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Abstract. The aim of the study was to analyze the structure of criteria for selection of suppliers (price of the product, product quality,
availability of products, flexibility of deliveries, timeliness of deliveries, payment terms, distance from the farm, transport of the supplier,
experience and position of the supplier, evaluation of the existing cooperation) of selected products for plant and animal production
(mineral fertilizers, plant protection products, seed material and industrial fodder for farm animals) and their importance in the logistics of
agricultural holdings in the central-eastern part of Poland. The source material for the study were the results of a survey carried out among
farmers having and managing their own farms of various sizes with mixed production profile - cereal cultivation and animal husbandry
(dairy and meat cattle, swine). The choice of supplier in the surveyed farms was determined mainly by the quality and price of the offered
product, its availability and timeliness of deliveries, and their dynamics changed as the farm area increased. Based on the conducted
research, it can be concluded that the proper selection criteria for the suppliers of production means are an important element of limiting
production risk in management of a farm.
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1. Introduction
The market of suppliers of agricultural mean of production is an important element of agribusiness, which aims at
creating conditions for harmonious flow of goods and information with the use of efficient logistics (Gebresenbet,
Bosona, 2012; Wajszczuk et al., 2012). Effective logistics systems allow the rationalization of logistics processes
in the company, becoming the main factor determining the company's success. The mission of supply logistics is
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to provide maximum security for all material needs of the company at minimum costs of delivery. The primary
objective is to obtain a competitive advantage on the market and a certain level of profitability of the conducted
business activity (Ghorabaee et al., 2017; Anca, 2019; Wątróbski, 2019). The needs and requirements of
customers are considered to be one of the basic driving forces in the supply chain. An efficient production supply
system increases the usefulness of time and space in meeting the needs of buyers. The need is the reason why the
customer takes action aimed at purchasing a product or service (Staniewska, 2012; Kara, Firat, 2018; Zhang et al.,
2020). Risk management is a system of activities aimed at rational maximization of broadly understood benefits
or rational minimization of losses. One of the important processes reducing this risk is therefore the proper
selection of suppliers of production means, ensuring an appropriate level of production quality assurance (Baran,
Żak, 2013; Urbaniak, 2014; Galińska et al., 2015; Kara, Firat, 2018; Ghorabaee et al., 2017).
2. The role of the supplier of production means in the farm supply chain - literature review
For a production company, such as farm, selecting a supplier is a strategic decision. It constitutes the basis for the
achievement of production targets by securing the continuity of the production process at a given production
volume and profitability. The quantity, quality and price of products offered on the consumer market depends on
this decision (Pruska et al., 2011; Wajszczuk et al., 2012; Zieliński, 2013). Taking into account the specific
operating conditions of farms (seasonality of production, variable production cycles), it is important to adopt
criteria for the selection of suppliers appropriate to the production profile, ensuring an appropriate delivery time
of the necessary production means, resulting from the current demand. The most frequent criteria in this respect
are: price, quality of delivered products, supplier's location, timeliness of deliveries, order completion time,
discounts, payment terms, packaging method, evaluation of previous cooperation, location, communication with
the supplier, complaint handling method, delivery terms, customer service quality, innovation, supplier's
flexibility, resources and product range, position and reputation in the industry, comparison with the competition
(Chen, 2011; Baran, Żak, 2013; Zieliński, 2013; Molamohamadi et al., 2013; Galińska et al., 2015; Ghorabaee et
al., 2017). However, many authors emphasize that the criterion of price offer is in many cases more important
than the quality of the product and decides about its purchase due to the reduction of production costs and the
need to be competitive on the market (Morylewski, Kuboń, 2010; Thiruchelvam, Tookey, 2011; Nowakowski,
Werbińska-Wojciechowska, 2012; Wajszczuk et al. 2012; Molamohamadi et al., 2013; Banaeian et al., 2015;
Owsiak et al., 2015; Szymańska et al., 2018). Szymańska et al. (2018) stated that the position of suppliers on the
supply market or the well-known product brand and the attractiveness of its packaging are not criteria of little
importance. Nowakowski and Werbińska-Wojciechowska (2012) report that the reason for leaving and
approaching competition is poor customer service (68%), unsatisfactory product quality (14%) and high price
(9%) of agricultural means products.
Transport in agriculture, both inside and outside the farm, is a key element in determining the agricultural
production process, its efficient functioning and profitability. The proper flow of raw material and commodity
streams in farms depends mainly on the proper farm equipment with technical means of production in the form of
machines and transport devices, which are part of the logistic infrastructure in farms [Gebresenbet, Bosona, 2012;
Liu, 2017; Sheng et al., 2018].
According to Rut and Kulińska (2011), monitoring the flow of production resources should be increased to
quickly respond to crises in the supply chain related to the lack of continuity of supplying farms, especially during
periods of increased demand resulting from animal breeding technology or agricultural plant technology.
Szymańska et al. (2018) stated that the optimal time for providing means for field production should not exceed 7
days.
Malak-Rawlikowska and Milczarek-Andrzejewska (2016) state that price, and in particular the possibility to
negotiate it, is the main criterion for selecting a supplier of means of production on the feed supply market for
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animal production. According to their research, 59% of farmers negotiate feed prices, with more such events
occurring in the case of their purchase directly from producers (71.7%) than from intermediaries (47.3%), and
obtaining a discount results from the size of the purchase and being a loyal customer to the supplier. In the case of
animal production based on feed from external sources, the temporary absence of feed may lead to irreversible
consequences and to longer production cycles (Wasilewski, 2010).
Supply chain management is subject to some risk, as random events and phenomena may occur - lack of proper
quantity and quality of production means due to problems with timeliness and flexibility of supplies, disrupting
communication with contact, financial reasons (Hardaker et al., 2004; Theuvsen L., 2013; Gebresenbet, Bosona,
2012; Serafin, 2013; Janisz, Mikulec, 2017; Anca, 2019; Zhang et al., 2020). Because of that, farmers must have
risk management skills to better anticipate problems and limit their negative consequences (Kahan, 2008).
Appropriate identification and estimation of the risk level enables a proper decision-making reaction in crisis
situations (Kulińska, 2012; Gaschi-Uciecha, 2014; Nyamah et al., 2017; Komarek et al. 2020).
3. Materials and methods
The selection of the supplier of the means of production is an important element in farm management in the
realities of a free and competitive food production market. Efficient production management eliminates the
emergence of crisis situations as a result of the lack of appropriate means of production. The specificity of
agricultural production requires the implementation of 7 R’s rule (right product, right place, right price, right
customer, right condition, right time, right quantity), in the management of farm which may guarantee the
achievement of the production goals of agricultural holdings.
The aim of the study was to analyze the structure of criteria for selection of suppliers of selected products for
plant and animal production and their importance in the logistics of agricultural holdings in the central-eastern
part of Poland.
The lack of this type of research relating to the research area has made an attempt to describe this problem in the
aspect of sustainable agricultural production on the soils of different quality and different farms area.
The source material was the results of a survey conducted in the group of 40 individual farm owners from the
Łuków and Siedlce counties, with mixed production profile - cereal cultivation and animal husbandry (dairy and
meat cattle, swine). Farms were divided into 4 groups depending on the area of used land: I - below 10 ha, II 10.1-30 ha, III - 30.1-50 ha and IV - above 50 ha. The research was anonymous and based on a questionnaire
containing 20 closed, single-choice questions. The questionnaire included metric questions (concerning sociodemographic characteristics of respondents) and questions concerning the study problem – criteria for selecting
suppliers of production means (fertilizers, plant protection products, animal feed, seed) in the logistic process of
production supply in a farm. The decision making process related to the selection of sources of farm supply with
direct means of production was based on the assessment of 10 factors: unit price of the product, product quality,
availability of products, flexibility of deliveries, timeliness of deliveries, payment terms (possible loans), distance
from the farm, transport of the supplier, experience and position of the supplier, evaluation of the existing
cooperation. The weight of the examined criteria was determined on a five-point scale: 1 – definitely not, 2 –
rather not, 3 – neither yes nor no, 4 – rather yes, 5 – definitely yes. In addition, respondents were asked to
prioritize all analyzed criteria on a 1 to 10 scale. The obtained results were processed in the Statistica 12 software.
The size of the studied farms was diversified and ranged from 5.0 to 109 ha of agricultural land. Most farms were
included in the 10.1 - 30 ha area group (37.5%), and the least – with an area over 50 ha (15.0%). Farms with an
area below 10 ha accounted for 27.5%, and from the area group 30.1-50 ha - 20% of the surveyed farms. All
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farmers were male. Nearly half of them (48.6%) were between 36 and 55 years old with vocational (41%) and
secondary (39%) education.
4. Results and discussion
In the surveyed farms, the differences in the structure of factors determining the supplier selection for mineral
fertilizers, plant protection products, seed material and industrial fodder for farm animals were found, depending
on the size of the farm (tab. 1).
As the farm area increased, the share of product quality, punctuality of deliveries, supplier's experience and
position, flexibility of deliveries, payment terms, supplier's transport and evaluation of cooperation to date
increased, whereas product prices, availability and distance from the farm decreased. The greatest dynamics of
change was observed for distance from the farm (decrease by 1072%), flexibility of deliveries (increase by
483%), transport (increase by 71.7%), payment terms (increase by 66.7%), evaluation of the existing cooperation
(increase by 55.6%). The choice of supplier was determined mainly by the quality and price of the offered
product, its availability and punctuality of deliveries (mean 15.1% of responses). It should be emphasized that in
farms with an area of < 30 ha, the price was put first (16.7-17.3% of responses), and in larger farms (> 30 ha) –
the first place was taken by the quality criterion (16.5-16.9% of responses). Distance from the supplier (14% of
responses) and availability of products are an important decision factor for farmers with less than 10 ha of
farmland. Based on the analysis of the results obtained from all farms, it was found that agricultural producers,
when choosing their suppliers for production means, put the price (4.8) and product quality (4.8), punctuality of
deliveries (4.8) and their availability (4.7) on an equal footing. The price criterion is in many cases decisive for
the purchase of production means, and not their quality, due to the reduction of production costs and the need to
be competitive. It should be noted that in the surveyed farms with an area of up to 30 ha, the price criterion
prevailed over quality (Fig. 1 and 2).
Table 1. Structure of the criteria for selecting a supplier of selected means for plant and animal production in the investigated farms
Farm area
Mean
< 10 ha
10-30 ha
30-50 ha
> 50 ha
Criteria for selecting a supplier
%
experience of the supplier
6.4
7.8
8.0
8.4
7.6
availability of products
16.9
14.2
12.7
10.9
13.7
timeliness of deliveries
14.2
15.6
16.0
16.2
15.5
price of the product
17.3
16.7
13.1
12.7
15.0
product quality
14.5
16.0
16.5
16.9
16.0
flexibility of deliveries
1.8
3.3
7.5
8.7
5.3
payment terms
6.0
6.4
7.6
10.0
7.5
transport of the supplier
5.3
8.2
8.9
9.1
7.9
distance from the farm
14.0
7.3
4.2
1.5
6.7
evaluation of the existing cooperation
3.6
4.5
5.5
5.6
4.8
Source: own study
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Wajszczuk et al. (2012) report that this is often due to limited financial resources allocated to production, which is
caused by its small scale. The larger the farm, the more important the quality of the production means and the
timeliness of deliveries (Fig. 3 and 4), because of the need to respect the technological deadlines for their use,
which affect the quantity and quality of the final product going to the consumer market. In agricultural
production, the time of order completion is important - punctuality of deliveries, because farmers have only a
strictly defined period of time for their application (e.g. agrotechnical terms) (Szymańska et al., 2018).
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Fig. 1. Factors deciding about selection of suppliers on the investigated farms with an area below 10 ha (scale 1-5 points)
Source: own study
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Fig. 2. Factors deciding about selection of suppliers on the investigated farms with an area in the range of 10-30 ha (scale 1-5 points)
Source: own study

The least significant factor was the evaluation of the prior cooperation (2.5), which may mean that farmers have
the possibility to obtain supplies from several suppliers who are at the moment in a position to present the best
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commercial offer. It should be emphasized that over 70% of respondents look for suppliers based on
recommendations of other agricultural producers, including 35% - who use the Internet to search for information,
15% - who trust advertising, 15% - who leave it to chance. 80% of the surveyed farms, especially those with an
area of more than 10 ha, establish cooperation with more than two suppliers of production means, taking into
account their position and experience on the market (2.8 - 2.9) (Fig. 2, 3, 4). In addition, it was found that 20% of
farms, especially those with an area of over 30 ha, cooperate with suppliers specializing in the marketing of a
particular product.
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Fig. 3. Factors deciding about selection of suppliers on the investigated farms with an area in the range of 30-50 ha (scale 1-5 points)
Source: own study
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Fig. 4. Factors deciding about selection of suppliers on the investigated farms with an area above 50 ha (scale 1-5 points)
Source: own study
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Diversification of the sources of supply for production with appropriate measures is an element limiting the risk to
the continuity and viability of agricultural holdings. Flexibility of supplies (2.6) proved to be a minor factor in the
scale of all the farms studied, especially in farms with an area of up to 30 ha (Fig. 1 and 2), where means of
production are most often stored temporarily. This is also due to the widespread availability of basic fertilizers,
plant protection products and seeds, as well as well-planned purchases in terms of the expected volume of
production.
In small farms (< 10 ha) the distance from the supplier (4.2) turned out to be an important criterion due to the use
of own means of transport to transport the purchased means of production (75% of farms), the number of which
did not entitle to use the supplier's transport offer (2.3) and to negotiate payment terms (2.2) (Fig. 1). As the farm
area and production volume increase, the importance of these factors increases – supplier's transport (3.3) and
payment conditions (3.5), which is related to a larger amount of purchased means of production, which is best
delivered in a large batch from the production logistics point of view, using means of transport of appropriate
capacity offered by the supplier (85.7% of farms with an area of over 30 ha), thus reducing the weight of the
distance between the supplier and the recipient (1.8), because the transport process does not require physical
involvement of the farmer (Fig. 2, 3, 4) and affects the reduction of his costs (Gebresenbet, Bosona, 2012;
Banaeian et al., 2015).
Conclusions
Farms purchase certain mean of production within the time limits and quantities resulting from their business
profile. Efficient logistics is an important element of their functioning in the realities of the market economy.
Customers expect efficient logistics services from suppliers in terms of order cycle length, delivery volume and
frequency, product availability and order fulfillment performance. The choice of supplier in the surveyed farms
was determined mainly by the quality and price of the offered product, its availability and timeliness of deliveries,
and their dynamics changed as the farm area increased. The evaluation of the existing cooperation, flexibility of
deliveries and the experience and position of the supplier on the market of agricultural co-production means
turned out to be a minor factor. An important factor for the surveyed agricultural producers, not exceeded by their
farms, was the distance from the supplier (farms with area < 10 ha) and the possibility to negotiate payment terms
(farms with area > 30 ha), which results mainly from the scale of production and the degree of commitment of the
possessed resources. Disruptions in the supply of production means can negatively affect the volume and quality
of farm production. Based on the conducted research, it can be concluded that the proper selection criteria for the
suppliers of production means are an important element of limiting production risk in logistic management of a
farm.

References
Anca, V. (2019). Logistics and supply chain management: an overview. Studies in Business and Economics, 14(2), 209-215.
https://doi.org/10.2478/sbe-2019-0035 209-215
Banaeian, N., Mobli, H., Nielsen, I.E., & Omid, M. (2015). Criteria definition and approaches in green supplier selection – a case study for
raw
material
and
packaging
of
food
industry.
Production
&
Manufacturing
Research,
3(1),
149-168.
https://doi.org/10.1080/21693277.2015.1016632
Baran, J., Żak, J. (2014). Multiple Criteria Evaluation of transportation performance for selected agribusiness companies. Procedia-Social
and Behavioral Sciences, 111, 320-329. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.01.065 2014

591

ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES
ISSN 2345-0282 (online) http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
2019 Volume 6 Number 4 (June)
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2019.6.4(35)
Chen, Y.-J. (2011). Structured Methodology for Supplier Selection and Evaluation in a Supply Chain. Information Sciences, 181(9), 16511670. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2010.07.026
Galińska, B., Rybińska, K. & Żak, J. (2015). Wielokryterialna ocena dostawców dla przedsiębiorstwa branży spożywczej (Multiple Criteria
Evaluation of Suppliers for the Food Industry Company). Logistyka, 2, 139-150.
Gaschi-Uciecha, A. (2014). Istota ryzyka w procesach logistycznych (The essence of risk in logistic processes). Zeszyty Naukowe
Politechniki Śląskiej, Seria: Organizacja i Zarządzanie, 70, 119-129.
Gebresenbet, G., Bosona, T. (2012). Logistics and Supply Chains in Agriculture and Food. In: Pathways to Supply Chain Excellence, 125146. https://doi.org/10.5772/25907
Ghorabaee, M. K., Amiri, M., Zavadskas, E.K. & Antucheviciene, J. (2017). Supplier evaluation and selection in fuzzy environments: a
review
of
MADM
approaches.
Economic
Research-Ekonomska
Istraživanja,
30
(1),
1073-1118.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677X.2017.1314828
Hardaker, J.B., Huirne, R.B.M., Anderson, J.R., & Lien, G. 2004. Coping with Risk in Agriculture. CABI, Wallingford.
Janisz, K., Mikulec, A. (2017). Analiza FMEA wybranego procesu logistycznego (The FMEA analysis of logistic process). Logistyka, 6,
1389–1393.
Kahan D. (2013). Managing risk in farming 2008. Food And Agriculture Organization Of The United Nations, Rome 107 pp.
Kara, M.,IFırat, S.U.O. (2018). Supplier Risk Assessment Based on Best-Worst Method and K-Means Clustering: A Case Study.
Sustainability, 10(4), 1-25. https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/10/4/1066/pdf
Komarek, A.M., De Pinto, A. & H. Smith. V.H. 2020. A review of types of risks in agriculture: What we know and what we need to know.
Agricultural Systems, 178, 102738. http://dx.doi.org/10.17632/ppy2x4yy7k.1
Kulińska, E. (2012). Metody analizy ryzyka w procesach logistycznych (Risk analysis methods in logistics processes). Logistyka, 2, 385409.
Liu, S. (2018). Transport and agricultural productivity: across-national analysis. Research on Modern Higher Education, 2, 01012.
https://doi.org//10.24104/rmhe/2017.02.01012 79-84
Malak-Rawlikowska, A., Milczarek-Andrzejewska, D. (2016). Farmers Relations with Input Suppliers – Some Evidence from the Dairy
Sector in Poland. Wieś i Rolnictwo 2 (171), 159-172. https://doi.org/10.7366/wir022016/07
Molamohamadi, Z., Ismail, N., Leman, Z., & Zulkifli, N. (2013). Supplier selection in a sustainable supply chain. Journal of Advanced
Management Science, 1(3), 278–281. https://doi.org/10.12720/joams.1.3.278-281
Morylewski, K., Kuboń, M. (2010). Criteria for suppliers’ selection in farms, Agricultural Engineering, 6, 83-88.
Nowakowski, T., Werbińska-Wojciechowska, S. (2012). Porównanie metod oceny i wyboru dostawców w przedsiębiorstwie - case study
(Supplier selection methods used in enterprises – case study). Logistyka, 2, 935-944.
Nyamah, E.Y., Jiang, Y., Feng, Y., & Enchill, E. (2017). Agri-food supply chain performance: an empirical impact of risk. Management
Decision, 55(5), 872-891. https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-01-2016-0049
Owsiak Z., Lejman K., Płócienniczak M., & Sekutowski, T. (2015). Determinanty wyboru dostawców środków produkcji w rolnictwie
(Determinants of selecting suppliers of farm inputs). Logistyka, 6, 856-861.
Pruska, Ż., Malak, M., Stachowiak, A. & Adamczak, M. (2011). Determinanty wyboru strategii zaopatrzenia w ramach zrównoważonego
rozwoju przedsiębiorstw (Selection determinants of supply strategy in the sustainable development of enterprises). Logistyka, 5, 1223-1230.
Rut, J., Kulińska, E. (2011). Monitoring produktów rolnych w magazynach zbożowych (Monitoring of agricultural products in grain
warehouses). Logistyka, 3, 55-57.
Serafin, R. (2013). Koncepcja systemu adaptacyjnego zarządzania ryzykiem dostaw w procesach produkcyjnych (The concept of an
adaptive supply risk management system in production processes). Zarządzanie Przedsiębiorstwem, 3, 46-52.

592

ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES
ISSN 2345-0282 (online) http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
2019 Volume 6 Number 4 (June)
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2019.6.4(35)
Sheng, Y., Jackson, T., & Lawson, K. (2018). Evaluating the benefits from transport infrastructure in agriculture: a hedonic analysis of
farmland prices. Australian Journal of Agricultural and Resource Economics, 62, 237–255. https://doi.org//10.1111/1467-8489.12243
Staniewska, E. (2012). Zaopatrzenie w działalności przedsiębiorstw (Delivery of stock in the activity of enterprises). Logistyka, 2, 10231033.
Szymańska, E. J., Bórawski, P. & Żuchowski, I. (2018), Łańcuchy dostaw na wybranych rynkach rolnych w Polsce (Supply chains in
selected agricultural markets in Poland), Wyd. SGGW Warszawa. http://www.uwm.edu.pl/kpros/images/monografie/lanuchydostaw.pdf
Theuvsen, L. 2013. Risk and risk
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJRAM.2000.001491

management

in

agriculture.

Problems

of

world

agriculture,

13(4),

162-174.

Thiruchelvam, S., Tookey, J. E. (2011). Evolving trends of supplier selection criteria and methods.International Journal of Automotive and
Mechanical Engineering, 4, 437-454. https://doi.org/10.15282/ijame.4.2011.6.0036
Urbaniak, M. (2014). Okresowa ocena dostawców jako narzędzie ograniczania poziomu ryzyka związanego z zakupami (Periodic evaluation
of suppliers as a tool to reduce the level of risk on purchases). Logistyka, 3, 7283-7287.
Wajszczuk. K., Sajna. P. & Wawrzynowicz. J. (2012). Analiza determinantów wyboru dostawców wybranych środków do produkcji rolnej
(Analysis of selected determinants of choice of providers of agricultural inputs). Logistyka, 4, 1330-1337.
Wasilewski, M. (2010), Wybrane zagadnienia klasyfikacji i gospodarowania zapasami w rolnictwie (Selected issues of classification and
management of stocks in agriculture). Wieś Jutra, 1(138), 38-40.
Wątróbski, J. (2019). Ontology supporting green supplier selection process. Procedia Computer Science, 159, 1602-1613.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procs.2019.09.331
Zhang, X., Li, Z. & Wang, Y. (2020). A Review of the Criteria and Methods of Reverse Logistics Supplier Selection. Processes, 8(6), 705.
https://doi.org/10.3390/pr8060705
Zieliński, K. (2013). Wybór i ocena dostawców na przykładzie małego przedsiębiorstwa produkcyjnego (Selection and evaluation of
suppliers on the example of a small production company). Logistyka, 5, 217-220.

593

ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES
ISSN 2345-0282 (online) http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
2019 Volume 6 Number 4 (June)
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2019.6.4(35)
Krzysztof PAKUŁA (dr hab. inż), Assoc. Professor at Siedlce University of Natural Sciences and Humanities, Faculty of
Agrobioengineering and Animal Sciences, Research interests: soil science; production of food; quality of the environment; sustainability;
supply chain management.
ORCID ID: orcid.org/0000-0002-6568-0639
Krystyna PIENIAK-LENDZION (prof. dr hab.), Full Professor at Siedlce University of Natural Sciences and Humanities, Faculty of
Social Science, Research interests: regional development; sustainability; supply chain management, waste management.
ORCID ID: orcid.org/0000-0002-7309-4074
Marcin BECHER (dr hab. inż), Assoc. Professor at Siedlce University of Natural Sciences and Humanities, Faculty of
Agrobioengineering and Animal Sciences, Research interests: soil science; management of organic matter; production of food;
sustainability; supply chain management.
ORCID ID: orcid.org/0000-0003-4996-1200
Beata KUZIEMSKA (dr hab.), Assoc. Professor at Siedlce University of Natural Sciences and Humanities, Faculty of Agrobioengineering
and Animal Sciences. Research interests: waste management; environment pollution; sustainability; supply chain management; production
of food, ORCID ID: orcid.org/0000-0002-1619-0799

Make your research more visible, join the Twitter account of ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES:
@Entrepr69728810

Copyright © 2021 by author(s) and VsI Entrepreneurship and Sustainability Center
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

594

