management 19 (1) available at: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.14488/BJOPM.2021.037.  

Dias, G.P., Silva, M.E., Gold, S., 2023. Microfoundations of supply chain sustainability 
practices: A social capital perspective. Int. J. Prod. Econ., Elsevier 263, 108947. 

Elkington, J., 2018. 25 years ago I coined the phrase ‘Triple Bottom Line’. Here’s why it’s 
time to rethink it. Harv. Bus. Rev. June. 

Fan, Y., Stevenson, M., 2018. Reading on and between the lines : risk identification in 
collaborative and adversarial buyer – supplier relationships. Supply Chain 
Management: an International Journal 23 (4), 351–376. 

Fritz, M.M.C., Silva, M.E., 2018. Exploring supply chain sustainability research in Latin 
America. Int. J. Phys. Distrib. Logist. Manag. 48 (8), 818–841. 

Gelderman, C.J., Semeijn, J., Mertschuweit, P.P., 2016. The impact of social capital and 
technological uncertainty on strategic performance : The supplier perspective. 
J. Purch. Supply Manag. 22 (3), 225–234. 

Gold, S., Schleper, M.C., 2017. A pathway towards true sustainability: A recognition 
foundation of sustainable supply chain management. Eur. Manag. J., Elsevier Ltd 35 
(4), 425–429. 

Gold, S., Seuring, S., Beske, P., 2009. (2010), “Sustainable Supply Chain Management 
and Inter-Organizational Resources: A Literature Review”. Corp. Soc. Respon. 
Environ. Manag. 17 (July), 230–245. 

Gölgeci, I., Gligor, D.M., Tatoglu, E., Ayaz, O., 2019. A relational view of environmental 
performance : What role do environmental collaboration and cross-functional 
alignment play ? J. Bus. Res., Elsevier 96, 35–46. 

Govindan, K., Shaw, M., Majumdar, A., 2021. Social sustainability tensions in multi-tier 
supply chain: A systematic literature review towards conceptual framework 
development. J. Clean. Prod., Elsevier 279, 123075. 

Granovetter, M., 1983. The Strength of Weak Ties : A Network Theory Revisited. 
American Sociological Association 1 (1983), 201–233. 

Granovetter, M., 2000a. Economic Sociology at the Millenium. Stanford University Press. 
Granovetter, M., 2017. Society and Economy : Framework and Principles, 1st ed. 

Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.  
Granovetter, M. (2000b), “A Theoretical Agenda for Economic Sociology”, … New 

Economic Sociology: Developments in an …, pp. 1–30. 
Gulati, R., Wohlgezogen, F., Zhelyazkov, P., 2012. The Two Facets of Collaboration: 

Cooperation and Coordination in Strategic Alliances. Acad. Manag. Ann. 6 (1), 
531–583. 

Handoko, I., Bresnen, M., Nugroho, Y., 2018. Knowledge exchange and social capital in 
supply chains. Int. J. Oper. Prod. Manag. 38 (1), 90–108. 

Hong, J., Zhang, Y., Ding, M., 2018. Sustainable supply chain management practices, 
supply chain dynamic capabilities, and enterprise performance. J. Clean. Prod., 
Elsevier Ltd 172, 3508–3519. 

Hughes, M. and Perrons, R.K. (2011), “Shaping and re-shaping social capital in buyer – 
supplier relationships”, Journal of Business Research, Elsevier Inc., Vol. 64, pp. 
164–171. 

Inkpen, A.C., Tsang, E.W.K., 2005. Social Capial Networks and Knowledge Transfer. 
Academy of Management Reviewt 30 (1), 146–165. 

Johnson, N., Elliott, D., Drake, P., 2013. Exploring the role of social capital in facilitating 
supply chain resilience. Supply Chain Management: an International Journal 18 (3), 
324–336. 

Johnston, D.A., McCutcheon, D.M., Stuart, F.I., Kerwood, H., 2004. Effects of supplier 
trust on performance of cooperative supplier relationships. J. Oper. Manag. 22 (1), 
23–38. 

Kilubi, I., Rogers, H., 2018. Bridging the gap between supply chain risk management and 
strategic technology partnering capabilities : insights from social capital theory. 
Supply Chain Management: an International Journal 23 (4), 351–376. 

Kraatz, M.S., 1998. Learning by association? Interorganizational networks and 
adaptation to environmental change. Acad. Manag. J. 41 (6), 621–643. 

Leana, C., Buren, H.J.V., 2015. Organizational Social Capital and Employment Practices. 
Acad. Manag. Rev. Vol. 24 No. August, 538–555. 

Lee, S.Y., 2015. The effects of green supply chain management on the supplier’s 
performance through social capital accumulation. Supply Chain Manag. 20 (1), 
42–55. 

Li, Y., Ye, F., Sheu, C., 2014. Social capital, information sharing and performance 
Evidence from China. Int. J. Oper. Prod. Manag. 34 (11), 1440–1462. 

Lin, N., 1999. Building a Network Theory of Social Capital. Connections 22 (1), 28–51. 
Lin, N., 2001. Social Capital: A Theory of Social Structure and Action. Cambridge 

University Press. 
Lu, H.E., Potter, A., Rodrigues, V.S., Walker, H., Lu, H.E., Potter, A., 2018. Exploring 

sustainable supply chain management: a social network perspective. Supply Chain 
Management: an International Journal 23 (4), 522–541. 

Marshall, D., Mccarthy, L., Mcgrath, P., Claudy, M., 2015. Going above and beyond : 
How sustainability culture and entrepreneurial orientation drive social sustainability 
supply chain practice adoption. Supply Chain Management: an International Journal 
20 (4), 434–454. 

Martins, C.L., Pato, M.V., 2019. Supply chain sustainability: A tertiary literature review. 
J. Clean. Prod., Elsevier 225, 995–1016. 

Matthews, R.L., Marzec, P.E., 2011. Social capital, a theory for operations management: 
a systematic review of the evidence. Int. J. Prod. Res. 50 (24), 7081–7099. 

Matthews, L., Power, D., Touboulic, A., Marques, L., 2016. Building Bridges: Toward 
Alternative Theory of Sustainable Supply Chain Management. J. Supply Chain 
Manag., Blackwell Publishing Ltd 52 (1), 82–94. 

Meredith, J., 2004. Theory Building through Conceptual Methods. Int. J. Oper. Prod. 
Manag. 13 (5), 3–11. 

Min, S., Roath, A.S., Daugherty, P.J., Genchev, S.E., Chen, H., Arndt, A.D., Glenn 
Richey, R., 2005. Supply chain collaboration: What’s happening? The International 
Journal of Logistics Management 16 (2), 237–256. 

Min, S., Kim, S.K., Chen, H., 2008. Developing Social Identity and Social Capital for 
Supply Chain Management. J. Bus. Logist. 29 (1), 283–304. 

Montabon, F., Pagell, M., Wu, Z., 2016. Making Sustainability Sustainable. J. Supply 
Chain Manag. 52 (2), 11–27. 

Nahapiet, J., Ghoshal, S., 1998. Social Capital, Intellectual Capital, and the 
Organizational Advantage. Acad. Manag. Rev. 23 (2), 242–266. 

Pagell, M., Shevchenko, A., 2014. Why research in sustainable supply chain management 
should have no future. J. Supply Chain Manag. 50 (1), 44–55. 

Pagell, M., Wu, Z., 2009. Building a More Complete Theory of Sustainable Supply Chain 
Management Using Case Studies of 10 Exemplars. J. Supply Chain Manag. 45 (2), 
37–56. 

Paluri, R.A., Mishal, A., 2020. Trust and commitment in supply chain management: a 
systematic review of literature. Benchmarking, Emerald Group Holdings Ltd. 27 
(10), 2831–2862. 

Pereira, M.M.O., Silva, M.E., Hendry, L.C., 2021. Supply chain sustainability learning: 
the COVID-19 impact on emerging economy suppliers. Supply Chain Manag., 
Emerald Group Holdings Ltd. 26 (6), 715–736. 

Pratt, M.G., Kaplan, S., Whittington, R., 2020. The Tumult over Transparency: 
Decoupling Transparency from Replication in Establishing Trustworthy Qualitative 
Research*. Adm. Sci. Q., SAGE Publications Ltd 65 (1), 1–19. 

Putnam, R. (2000), Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American Community, 
Vol. 1, Simon & Schuster. 

Rashid, A.Z.A., Alzyoud, A.A.Y., Al Shdaifat, F.H.A., Omar, K.M., 2019. Does green 
supply chain management influence to suppliers’ performance? Mediating role of 
social capital. International Journal of Supply Chain Management 8 (3), 143–155. 

Roden, S., Lawson, B., 2014. Developing social capital in buyer-supplier relationships: 
The contingent effect of relationship-specific adaptations. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 151, 
89–99. 

Roy, V., Schoenherr, T., Charan, P., 2018. The thematic landscape of literature in 
sustainable supply chain management (SSCM). Int. J. Oper. Prod. Manag. 38 (4), 
1091–1124. 

Seuring, S., Müller, M., 2008a. Core issues in sustainable supply chain management - A 
Delphi study. Bus. Strateg. Environ. 17 (8), 455–466. 

Seuring, S., Müller, M., 2008b. From a literature review to a conceptual framework for 
sustainable supply chain management. J. Clean. Prod. 16, 1699–1710. 

Shin, N., Park, S.H., Park, S., 2019. Partnership-Based Supply Chain Collaboration: 
Impact on Commitment, Innovation, and Firm Performance. Sustainability 11 (449), 
1–19. 

Silva, M.E., Ashby, A. and Nascimento, C.M. (2022), “Social Sustainability in Micro and 
Small Enterprise Supply Chains: Empirical Insights from the Clothing Industry”, Latin 
America Business Review, Routledge, available at:https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
10978526.2021.1992597. 

Silva, M.E., Figueiredo, M.D., 2020. Practicing sustainability for responsible business in 
supply chains. J. Clean. Prod. 251, 119621. 

Silva, M.E., Mikosz, K.S.C., Dias, G.P., 2023. A micro-level perspective for sustainability 
implementation in supply management: When operating context fosters 
opportunistic behaviours. J. Clean. Prod. 414, 137764. 

Silvestre, B., 2015. Sustainable supply chain management in emerging economies: 
Environmental turbulence, institutional voids and sustainability trajectories. Int. J. 
Prod. Econ. 167, 156–169. 

Simões-Coelho, M.F. and Figueira, A.R. (2021), “Why do companies engage in 
sustainability? Propositions and a framework of motivations”, Brazilian 
Administration Review, ANPAD - Associacao Nacional de Pos-Graduacao e Pesquisa 
em Administracao, Vol. 18 No. 2, available at:https://doi.org/10.1590/1807- 
7692BAR2021190042. 

Skilton, P.F., 2011. Getting the reader to ‘I Get it!’: Clarification, differentiation and 
illustration.  J. Supply Chain Manag. 47 (2), 22–28. 

Stank, T.P., Keller, S.B., Daugherty, P.J., 2001. Supply Chain Collaboration and Logistical 
Service Performance. J. Bus. Logist. 22 (1), 29–48. 

G.P. Dias et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0390


Cleaner Logistics and Supply Chain 11 (2024) 100151

10

Sun, H., Mohsin, M., Alharthi, M., Abbas, Q., 2020. Measuring environmental 
sustainability performance of South Asia. J. Clean. Prod., Elsevier 251, 119519. 

Touboulic, A., Walker, H., 2015a. Love me, love me not: A nuanced view on 
collaboration in sustainable supply chains. J. Purch. Supply Manag. 21 (3), 178–191. 

Touboulic, A., Walker, H., 2015b. Theories in sustainable supply chain management: a 
structured literature review. Int. J. Phys. Distrib. Logist. Manag. 45 (1/2), 16–42. 

Tsai, W., Ghoshal, S., 1998. Social Capital and Value Creation : The Role of Intrafirm 
Networks. Acad. Manag. J. 41 (4), 464–476. 

Uzzi, B., 1996. The Sources and Consequences of Embeddedness for the Economic 
Performance of Organizations: The Network Effect. Am. Sociol. Rev. 61 (4), 674. 

Vachon, S., Klassen, R.D., 2008. Environmental management and manufacturing 
performance : The role of collaboration in the supply chain. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 111, 
299–315. 

Villena, V.H., Revilla, E., Choi, T.Y., 2011. The dark side of buyer-supplier relationships: 
A social capital perspective. J. Oper. Manag. 29 (6), 561–576. 

Villena, V.H., Choi, T.Y., Revilla, E., 2020. Mitigating Mechanisms for The Dark Side of 
Collaborative Buyer – Supplier Relationships : A Mixed-Method Study. J. Supply 
Chain Manag. 1–31. 

Vurro, C., Romito, S., Costanzo, L.A., Ghobadian, A. and Russo, A. (2023), “Alliance 
management capabilities in sustainability-oriented collaboration: Problematization 
and new research directions”, International Journal of Management Reviews, John 
Wiley and Sons Inc, available at:https://doi.org/10.1111/ijmr.12346. 

Walker, H., Di Sisto, L., McBain, D., 2008. Drivers and barriers to environmental supply 
chain management practices: Lessons from the public and private sectors. J. Purch. 
Supply Manag. 14 (1), 69–85. 

Weick, K.E., 1999. Theory Construction as Disciplined Reflexivity: Tradeoffs in the 90s. 
Acad. Manag. Rev. 24 (4), 797–806. 

Whipple, J.M., Wiedmer, R., Boyer, K.K., 2015. A dyadic investigation of collaborative 
competence, social capital, and performance in buyer – supplier relationships. 
J. Supply Chain Manag. 51 (2), 3–21. 

Woolcock, M., 2007. Social Capital and Economic Development : Toward a Theoretical 
Synthesis and Policy Framework. Theory Soc. 27 (2), 151–208. 

Wu, I.L., Chuang, C.H., Hsu, C.H., 2014. Information sharing and collaborative behaviors 
in enabling supply chain performance: A social exchange perspective. Int. J. Prod. 
Econ., Elsevier 148, 122–132. 

G.P. Dias et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2772-3909(24)00013-1/h0460

	Contributions of social capital to supply chain sustainability practices: Conceptual framework and propositions
	1 Introduction
	2 Theoretical background
	2.1 Supply chain sustainability (SCS)
	2.2 Social capital theory
	2.3 Social capital theory within supply chain sustainability

	3 Methodological insights
	4 Reviewing the role of social capital to SCS practices
	5 Discussions
	5.1 Theoretical implications
	5.2 Managerial implications

	6 Conclusions
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Data availability
	Acknowledgement
	References


