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1. Introduction 

Forest products industries are an important part of the Canadian economy, contributing $24 

billion to the national GDP and $26 billion to total exports in 2012 and providing a major source 

of employment in many rural communities (FPAC 2013). However, their contribution has been 

dwindling (Canadian Forest Service 2012) over the past two decades as a result of various 

factors, including the changing market conditions, increasing competition from other countries, 

decreasing availability of high quality old-growth timber, and various trade barriers. To improve 

the performance of the industry, it is necessary to study the operations and interactions of all the 

relevant entities involved in it, which may be achieved with the aid of Supply Chain 

Management (SCM) techniques. 

SCM has made it possible for organizations across the globe to improve their performance by 

reviewing and redesigning their network of suppliers, facilities, and customers. This 

management philosophy involves collective planning of the activities of all nodes along the 

logistic network of an organization, from the raw material procurement to the final product 

distribution and sales, while improving customer satisfaction, operations and services efficiency 

as well as value creation (Stadtler and Kilger 2005). SCM also implies a continuous exchange of 

information and the alignment of the objectives of all the network members.   

Each manufacturing or service industry has a specific supply chain (SC) designed to meet the 

needs of its final consumers. Forest products SCs in particular are categorized as divergent SCs; 

i.e. the number of products multiplies along the chain. A typical forest products SC is shown in 

Figure 1. Harvested trees (logs) from the forest are sent to various primary wood processing 

facilities directly or after being sorted in a log sort yard (based on their diameter, quality, species, 

etc.). Next, there are secondary wood processing facilities that use the products or by-products of 
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the primary facilities (e.g. lumber or sawdust) to produce final products (i.e. value-added wood 

products or bio-energy) that will be distributed to retail units or directly to final consumers.  

 

Figure 1. A typical forest products supply chain 

It should be noted that the entities in Figure 1 may act independently, or be part of an integrated 

forest company. Furthermore, considering the public interest and concern in the forest industry, 

the operations of these SCs are heavily impacted by decisions of external players such as 

governments or environmental organizations. Consequently, forest products SCs can be viewed 

as complex networks, consisting of autonomous interacting units. Considering such complexity 

and the importance of forest industries for Canada, it is not surprising that substantial effort has 

been dedicated to studying forest products SCs in recent years (Santa-Eulalia et al. 2011b, Jerbi 

et al. 2012, Shabani and Sowlati 2013) . While an increasing number of mathematical and 

computer models are being developed to implement various facets of SCM theory and practice in 

forest products industry, it is becoming evident that a complete and integrated formal structure 

covering the whole SC is necessary for guiding the development of and evaluating these models. 

A common representation and understanding of their components would also be useful, as it 

would facilitate their development, implementation and dissemination to end-users and decision 

makers. Furthermore, a common framework would create a benchmark to compare various 

modelling practices. 
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Therefore, in this research we systematically review and identify existing frameworks for 

modelling integrated forest products SCs, based on a Systematic Literature Review (SLR). A 

complete state-of-art review in this area is still lacking in the scientific literature. By 

investigating the components of these frameworks and evaluating them with regards to their 

development objectives, we are able to create a reference of existing frameworks in different 

application areas, identify potential research gaps, and detect examples that can be used in order 

to develop a framework for forest products SCs.  

The methodology for the SLR will be presented in the next section followed by its descriptive 

and thematic findings. Next, the discussion section addresses the SLR questions, followed by 

concluding remarks. 

2. Systematic Literature Review 

A framework is a non-software specific collection of concepts and definitions, along with the 

relationships among them, which describes the objectives, inputs, outputs, content, assumptions 

and simplifications of the model (Robinson 2007). In addition to these fundamental elements, the 

modelling framework that we look for needs to be generic; i.e. it must have the ability to be 

applicable to a variety of SCs with minimal modifications. It can be constructed based on 

empirical knowledge, existing theory, and exploratory research. “Concept maps” are a common 

method for creating frameworks, as they help graphically in showing the relationships among 

different concepts and entities of the relevant research topic (Maxwell 2005). A successfully 

developed framework also needs to be credible so the practitioners and modellers can 

confidently utilize it (Robinson 2007).  

A number of frameworks have been developed for representing processes and decisions in 

generic manufacturing SCs such as SCOR (Supply Chain Council 2008) or the Global Supply 

Chain Forum Model (Lambert 2008) with great academic and commercial credibility. Growing 
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acceptance and utilization of such frameworks is a result of their success in improving the 

efficiency of various SCs. For example, an increase in profitability (between two to six times) 

has been reported within the first year of SCOR implementation (Poluha 2007). 

In order to analyze those frameworks and highlight some concepts, methodologies, and 

guidelines that would be useful by acting as a blueprint for a forest industry-specific framework, 

a Systematic Literature Review has been conducted. An SLR is “the application of scientific 

strategies that limit bias to the systematic assembly, critical appraisal, and synthesis of all 

relevant studies on a specific topic” (Cook et al. 1995).  While SLR has emerged from the 

medical research field (Cook et al. 1995, 1997), it has been utilized in a variety of contexts, 

including software engineering, and management (Tranfield et al. 2003, Kitchenham et al. 2004, 

Seuring and Müller 2008). SLR is different from a narrative review where researchers use ad-

hoc literature selection that could result in a biased review. The goal of SLR is to provide a 

synthesis of studies that has transparent guidelines and is reproducible.  

When conducting literature reviews, one major challenge is that it is impractical to read 

everything, unless perhaps for emerging fields (Seuring and Müller 2008). To address this 

challenge, SLR guidelines help in clearly defining the scope of the review, selection criteria, and 

specific research questions which facilitates the review process. 

Three stages can be identified for an SLR (Tranfield et al. 2003), as shown in Figure 2: Planning 

the review, conducting the review, and reporting and dissemination. The planning stage requires 

the review team to identify the need for a review and define the research questions to be 

addressed. In the conducting stage, a comprehensive search is performed and the studies are 

selected based on transparent criteria to avoid bias. The selected studies are then assessed based 

on the research questions defined in the planning stage. The results of the assessment are then 

synthesized and a conclusion is drawn based on the goal of the SLR. Finally, the conclusions and 
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findings of the SLR are reported to be available to practitioners and researchers. At this stage, 

aside from the “thematic” findings, a “descriptive” analysis is normally provided as well to 

indicate information such as journal names, years of publication, geographical areas, etc.  

 

Figure 2. Stages of an SLR 

We have used this methodology to conduct our literature review. The details of the three stages 

adapted for our context are presented here: 

2.1 Planning the SLR 

There is a need for developing a framework to model forest products SC, as discussed in the 

previous section. There exist a number of generic frameworks in various application areas that 

could be useful for developing an industry-specific framework. The goal of this SLR is to 

identify such modelling frameworks, therefore the research questions to be addressed are: 

Q1: How many studies proposed a SC modelling frameworks in the context of forest industries 

during the review time frame? 

Q2: How many studies proposed a SC modelling frameworks in other fields (not forestry) during 

the review time frame? 

Q3: What were the general Key Performance Indicators (KPI) discussed in the reviewed studies 

(overall profits, costs, etc.)? 

1. Planning

• Identify the need for a review
• Define the research questions

2. Conducting

• Perform comprehensive search

• Select studies based on 
transparent criteria

• Assess studies based on research 
questions

• Synthesize results
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• Report descriptive statistics
• Report thematic findings
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Q3.1: Focusing on forest products industries, by comparison to other countries, which 

KPIs in Canadian studies have received the most attention and which ones have been 

neglected?  

Q4: What were the methodological approaches in the reviewed studies (traditional optimization, 

agent-based modelling, discrete-event simulation, etc.)? 

Q5: What are the shortcomings in modelling the forest value chains in Canada? 

Q6: What would a new framework need to propose to address those shortcomings?  

2.2 Conducting the SLR 

Search method and selection criteria. We searched the following electronic journal databases 

whose records are crawled (indexed) by Google Scholar search engine: Elsevier Science direct, 

JStor, SCOPUS, Emerald, Sage online, Springer link, and Wiley Online. Web of Science 

database was searched separately using the same keywords. We believe that these databases 

cover the vast majority of prominent scientific publications and would result in a comprehensive 

picture of the current state of the literature. 

In order to narrow down the review field and select the most relevant studies, we selected the 

articles that included the following terms in their title: “framework” or “conceptual model” or 

“architecture” and the following terms in either their title, abstract or designated keywords: 

“supply chain” or “value chain”, and “model*”
1
. For example, if an article had only the terms 

“framework” and “model” in the title, it was not selected. Including the search term “model*” 

was necessary as there were many instances of conceptual models that did not deal with 

developing mathematical or computer models, but rather aimed to describe or clarify the 

concepts of SC management (Chen and Paulraj 2004, Cigolini et al. 2004). 

                                                           
1
 Search term “model*” was used to include all words starting with “model” such as “modelling” or “modeled”. 
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At this stage, articles that met the search term criteria but were clearly unrelated to SC 

management or modelling literature were excluded
2
, as well as articles that primarily focused on 

aspects such as SC risk analysis or SC performance measurement rather than on the design and 

modelling stages (Gunasekaran et al. 2004).  

Time frame. In choosing a time frame for the SLR, the goal was to decide on one that was long 

enough to include a large number of published articles that represented the state of the scientific 

literature, but not too long as to make it impractical to review all the selected articles. Using 

standardized frameworks for SC modelling has been gaining increasing attention during the past 

decade, with SCOR model being one of the most prominent frameworks. Huan, Sheoran, and 

Wang (2004), and Lockamy III and McCormack (2004) were among the first researchers to 

review the SCOR model and its applications; discussing its advantages and issues. Therefore, 

year 2004 was selected as the starting point of our review, with 2012 being the final year of the 

time period. 

Evaluation criteria. The evaluation criterion was to what extent the presented frameworks 

matched the definition of a “modelling framework”, as stated in the introduction. The generality 

of the framework (whether or not it included concepts that could be easily adapted to various 

application areas) was also a key factor. This was important as many studies claimed they were 

offering a framework, but presented SC models that were designed for specific industries and 

situations only. 

2.3. Reporting the SLR results 

This article presents the results of the SLR by discussing both the “thematic” findings and the 

“descriptive” information. The descriptive results are presented in the next section, where 

aggregated information shows how the articles have been distributed in terms of publication 

                                                           
2
 For example a study on ergonomic design of workstations was excluded although it included the search terms. 
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year, research origin country, and journal categories. The thematic findings are presented in a 

separate section, where individual articles are briefly discussed and evaluated and the research 

questions stated above are answered. 

3. SLR Descriptive Statistics 

From the total of 86 articles in the search results, 58 were considered in the review process after 

the exclusions mentioned previously, 10 of which could be connected to forest products SC 

(including one review article), as presented in the following section. Figure 3(a) shows the 

number of published articles in each year of the review time frame, clearly indicating an 

increased number during the later years. This can be attributed to growing volume of available 

SC models and the interest in defining frameworks and protocols for standardizing them. Figure 

3(b) shows the articles grouped based on the journals that published them. The grouping is done 

based on the general area of focus of each journal, even though there may be some overlap. 

Considering that developing standards and protocols for software architecture development and 

evaluation is common practice in computer science and information technology areas, it is not 

surprising that a large number of articles are published in related journals. 

 

Figure 3. Number of reviewed articles based on: (a) Publication year, (b) Journal topic 

Finally, grouping the articles based on country (according to the printed association of the first 

author) as in Figure 4 shows that the majority of research is performed in the European countries, 

including the Netherlands, Portugal, and France. The Americas are close, with the majority of 
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articles associated with Canadian researchers. Asian researchers (especially in Taiwan and 

Japan) are next and overall it seems that the research interest on this topic is shared globally. 

 

Figure 4. Reviewed articles by associated country of the first author 

4. SLR Thematic Findings: Frameworks for SC Modelling 

In order to present the key information from the reviewed articles, main aspects of each study are 

summarized in Tables 1 and 2. A number of reviewed articles offer models that are designed for 

a distinct type of SC and cannot be extended to other application areas without drastically 

changing their structure or formulation. While these models are not discussed in detail, they are 

presented in Table 1 as part of the SLR(Galasso et al. 2009, Costantino et al. 2009, Son et al. 

2009, Verderame and Floudas 2009, Acar et al. 2010, Akgul et al. 2012, Wang et al. 

2012)(Galasso et al. 2009, Costantino et al. 2009, Son et al. 2009, Verderame and Floudas 2009, 

Acar et al. 2010, Akgul et al. 2012, Wang et al. 2012)(Galasso et al. 2009, Costantino et al. 2009, 

Son et al. 2009, Verderame and Floudas 2009, Acar et al. 2010, Akgul et al. 2012, Wang et al. 

2012). Classifying such models as “frameworks” may partially be true because of the ambiguity 

of this term. This issue has previously been raised by Santa-Eulalia (2011a), in an SLR of the 

frameworks for Advanced Planning and Scheduling (APS) of the agent-based supply chains 

from 2007 to 2010. Similar to the present work, his results suggested inconsistency in using the 
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terms “framework” or “conceptual model”. In fact, his results showed that only 21% of the 

reviewed studies addressed methodological aspects of the SC modelling that would qualify them 

as frameworks.  

Table 1 also includes two relevant review papers that were among the SLR search results. 

Table 1. Summary information for the literature related to search keywords but not qualified as 

“frameworks” according to the definition employed in this study 

References KPIs Techniques/Methodology Application Area 

Higgins et al. 

(2004) 

Total profits Combinatorial optimization, 

simulation 

Australian Sugar 

production 

Neiro & Pinto 

(2004) 

Total profit MIP Brazilian Petroleum 

industry 

Georgiadis et al. 

(2005) 

Fill rate, lead time System Dynamics, simulation Greek Food supply 

chain 

Lu et al. (2005) Total cost Agent-Based Modelling (ABM) Elevator 

manufacturing 

Melo et al. (2006) Total cost MIP Experimental data 

Kamath & 

Roy(2007) 

Various (cost, order levels, 

sales volume, etc.) 

System Dynamics Experimental data 

Guillen et al. 

(2007) 

Change in equity MIP European chemical 

process industry 

Sammons et al. 

(2007) 

Profits, environmental 

metrics 

MIP, Mixed Integer Non-Linear 

Programming (MINLP) 

Bio-refinery 

Jung et al. (2008) Total cost Linear programming, ABM Experimental data 

Zheng (2008, 

2009) 

Total cost MIP No case study 

Costantino et al. 

(2009) 

Total cost Simulation, auction mechanisms Italian construction 

industry 

Fathollah et al. 

(2009) 

Cost, inventory level, 

production time, etc. 

Conceptual modelling Iranian automotive 

industry 

Galasso et al. 

(2009) 

Total cost Linear programming combined with 

simulation 

French  

Aeronautical industry 

Son et al.(2009) Total profit Deterministic and stochastic 

programming 

Various industries 

(discrete and process 

manufacturing) 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

10 CIRRELT-2014-12



 

References KPIs Techniques/Methodology Application Area 

Verderame & 

Floudas (2009) 

Total cost MIP A chemicals 

production facility 

Acar, 

Kadipasaoglu, & 

Schipperijn 

(2010) 

Total cost, backorders MIP, simulation A global chemical 

production SC 

Diostineau et al. 

(2010) 

Cost, distance ABM, Graph theory Internet trade 

Paxton & Tucker 

(2010) 

General (any KPI) SCOR NASA 

Azouzi and 

D’Amours (2011) 

No KPIs Literature Review No case study 

Marchetta, 

Mayer, & 

Forradellas 

(2011) 

General (any KPI) ABM, Business Process Modelling 

(BPM) 

Automotive industry 

Santa-Eulalia 

(2011a) 

No KPIs Literature Review No case study 

Akgul, Shah, & 

Papageorgiou 

(2012) 

Total daily cost, 

Greenhouse gas emissions  

Multi-objective optimization, MIP Bioethanol production 

in the United Kingdom 

Kadadevaramath  

et al. (2012) 

Total cost MIP, particle swarm optimization No case study 

Wang, Hsieh, & 

Hsu (2012) 

Total profit, total cost MIP Taiwanese consumer 

electronics industry 

Three frameworks have been the research basis for a number of the reviewed articles even 

though they were not among the SLR search results: 

 SCOR Model: perhaps the most renowned SC modelling framework, SCOR (Supply Chain 

Operations Reference Model) was developed by the Supply Chain Council to provide a business 

process reference model that links business processes, performance metrics, and best practices. It 

includes five primary management processes of Plan, Source, Make, Deliver, and Return which 

can be used to model a wide range of supply chains, as well as three hierarchical levels which 

help to break down the business processes into individual elements (Supply Chain Council 

2008). According to the result of our SLR, four of the generic frameworks were based on the 

structure of SCOR. 
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 Gaia methodology: among the earliest agent-oriented methodologies, Gaia was developed for 

the analysis and design of agent-based models (ABM), not solely limited to the SC modelling 

application area (Wooldridge et al. 2000). It is applicable to a wide range of multi-agent systems 

and deals with both their macro and micro aspects. It views multi-agent systems as 

computational organisations consisting of various interacting roles, which have associated with 

them responsibilities, permissions, activities, and protocols. By using the metaphors of the 

human organisation, Gaia provides and approach that a non-technical domain expert can 

understand, facilitating their interactions with software developers (Henderson-Sellers and 

Giorgini 2005).  

 ODD methodology: setting to address the lack of common protocol for describing agent-

based models, ODD (Overview, Design concepts, and Details)  was developed to facilitate the 

communication and replications of agent-based simulations (Grimm and Railsback 2005, Grimm 

et al. 2006). Similar to Gaia, ODD is not specific to supply chain models. The protocol consists 

of three blocks (i.e. Overview, Design concepts, and Details) which are themselves sub-divided 

into seven elements: Purpose, State variables and scales, Process overview and scheduling, 

Design concepts, Initialization, Input, and Sub-models. To present a model according to ODD, 

all aspects of the model should be described using these seven elements in a pre-defined 

sequence. Using ODD simplifies the task of understanding a simulation model and replication of 

the results which would consequently increase the credibility of simulation results.  

The reviewed studies qualified as frameworks (33 articles) are presented in three main groups: 

(1) non-agent-based, (2) agent-based, and (3) forest-products-related (which includes both agent-

based and non-agent-based studies), as depicted in Figure 5.  
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Figure 5. Categories of the reviewed frameworks 

The first column in Table 2 shows whether a framework belongs to group (1) or (2), while the 

frameworks in group (3) are presented separately in   

The earliest attempts by Frayret et al. (2007) presents a generic agent-based architecture to 

implement distributed advanced planning and scheduling (APS) systems with both simulation 

and planning capabilities. The proposed architecture includes two parts: the first part, based on 

the SCOR model, defines the organizational structure of the SC and how various elements relate 

to each other. The second part shows how to translate this SC structure into simulation 

components. While the application of the framework is shown by a case study in lumber 

manufacturing, this in fact is a generic APS framework with no elements in its organizational 

structure that are specific to forest products. Nonetheless, the ability of the framework to 

represent distributed SCs and to accommodate advanced planning is extremely useful in 

modelling forest products SCs. 

Table 3.  

Table 2. Summary information for the literature qualified as “frameworks”, and not related to the forest 

products SCs 

Group References KPIs Techniques/Methodology Application Area 

(1) 
Gunasekaran and 

Ngai (2005) 

General (any KPI) Literature review, 

conceptual modelling 

Build-to-order SCs 

(1) 
Nagurney and 

Toyasaki (2005) 

Total costs, total profits Variational inequalities, 

Game theory 

Electronic waste 

recycling SC  

(2) 
Van Der Zee & Van 

Der Vorst (2005) 

General (any KPI) ABM, simulation Case study in grocery 

items SC 

Reviewed frameworks

Agent-based frameworks not 
linked to forest products SCs

Frameworks linked to 
forest products SCs

Non-agent-based frameworks 
not linked to forest product sSCs
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Group References KPIs Techniques/Methodology Application Area 

(1) 
Vieira & Junior 

(2005) 

Lead-time, order level 

variations, inventory 

levels 

Simulation No case study 

(1) 
Burgess & Singh 

(2006) 

General (any KPI) SCOR A public utility firm 

(1) 
Baltacioglu et al. 

(2007) 

General (any KPI) SCOR Service industry (case 

study: healthcare) 

(2) 
Chatfield et al. 

(2007) 

General (any KPI) ABM, simulation No case study 

(2) 
Govindu & Chinnam 

(2007) 

General (any KPI) ABM, Gaia, SCOR Japanese virtual pet 

manufacturing 

(2) 
Labarthe et al. 

(2007) 

General (any KPI) ABM, simulation Case study in golf club 

manufacturing 

(1) Bonfill et al. (2008) General (any KPI) MIP Chemical process 

industries 

(2) 
Puigjaner & Guillén-

Gosálbez (2008) 

General economic and 

environmental indexes 
ABM, MIP, Genetic 

Algorithm 

Chemical process 

industries 

(2) 

Al-Mutawah et al. 

(2009) 

Cost, demand fill rate, 

response time, 

manufacturing 

flexibility 

ABM, Simulation, utility 

theory 

Electronics 

(2) Lin et al. (2009) General (any KPI) ABM, DCOR Design oriented SC 

(2) Xue & Zeng (2009) General (any KPI) ABM Collaborative SC 

(2) Chai et al. (2010) Total tardiness ABM, Genetic Algorithm, 

LP 

Experimental data 

(2) Ivanov (2010) General (any KPI) ABM, Simulation, control 

theory, MIP, heuristics 

Adaptive SCs 

(2) 
Ivanov, Sokolov, 

and Kaeschel (2010) 

General (any KPI) ABM, Simulation, control 

theory, MIP, heuristics 

Adaptive SCs 

(1) 

Salema, Barbosa-

Povoa, & Novais 

(2010) 

Total cost MIP, Graph theory Portuguese Glass 

industry 

(1) 
Umeda & Zhang 

(2010) 

Inventory levels, order 

lead-time 
System Dynamics, 

simulation 

Discrete manufacturing 

SCs 

(1) 
Verdouw, Beulens, 

& Trienekens (2011) 

General (any KPI) SCOR  Dutch flower industry 

(1) Yadav et al. (2011) Total profit, total cost, 

design complexity 
Non-linear optimization, 

multi criteria optimization 

Wiring harness 

manufacturing 

(1) 

Hahn & Kuhn 

(2012) 

 

Economic Value 

Added (EVA), 

corporate value, cash 

flow, free cash flow, 

market value added 

Integrated Business 

Planning (IBP),  Stochastic 

Programming (SP) 

No case study 

(1) 

Kouwenhoven, 

Reddy Nalla, & 

Lossonczy von 

Losoncz (2012) 

General (any KPI) Conceptual modelling Food SCs in India and 

Europe  
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Group References KPIs Techniques/Methodology Application Area 

(1) 

Quaglia et al. (2012) General (any KPI) 

Case study KPI: gross 

operating margin 

MINLP Soybean processing in 

a global SC 

4.1 Non-agent-based frameworks 

These studies present SCM concepts in an organized and graphical manner, mainly with 

structured modelling guidelines. These guidelines may be tailored to either optimization or 

simulation modelling of the SC, but they are all software-independent. 

Three of these studies, however, provide no such guidelines. Gunasekaran and Ngai (2004) 

review the literature on Build-to-Order SCs and recommend important factors that need to be 

noted when developing these SCs. Burgess and Singh (2006) offer a conceptual model for 

analysing supply chains while including factors such as social climate, infrastructure, and 

governance of the organization. They suggest that only by understanding all these factors a SC 

can be comprehensively analysed. Finally, Kouwenhoven, Reddy Nalla, and Lossonczy von 

Losoncz (2012) divide SC challenges into two categories (challenges in the early stages of SC 

development, and ongoing challenges related to product or demand characteristics) which can be 

used by decision makers to analyze the bottlenecks of SCs and eliminate inefficiencies. These 

frameworks aid the modellers and analysts to study all aspects of a SC before constructing its 

model, but do not provide a standard or a protocol for its development. 

A few articles presented their framework with the objective of aiding the SC simulation 

modelling efforts. Vieira and Junior (2005) present a generic structure for a SC consisting of 

suppliers, manufacturers, retailers, and customers. Using flowcharts, they conceptually show the 

decision making processes and information flow among the SC members, so it can be used to 

develop a simulation model later. Their depiction of SC interactions is simple, yet it covers the 

basic functions of order processing and product delivery. Baltacioglu et al. (2007) introduces a 
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framework for service SCs based on the structure of the SCOR model. They identify key 

managerial activities that need to be performed to improve the service delivery and describe how 

the framework could be used in healthcare industry SCs. Umeda and Zhang (2010) combine 

system dynamics modelling and discrete-event simulation to present a modelling framework that 

includes the internal business processes of the SC as well as its reactions to external factors such 

as managerial decisions or the consumers behavior change. Using SCOR model as a basis, 

Verdouw, Beulens, and Trienekens (2011) aim to develop a business process modelling 

framework that allows rapid design and configurations of SCs that are demand-driven (as 

opposed to SCs with push system). Their framework is very closely related to SCOR; however, 

instead of SCOR business process diagrams, a different notation is used to represent the 

relationships among processes. 

Majority of the studies in the non-agent-based frameworks focused on mathematical modelling.  

Yadav et al. (2011) develop a non-linear mathematical modelling framework for SC design that 

includes network design as well as the selection of products and their modularity level. Their 

framework includes important aspects of SC design from products selection to plant locations 

and transportation flows, as long as the intended products can be represented by a generic bill of 

materials. Hahn and Kuhn (2012) present a unified modelling framework for model-driven 

decision making in Value-Based Management (VBM) - which focuses on maximizing 

shareholder value. The authors link SCM and financial management and depict the relationships 

among planning hierarchies (long-term, mid-term, etc.), VBM-relevant business domains (e.g. 

balance sheet calculation), and performance metrics. They provide a two-stage stochastic 

optimization framework to combine SC performance and risk management. Since the proposed 

architecture does not include the planning of production and distribution stages of the SC, it 

cannot be utilized as a complete SC modelling framework. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

16 CIRRELT-2014-12



 

In the area of process industries, two mathematical optimization frameworks are presented. One 

is at the operational level for simultaneous production and transportation planning in chemical 

industry SCs (Bonfill et al. 2008). The second framework is to simultaneously address strategic 

and tactical decisions in process industries. This Mixed Integer Non-Linear Programming 

(MINLP) framework can be used to address a range of processing industry SC problems such as 

resource allocation, scheduling, or retrofit design (Quaglia et al. 2012).  

With the growing interest in “closed-loop” or “reverse” logistics (which take into account the SC 

processes required for a product’s after-sales life such as waste management, recycling, and 

product recovery), a number of mathematical frameworks focus on this modelling application. 

Looking at a SC for electronic waste recycling, Nagurney and Toyasaki (2005) present a multi-

tiered optimization model of SC members and find the SC network equilibrium values for 

material flow and prices through solving these problems simultaneously. Wikner and Tang 

(2008) provide various examples and diagrams to argue that the concept of decoupling point 

which is extensively used in forward SCs (traditional SCs), can also be exploited to explain the 

structure of closed-loop SCs. Finally, Salema, Barbosa-Povoa, and Novais (2010) provide an 

optimization framework for a closed-loop SC, aiming to combine strategic and tactical decision-

making levels.  

4.2 Agent-based frameworks 

The studies in this group view the SC as a collection of individual, autonomous or semi-

autonomous agents that behave according to a set of goals and attitudes. In comparison to 

traditional models of SC, Agent-Based Models (ABMs) offer a more natural way of representing 

distributed SCs and are less-complex in terms of implementation (Moyaux et al. 2006). 

We discovered a number of generic ABM frameworks with easy to follow guidelines and clearly 

defined decision rules, such as the work of Van Der Zee and Van Der Vorst (2005) and Labarthe 
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et al. (2007). The latter develop a framework for mass customization of products and present a 

case study of their framework in Unified Modelling Language (UML) before implementing it in 

a simulation software tool.  

Some of the reviewed ABM studies are based upon existing standards and frameworks. 

Suggesting that currents frameworks and standards such as SCOR are either too high level or too 

specific, Govindu and Chinnam (2007) propose an integration of SCOR standards and the Gaia 

methodology in a framework called MASCF. Incorporating more detailed levels and decisions 

with SCOR allows modellers to follow certain steps and develop an ABM of any organization’s 

SC. Lin et al. (2009) integrate the DCOR (Design Chain Operations Reference) reference model 

(which is similar to SCOR model, but tailored to design-oriented SCs) with ABM to create a 

generic framework that is easy to follow. However, their framework does not include traditional 

processes of a manufacturing/distribution SC.  

A number of the reviewed works combine ABM concepts with traditional simulation or 

optimization methods to generate hybrid frameworks. For example, Chatfield et al. (2007) 

argue that while ABM has many advantages over traditional SC simulation, it cannot address the 

order-driven nature of many SCs since the life cycle of an order (i.e., a product) may include 

more than one agent. They propose a new framework that mixes the two simulation worldviews, 

and they show its applicability by developing a software platform and simulating a hypothetical 

SC. Puigjaner and Guillén-Gosálbez (2008) combine ABM simulation, optimization, and 

heuristics to facilitate holistic modelling of chemical process industries, incorporating a variety 

of economic and environmental KPIs.  

Collaborations and negotiations among agents are another area of focus in the reviewed 

articles. Al-Mutawah et al. (2009) present an agent-based framework to model the sharing of 

cultural beliefs (a.k.a “tacit knowledge”) among SC members. Agents are allowed to interact and 
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change their beliefs if it improves their utility. While this framework is useful at a high level 

management view, it is not directly relevant to SC operations planning. Xue and Zeng (2009) 

also provide a conceptual framework for modelling and implementing the infrastructure for 

collaboration in SCs. In a related context, Chai et al. (2010) propose a multi-agent model of the 

SC for concurrent negotiations at the operational level among customers and the manufacturers, 

as well as among manufacturers and the suppliers. The goal is to modify the production plan 

with respect to inventory levels, customer orders, and the supplier bids, to improve the 

profitability of the SC.  

Finally, the issue of adaptive planning of SCs - where there is a feedback between the 

operations and plans of SC - is discussed by Ivanov (2010) and Ivanov, Sokolov, and Kaeschel 

(2010). The authors present a framework that links supply chain strategies, design, tactics, and 

operations through a feedback module. There are multiple building blocks to this framework that 

combine optimization and simulation with control theory and ABM. The resulting framework is 

translated into a software platform; however its concepts and elements are software independent 

and can be used to develop a variety of adaptive SC models. 

4.3 Forest-industry-related frameworks 

While SC modelling and simulation for the forest products industries have been presented in 

literature for well over a decade, we found surprisingly few studies claiming to present 

frameworks for such a purpose. While there have been studies that claimed they presented a 

framework, they were either too general to be considered forest-industry-specific, or too 

narrowly focused on one application. An industry specific framework can benefit the modellers 

by defining all existing elements of a forest products SC and their links. It would result in 

standardized modelling building blocks that could be adapted more easily in future research 

projects. It could also facilitate the transition of academic research to industry, as it would allow 
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industry problems to be identified and translated into a formal approach that would streamline 

the development, modifications, and evaluations of forest value chain models. 

  

The earliest attempts by Frayret et al. (2007) presents a generic agent-based architecture to 

implement distributed advanced planning and scheduling (APS) systems with both simulation 

and planning capabilities. The proposed architecture includes two parts: the first part, based on 

the SCOR model, defines the organizational structure of the SC and how various elements relate 

to each other. The second part shows how to translate this SC structure into simulation 

components. While the application of the framework is shown by a case study in lumber 

manufacturing, this in fact is a generic APS framework with no elements in its organizational 

structure that are specific to forest products. Nonetheless, the ability of the framework to 

represent distributed SCs and to accommodate advanced planning is extremely useful in 

modelling forest products SCs. 

Table 3 presents the KPIs and the methodologies used in the reviewed articles. Interestingly, the 

majority of these studies are geared towards the Canadian industries. It should be noted that from 

the 10 articles that were relevant to the forest industry, one was a literature survey articles.  

The earliest attempts by Frayret et al. (2007) presents a generic agent-based architecture to 

implement distributed advanced planning and scheduling (APS) systems with both simulation 

and planning capabilities. The proposed architecture includes two parts: the first part, based on 

the SCOR model, defines the organizational structure of the SC and how various elements relate 

to each other. The second part shows how to translate this SC structure into simulation 

components. While the application of the framework is shown by a case study in lumber 

manufacturing, this in fact is a generic APS framework with no elements in its organizational 

structure that are specific to forest products. Nonetheless, the ability of the framework to 
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represent distributed SCs and to accommodate advanced planning is extremely useful in 

modelling forest products SCs. 

Table 3. Summary information for the literature on forest products SC modelling frameworks 

References KPIs Techniques/Methodology Application Area 

Frayret et al. 

(2007) 

General (any KPI) 

Case study KPI: total cost, 

resource utilization rate, 

backorders, total 

production value  

ABM, MIP, constraint 

programming 

Canadian lumber 

industry 

Santa-Eulalia, 

Frayret, & 

D’Amours 

(2008b) 

General (any KPI) 

 

ABM Canadian lumber 

industry 

Santa-Eulalia, 

D’Amours, & 

Frayret (2008a, 

2010, 2012) 

General (any KPI) 

Case study KPI: average 

inventory, backorders 

ABM, MIP, constraint 

programming, heuristics 

Canadian lumber 

industry 

Weigel, 

D’Amours, & 

Martel (2009) 

Total profits MIP Canadian pulp and 

paper industry 

Laflamme-

Mayer, Janssen, 

& Stuart (2011) 

Functional unit cost (e.g., 

product or process) 

Activity-Based Cost (ABC) 

modelling 

Canadian pulp and 

paper industry 

Marques et al. 

(2011) 

General (any KPI) Business process modelling, 

Enterprise Architecture  

Portuguese pulp and 

paper industry 

Jerbi et al. 

(2012) 
Revenue minus variable 

costs 

LP, simulation Canadian lumber 

industry 

In a series of publications, Santa-Eulalia, Frayret, and D’Amours (2008b) and Santa-Eulalia, 

D’Amours, and Frayret (2008a, 2010, 2012) present FAMASS, a framework for analysis and 

identifying simulation requirement of distributed agent-based supply chain models. FAMASS 

creates a top-bottom approach to analyse and understand the simulation steps (from a large-scale 

system view to individual agents). Consequently, any supply chain can be decomposed into 

various interacting agents and the necessary requirements to create an agent-based model can be 

expressed in details. The authors validate the usefulness and ease-of-use of their framework 

through a case study in the Canadian lumber manufacturing industry. Similar to the work of 

Frayret et al. (2007), FAMASS is also a generic framework that is not customized for forest 
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products industry, but certainly has the potential to be adjusted or modified to reflect the 

specifics of forest industry’s SCs.   

Weigel, D’Amours, and Martel (2009) present a mathematical modelling framework for 

including the properties of wood fiber in determining the optimal allocation of fibre and 

production plans in the pulp and paper industry. They present a Mixed Integer Programming 

(MIP) model and validate it using data from the Canadian pulp and paper industry. While their 

generic model is shown to be adaptable to various academic and industrial scenarios, it is 

narrowly focused on pulp and paper industries, and is not easily adjustable for application in 

other forest products industries. 

Laflamme-Mayer, Janssen, and Stuart (2011) present an operations-driven cost model to improve 

the cost calculations of continuous processes such as that of the pulp and paper industry. While 

their proposed model can be useful for SC design through comparing the costs of different 

design alternatives, it is not a modelling framework for developing a simulation or optimization 

model of the SC. 

Marques et al. (2011) utilize and extend an Enterprise Architecture (EA) framework to 

incorporates the forest practitioners and stakeholders in forest management decision support 

system (DSS) development. The authors hold workshops for stakeholders of a pulp and paper 

company and capture their knowledge and expertise through business process modelling and 

information representation. Consequently, the technological requirements for developing a wood 

supply management DSS emerge. This framework focuses on the first step in developing any SC 

model: identifying the model elements and the requirements, with an emphasis on the 

importance of including the human dimension. Their methodology can be adopted to include 

other forest industries, as long as enough time and resources are spent on gathering information 

from the stakeholders and decision makers. 
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Jerbi et al. (2012) develop a framework that combines optimization and simulation to link mid-

term and short-term decisions. They use an optimization model (LogiLab) to generate optimal 

mid-term production and transportation plans, and then combine these plans with the stochastic 

details of the SC in a discrete-event simulation model (implemented in Simio software). The 

current model is specific to softwood lumber SCs with a push system, where operational 

decisions are impacted by mid-term plans, not the customer demand. Additionally, the platform 

is software-dependent. Therefore, it is not suitable to adopt as a generic modelling framework.   

In addition to the studies mentioned above, a review article by Azouzi and D’Amours (2011) 

addresses the issue of standardization of modelling efforts for collaborative forest products SCs. 

Authors draw attention to the importance of a framework that allows different and 

multidisciplinary SC models to cooperate and have Information and Knowledge Sharing (IKS) 

throughout. Some generic and industry-specific standards for IKS are reviewed. They focus 

prominently on communication standards, especially those used for electronic data exchange 

which can facilitate the real time IKS in SCs. Additionally, they provide a number of agent-

based platforms that have been developed for forest products SCs, which have been implemented 

using ABM specific software. The authors propose that a first step towards collaborative SC 

modelling is a common ontology and a unified modelling framework for which they suggest 

ODD framework (Grimm et al. 2006) as a starting point.  

The general lessons and insights from the SLR results are discussed in the next section. 

5. Discussions 

We can now revisit the SLR research questions and draw some conclusions based on the 

responses, summarized in Table 5.  

Q1 and Q2 can be answered by looking at Tables 2 and 3. There have been 24 studies proposing 

frameworks in areas other than the forest products industries and 9 studies with frameworks 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

CIRRELT-2014-12 23



 

which are either focused on forest industries or have a case study that involves forest products. 

The small number of articles focused on forest products SC modelling frameworks clearly shows 

a research gap. Although the reviewed articles have started to address this gap, there is still need 

for considerably more academic and industry research to reach a credible unified framework that 

can be adopted for forest products industries.  

Q3 involves the KPIs that have been considered in each work. Table 4 shows the ratio of articles 

using each KPI (note that the total is more than 100% since some articles use multiple KPIs). It 

is seen that the majority of the general application frameworks (54%) allow the use of any 

chosen KPI (e.g. costs, profits, service levels, etc.). This is a positive feature, considering that a 

general framework should accommodate a variety of performance measures based on the 

requirements of each specific model. Among frameworks with pre-defined KPIs, there is a focus 

on customer-related KPIs such as order lead-times or demand fill-rate. Other traditional KPIs 

such as cost or profit are not featured prominently. Studies related to the forest products industry 

also include a majority that allows generic KPIs (56%), with case study examples including 

financial measures as well as customer-related measures such as back-order volumes. However 

frameworks that did not allow for generic KPIs mainly focused on costs and profits and have no 

mention of customer-related KPIs which shows a lack of market focus in this domain compared 

to other application areas. Other more SC-related KPIs, such as supply chain alignment, 

integration, agility etc., or even KPIs related to recent concerns about supply chain sustainability 

(including environmental and social aspects) are not presented in the reviewed works. 

Table 4. Ratio of SC frameworks using various KPIs 

KPI General (any KPI) Cost Profit Customer related Other 

General application frameworks 54% 8% 4% 17% 25% 

Forest-industry-related 56% 11% 22% 0% 0% 
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To answer Q4 we look at Figure 6 which shows the percentage of each group of techniques used 

to develop the frameworks. The simulation category includes both traditional and ABM 

simulations. There are also hybrid frameworks that combine optimization and simulation. It is 

seen that no individual method is dominant in the general applications. However, the articles 

related to the forest industry have a majority of hybrid methods. Interestingly, if we only 

compare ABM frameworks (11 articles) with the remaining ones (12 articles) by looking at 

Table 2, we see that nearly half of the frameworks accommodate agent representations of SC. 

This observation holds true for articles with forest industry relevance; over half of them are 

ABM focused. This indicates a positive trend towards formalizing the modelling efforts in 

ABMs, considering the growing number of studies that utilize ABM to represent forest industry 

SCs (a recent review of such studies has been presented by Frayret (2011)). A standard 

modelling framework would facilitate their development and implementation which in turn can 

increase their popularity with the SC modelling community. 

Looking at   

The earliest attempts by Frayret et al. (2007) presents a generic agent-based architecture to 

implement distributed advanced planning and scheduling (APS) systems with both simulation 

and planning capabilities. The proposed architecture includes two parts: the first part, based on 

the SCOR model, defines the organizational structure of the SC and how various elements relate 

to each other. The second part shows how to translate this SC structure into simulation 

components. While the application of the framework is shown by a case study in lumber 

manufacturing, this in fact is a generic APS framework with no elements in its organizational 

structure that are specific to forest products. Nonetheless, the ability of the framework to 

represent distributed SCs and to accommodate advanced planning is extremely useful in 

modelling forest products SCs. 
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Table 3 to answer Q5 and Q6, we see that all but one of the articles are focused on Canadian 

forest products industry. Considering the challenges facing the forest products industry in 

Canada and the increasing efforts in SC modelling research, this observation is a positive 

indication. We may not be able to compare the Canadian forest industry SC modelling 

frameworks with ones from other countries, but there exist many general application frameworks 

that can be viewed as good targets to strive for. A framework that is supported by industry 

collaboration, similar to SCOR, will be more easily accepted and implemented. The existing 

frameworks such as FAMASS or the work of Frayret et al. (2007) have proved to be applicable 

to forest products SCs.  

 

Figure 6. Methodology used in SC modelling frameworks; a) general applications, b) forest-industry-related 

While developing more frameworks to address the specific issues of the industry is valuable, the 

next step could be to involve stakeholders from the forest products industry to further customize 

the existing general frameworks to the decisions and processes of the industry. It is possible to 

classify processes and decisions within the forest products SC according to the concepts and 

entities of existing frameworks, and identify the links and feedbacks among them. If some 

processes seem to not fit within the limits of a framework, modifications could be made to 

include them as well. This approach minimizes the development effort while meeting the 
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specific requirements of forest products SCs. Nevertheless, if the developed framework is to be 

used by industry practitioners, it is important to include their knowledge and experience when 

developing a new framework or modifying an existing one. Another direction could be to expose 

the academic researchers to existing frameworks through special meetings or conferences and 

encourage them to follow an established standard when developing their SC models. 
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Table 5. Answers to the SLR research questions 

Research Question Answers 

Q1. Number of studies proposing frameworks 

related to forest products SCs 

9 

Q2. Number of studies proposing frameworks 

related to other SCs 

24 

Q3. Types of KPIs used The majority allowed for any KPI; for the remaining 

frameworks, customer related KPIs were represented the 

most 

Q3-1. Types of KPIs used in forest product SC 

frameworks 

The majority allowed for any KPI; while the remaining 

focused on costs and profits, there is a lack of focus on 

customer or sustainability-related  KPIs 

Q4. Techniques used in the reviewed frameworks A variety of techniques are used with a strong trend 

towards using ABM for representing SCs as well as  

combining optimization and simulation techniques 

Q5. Areas neglected in Canadian studies on forest 

products SC modelling frameworks 

Cannot be compared to other countries as all forest 

products studies were focused on Canada, indicating the 

interest and research potential in the country 

Q6. Recommendations for a new framework Including industry stakeholders to increase the industrial 

credibility and utilization of the framework 

6. Conclusions 

In this article we conducted an SLR of the research literature on SC modelling frameworks and 

standards between 2004 and 2012. The SLR objective was to identify the potential existing 

frameworks that could aid research on modelling the forest products SC. 57 articles were 

reviewed and 32 frameworks were identified, 9 of which were relevant to the forest products 

industries. The results suggest that there exist frameworks and standards which are potentially 

applicable to the case of the forest products SCs, mainly within the Canadian research 

community. Development of mathematical and simulation SC models of the forest products 

industry can benefit from such frameworks as they will facilitate the process and lend more 

credibility to the results. 

In the interest of practicality, the results of this SLR were limited by the selection of search 

terms, as there may have been relevant articles which did not fit the search criteria. Additional 

literature surveys can be performed with a wider range of search terms to expand the current 

work. Furthermore, the next step in developing a modelling framework for the forest product 
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SCs can begin by utilizing one of the identified existing frameworks, such as SCOR or 

FAMASS, and tailoring it to the industry, making modifications as necessary.  

7. Acknowledgments 

This research was supported by the NSERC Strategic Network on Value Chain Optimization 

(VCO). 

8. References 

Acar, Y., Kadipasaoglu, S., and Schipperijn, P. 2010. A decision support framework for global 

supply chain modelling: an assessment of the impact of demand, supply and lead-time 

uncertainties on performance. Int. J. Prod. Res. 48(11): 3245–3268. doi: 

10.1080/00207540902791769. 

Akgul, O., Shah, N., and Papageorgiou, L.G. 2012. An optimisation framework for a hybrid 

first/second generation bioethanol supply chain. Comput. Chem. Eng. 42: 101–114. doi: 

10.1016/j.compchemeng.2012.01.012. 

Azouzi, R., and D’Amours, S. 2011. Information and Knowledge Sharing in the Collaborative 

Design of Planning Systems within the Forest Products Industry: Survey, Framework, and 

Roadmap. Journal of Science & Technology for Forest Products and Processes 1(2): 6–14. 

Baltacioglu, T., Ada, E., Kaplan, M.D., Yurt, O., and Cem Kaplan, Y. 2007. A New Framework 

for Service Supply Chains. The Service Industries Journal 27(2): 105–124. doi: 

10.1080/02642060601122629. 

Bonfill, A., Espuña, A., and Puigjaner, L. 2008. Decision support framework for coordinated 

production and transport scheduling in SCM. Comput. Chem. Eng. 32(6): 1206–1224. doi: 

10.1016/j.compchemeng.2007.04.020. 

Burgess, K., and Singh, P.J. 2006. A proposed integrated framework for analysing supply chains. 

Supply Chain Management: An International Journal 11(4): 337–344. doi: 

10.1108/13598540610671789. 

Canadian Forest Service. 2012. Canadian Forest Service : Contribution of forest products to 

gross domestic product. Available from http://cfs.nrcan.gc.ca/pages/277 [accessed 22  

October  2013]. 

Chai, J.Y., Sakaguchi, T., and Shirase, K. 2010. A Framework of Multi Objectives Negotiation 

for Dynamic Supply Chain Model. Journal of Advanced Mechanical Design, Systems, and 

Manufacturing 4(2): 457–468. 

Chatfield, D.C., Hayya, J.C., and Harrison, T.P. 2007. A multi-formalism architecture for agent-

based, order-centric supply chain simulation. Simulation Modelling Practice and Theory 

15(2): 153–174. doi: 10.1016/j.simpat.2006.09.018. 

Chen, I.J., and Paulraj, A. 2004. Understanding supply chain management: critical research and a 

theoretical framework. Int. J. Prod. Res. 42(1): 131–163. doi: 

10.1080/00207540310001602865. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

CIRRELT-2014-12 29



 

Cigolini, R., Cozzi, M., and Perona, M. 2004. A new framework for supply chain management: 

Conceptual model and empirical test. Int. .J Oper. Prod. Man. 24(1): 7–41. doi: 

10.1108/01443570410510979. 

Cook, D.J., Mulrow, C.D., and Haynes, R.B. 1997. Systematic reviews: synthesis of best 

evidence for clinical decisions. Ann. Intern. Med. 126(5): 376–380. 

Cook, D.J., Sackett, D.L., and Spitzer, W.O. 1995. Methodologic guidelines for systematic 

reviews of randomized control trials in health care from the Potsdam Consultation on Meta-

Analysis. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 48(1): 167–171. 

Costantino, N., Dotoli, M., Falagario, M., Fanti, M.P., and Iacobellis, G. 2009. A decision 

support system framework for purchasing management in supply chains. Journal of Business 

& Industrial Marketing 24(3/4): 278–290. doi: 10.1108/08858620910939822. 

Diosteanu, A., Coftas, L.A., Smeureanu,, A., and Stefan, D. 2010. Multi-Agents and GIS 

Framework for Collaborative Supply Chain Management Applications, Case Study: Internet 

Trade Business Network. In Proceedings of the 9th IEEE The Romanian Educational Network 

(RoEduNet), 24-26 june 2010. IEEE, Sibiu, Romania. pp. 157–62. 

Fathollah, M., Taham, F., and Ashouri, A. 2009. Developing a Conceptual Framework for 

Simulation Analysis in a Supply Chain Based on Common Platform (SCBCP). Journal of 

Applied Research and Technology 7(2): 163–184. [accessed 16  October  2013]. 

FPAC. 2013. Forest Products Association of Canada - Industry by the Numbers. Available from 

http://www.fpac.ca/index.php/en/page/industry-by-the-numbers [accessed 22  October  2013]. 

Frayret, J.M. 2011. Multi-Agent System Applications in the Forest Products Industry. Journal of 

Science & Technology for Forest Products and Processes 1(2): 15–29. 

Frayret, J.M., D’Amours, S., Rousseau, A., Harvey, S., and Gaudreault, J. 2007. Agent-based 

supply-chain planning in the forest products industry. Int. J. Flex. Manuf. Sys. 19(4): 358–

391. 

Galasso, F., Mercé, C., and Grabot, B. 2009. Decision support framework for supply chain 

planning with flexible demand. Int. J. Prod. Res. 47(2): 455–478. doi: 

10.1080/00207540802426508. 

Georgiadis, P., Vlachos, D., and Iakovou, E. 2005. A system dynamics modeling framework for 

the strategic supply chain management of food chains. J. Food Eng. 70(3): 351–364. doi: 

10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2004.06.030. 

Govindu, R., and Chinnam, R.B. 2007. MASCF: A generic process-centered methodological 

framework for analysis and design of multi-agent supply chain systems. Comput. Ind. Eng. 

53(4): 584–609. doi: 10.1016/j.cie.2007.06.003. 

Grimm, V., Berger, U., Bastiansen, F., Eliassen, S., Ginot, V., Giske, J., Goss-Custard, J., Grand, 

T., Heinz, S.K., Huse, G., Huth, A., Jepsen, J.U., Jørgensen, C., Mooij, W.M., Müller, B., 

Pe’er, G., Piou, C., Railsback, S.F., Robbins, A.M., Robbins, M.M., Rossmanith, E., Rüger, 

N., Strand, E., Souissi, S., Stillman, R.A., Vabø, R., Visser, U., and DeAngelis, D.L. 2006. A 

standard protocol for describing individual-based and agent-based models. Ecol. Model. 

198(1–2): 115–126. doi: 10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2006.04.023. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

30 CIRRELT-2014-12



 

Grimm, V., and Railsback, S.F. 2005. Individual-based Modeling and Ecology. Princeton 

University Press. 

Guillén, G., Badell, M., and Puigjaner, L. 2007. A holistic framework for short-term supply 

chain management integrating production and corporate financial planning. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 

106(1): 288–306. doi: 10.1016/j.ijpe.2006.06.008. 

Gunasekaran, A., and Ngai, E.W.T. 2005. Build-to-order supply chain management: a literature 

review and framework for development. J. Oper. Manag. 23(5): 423–451. doi: 

10.1016/j.jom.2004.10.005. 

Gunasekaran, A., Patel, C., and McGaughey, R.E. 2004. A framework for supply chain 

performance measurement. Int. J. Prod. Econ. 87(3): 333–347. doi: 

10.1016/j.ijpe.2003.08.003. 

Hahn, G.J., and Kuhn, H. 2012. Designing decision support systems for value-based 

management: A survey and an architecture. Decis. Support Syst. 53(3): 591–598. doi: 

10.1016/j.dss.2012.02.016. 

Henderson-Sellers, B., and Giorgini, P. 2005. Agent-oriented Methodologies. Idea Group Inc 

(IGI), Hershey, PA. 

Higgins, A., Antony, G., Sandell, G., Davies, I., Prestwidge, D., and Andrew, B. 2004. A 

framework for integrating a complex harvesting and transport system for sugar production. 

Agr. Syst. 82(2): 99–115. doi: 10.1016/j.agsy.2003.12.004. 

Huan, S.H., Sheoran, S.K., and Wang, G. 2004. A review and analysis of supply chain 

operations reference (SCOR) model. Supply Chain Management: An International Journal 

9(1): 23–29. doi: 10.1108/13598540410517557. 

Ivanov, D. 2010. An adaptive framework for aligning (re)planning decisions on supply chain 

strategy, design, tactics, and operations. Int. J. Prod. Res. 48(13): 3999–4017. doi: 

10.1080/00207540902893417. 

Ivanov, D., Sokolov, B., and Kaeschel, J. 2010. A multi-structural framework for adaptive 

supply chain planning and operations control with structure dynamics considerations. Eur. J. 

Oper. Res. 200(2): 409–420. doi: 10.1016/j.ejor.2009.01.002. 

Jerbi, W., Gaudreault, J., D’Amours, S., Nourelfath, M., Lemieux, S., Marier, P., and Bouchard, 

M. 2012. Optimization/simulation-based framework for the evaluation of supply chain 

management policies in the forest product industry. In The Proceedings of 2012 IEEE 

International Conference on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics (SMC), October 14-17. Seoul, 

Korea. pp. 1742–1748. doi: 10.1109/ICSMC.2012.6377989. 

Jung, H., Frank Chen, F., and Jeong, B. 2008. Decentralized supply chain planning framework 

for third party logistics partnership. Comput. Ind. Eng. 55(2): 348–364. doi: 

10.1016/j.cie.2007.12.017. 

Kadadevaramath, R.S., Chen, J.C.H., Latha Shankar, B., and Rameshkumar, K. 2012. 

Application of particle swarm intelligence algorithms in supply chain network architecture 

optimization. Expert Syst. Appl. 39(11): 10160–10176. doi: 10.1016/j.eswa.2012.02.116. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

CIRRELT-2014-12 31



 

Kamath, N.B., and Roy, R. 2007. Capacity augmentation of a supply chain for a short lifecycle 

product: A system dynamics framework. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 179(2): 334–351. doi: 

10.1016/j.ejor.2006.03.045. 

Kitchenham, B.A., Dyba, T., and Jorgensen, M. 2004. Evidence-based software engineering. In 

The Proceedings of the 26th International Conference on Software Engineering (ICSE), May 

23-28. Edinburgh, UK. pp. 273–281. doi: 10.1109/ICSE.2004.1317449. 

Kouwenhoven, G., Reddy Nalla, V., and Lossonczy von Losoncz, T. 2012. Creating Sustainable 

Businesses by Reducing Food Waste: A Value Chain Framework for Eliminating 

Inefficiencies. Int. Food Agribus. Man. 15(3). [accessed 8  August  2013]. 

Labarthe, O., Espinasse, B., Ferrarini, A., and Montreuil, B. 2007. Toward a methodological 

framework for agent-based modelling and simulation of supply chains in a mass 

customization context. Simul. Model. Pract. Th. 15(2): 113–136. doi: 

10.1016/j.simpat.2006.09.014. 

Laflamme-Mayer, M., Janssen, M., and Stuart, P. 2011. Development of an operations-driven 

cost model for continuous processes, part 1: framework for design and operations decision 

making. Journal of Science & Technology for Forest Products and Processes 1(1): 32–41. 

Lambert, D.M. 2008. Supply Chain Management: Processes, Partnerships, Performance. Supply 

Chain Management Institute, Jacksonville, FL. 

Lin, J.S., Ou-Yang, C., and Juan, Y. 2009. Towards a standardised framework for a multi-agent 

system approach for cooperation in an original design manufacturing company. Int. J. 

Comput. Integ. M. 22(6): 494–514. doi: 10.1080/09511920802537987. 

Lockamy III, A., and McCormack, K. 2004. Linking SCOR planning practices to supply chain 

performance: An exploratory study. Int. J. Oper. Prod. Man. 24(12): 1192–1218. doi: 

10.1108/01443570410569010. 

Lu, T.P., Chang, T.M., and Yih *, Y. 2005. Production control framework for supply chain 

management—an application in the elevator manufacturing industry. Int. J. Prod. Res. 43(20): 

4219–4233. doi: 10.1080/00207540500142167. 

Marchetta, M.G., Mayer, F., and Forradellas, R.Q. 2011. A reference framework following a 

proactive approach for Product Lifecycle Management. Comput. Ind. 62(7): 672–683. doi: 

10.1016/j.compind.2011.04.004. 

Marques, A.F., Borges, J.G., Sousa, P., and Pinho, A.M. 2011. An enterprise architecture 

approach to forest management support systems design: an application to pulpwood supply 

management in Portugal. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 130(6): 935–948. doi: 10.1007/s10342-011-0482-

8. 

Maxwell, J.A. 2005. Conceptual framework : what do you think is going on? In Qualitative 

research design :an interactive approach, 2nd edition. Sage Publications, Thousand Oaks, CA. 

pp. 33–64. 

Melo, M.T., Nickel, S., and Gama, F.S. da. 2006. Dynamic multi-commodity capacitated facility 

location: a mathematical modeling framework for strategic supply chain planning. Comput. 

Oper. Res. 33(1): 181 – 208. doi: 10.1016/j.cor.2004.07.005. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

32 CIRRELT-2014-12



 

Moyaux, T., Chaib-draa, B., and D’Amours, S. 2006. Supply Chain Management and Multiagent 

Systems: An Overview. In Multiagent based Supply Chain Management. Edited by B. Chaib-

draa and J.P. Müller. Springer Berlin Heidelberg. pp. 1–27. [accessed 21  October  2013]. 

Al-Mutawah, K., Lee, V., and Cheung, Y. 2009. A new multi-agent system framework for tacit 

knowledge management in manufacturing supply chains. J. Intell. Manuf. 20(5): 593–610. 

doi: 10.1007/s10845-008-0142-0. 

Nagurney, A., and Toyasaki, F. 2005. Reverse supply chain management and electronic waste 

recycling: a multitiered network equilibrium framework for e-cycling. Transport. Res. E-Log. 

41(1): 1–28. doi: 10.1016/j.tre.2003.12.001. 

Neiro, S.M.S., and Pinto, J.M. 2004. A general modeling framework for the operational planning 

of petroleum supply chains. Comput. Chem. Eng. 28(6–7): 871–896. doi: 

10.1016/j.compchemeng.2003.09.018. 

Paxton, J., and Tucker, B. 2010. Using SCOR as a supply chain management framework for 

government agency contract requirements. In The Proceedings of 2010 IEEE Aerospace 

Conference, 6-13 March. Big Sky, MT. pp. 1–8. doi: 10.1109/AERO.2010.5446849. 

Poluha, R.G. 2007. Application of the SCOR Model in Supply Chain Management. Cambria 

Press, Youngstown, NY. 

Puigjaner, L., and Guillén-Gosálbez, G. 2008. Towards an integrated framework for supply 

chain management in the batch chemical process industry. Comput. Chem. Eng. 32(4–5): 

650–670. doi: 10.1016/j.compchemeng.2007.02.004. 

Quaglia, A., Sarup, B., Sin, G., and Gani, R. 2012. Integrated business and engineering 

framework for synthesis and design of enterprise-wide processing networks. Comput. Chem. 

Eng. 38: 213–223. doi: 10.1016/j.compchemeng.2011.12.011. 

Robinson, S. 2007. Conceptual modelling for simulation Part I: definition and requirements. J. 

Oper. Res. Soc. 59(3): 278–290. 

Salema, M.I.G., Barbosa-Povoa, A.., and Novais, A.Q. 2010. Simultaneous design and planning 

of supply chains with reverse flows: A generic modelling framework. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 

203(2): 336–349. doi: 10.1016/j.ejor.2009.08.002. 

Sammons, N., Eden, M., Yuan, W., Cullinan, H., and Aksoy, B. 2007. A flexible framework for 

optimal biorefinery product allocation. Environ. Prog. 26(4): 349–354. doi: 

10.1002/ep.10227. 

Santa-Eulalia, L.A., D’Amours, S., and Frayret, J.M. 2008a. A methodological framework for 

the analysis of agent-based supply chain planning simulations. In The Proceedings of the 

2008 Spring simulation multiconference, April 14-17. Society for Computer Simulation 

International, San Diego, CA. Available from 

http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1400549.1400689. 

Santa-Eulalia, L.A., D’Amours, S., and Frayret, J.M. 2010. Modeling agent-based simulations 

for supply chain planning: The FAMASS methodological framework. In The proceedings of 

2010 IEEE International Conference on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics (SMC), October 10-

13. Istanbul, Turkey. pp. 1710–1718. doi: 10.1109/ICSMC.2010.5642312. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

CIRRELT-2014-12 33



 

Santa-Eulalia, L.A., D’Amours, S., and Frayret, J.M. 2012. Agent-based simulations for 

advanced supply chain planning and scheduling: The FAMASS methodological framework 

for requirements analysis. Int. J. Comput. Integ. M. 25(10): 963–980. doi: 

10.1080/0951192X.2011.652177. 

Santa-Eulalia, L.A., Frayret, J.M., and D’Amours, S. 2008b. Essay on Conceptual Modeling, 

Analysis and Illustration of Agent-Based Simulations for Distributed Supply Chain Planning. 

INFOR 46(2): 97–116. doi: 10.3138/infor.46.2.97. 

Santa-Eulalia, L.A., Halladjian, G., D’Amours, S., and Frayret, J.M. 2011a. Integrated 

methodological frameworks for modelling agent-based advanced supply chain planning 

systems: A systematic literature review. Journal of Industrial Engineering and Management 

4(4): 624–668. doi: 10.3926/jiem.326. 

Santa-Eulalia, L.A., Aït-Kadi, D., D’Amours, S., Frayret, J.M., and Lemieux, S. 2011b. Agent-

based experimental investigations of the robustness of tactical planning and control policies in 

a softwood lumber supply chain. Prod. Plan. Control 22(8): 782–799. doi: 

10.1080/09537287.2010.543561. 

Seuring, S., and Müller, M. 2008. From a literature review to a conceptual framework for 

sustainable supply chain management. J. Clean prod. 16(15): 1699–1710. doi: 

10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.04.020. 

Shabani, N., and Sowlati, T. 2013. A mixed integer non-linear programming model for tactical 

value chain optimization of a wood biomass power plant. Appl. Energ. 104: 353–361. doi: 

10.1016/j.apenergy.2012.11.013. 

Son, H.R., Ryu, J.H., Heo, S.K., and Lee, I.B. 2009. A scenario-based robust framework for 

short-term and long-term operation planning problems. Korean J. Chem. Eng. 26(3): 612–

621. doi: 10.1007/s11814-009-0103-0. 

Stadtler, H., and Kilger, C. 2005. Supply Chain Management And Advanced Planning: 

Concepts, Models, Software And Case Studies. Springer, Germany. 

Supply Chain Council. 2008. Supply Chain Operations Reference (SCOR) Model - Version 9. 

Supply Chain Council. Available from http://supply-chain.org. 

Tranfield, D., Denyer, D., and Smart, P. 2003. Towards a Methodology for Developing 

Evidence-Informed Management Knowledge by Means of Systematic Review. Brit. J. 

Manage. 14(3): 207–222. doi: 10.1111/1467-8551.00375. 

Umeda, S., and Zhang, F. 2010. A simulation modeling framework for supply chain system 

analysis. In Proceedings of the 2010 Winter Simulation Conference. Baltimore, Maryland. pp. 

2011–2022. 

Verderame, P.M., and Floudas, C.A. 2009. Operational planning framework for multisite 

production and distribution networks. Comput. Chem. Eng. 33(5): 1036–1050. doi: 

10.1016/j.compchemeng.2008.09.008. 

Verdouw, C.N., Beulens, A.J.M., Trienekens, J.H., and van der Vorst, J.G.A.J. 2011. A 

framework for modelling business processes in demand-driven supply chains. Production 

Planning & Control : The Management of Operations 22(4): 365–388. doi: 

10.1080/09537287.2010.486384. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

34 CIRRELT-2014-12



 

Vieira, G.E., and Junior, O.C. 2005. A conceptual model for the creation of supply chain 

simulation models. In The Proceedings of the 37th Winter Simulation Conference, December 

4-7. Orlando, FL. pp. 2619–2627. doi: 10.1109/WSC.2005.1574561. 

Wang, J.-Z., Hsieh, S.-T., and Hsu, P.-Y. 2012. Advanced sales and operations planning 

framework in a company supply chain. Int. J. Comput. Integ. M. 25(3): 248–262. doi: 

10.1080/0951192X.2011.629683. 

Weigel, G., D’Amours, S., and Martel, A. 2009. A Modeling Framework for Maximizing Value 

Creation in Pulp and Paper Mills. INFOR 47(3): 247–260. [accessed 2  August  2013]. 

Wikner, J., and Tang, O. 2008. A structural framework for closed-loop supply chains. Int. J. 

Logist. Manag. 19(3): 344–366. doi: 10.1108/09574090810919198. 

Wooldridge, M., Jennings, N.R., and Kinny, D. 2000. The Gaia Methodology for Agent-

Oriented Analysis and Design. Autonomous Agents and Multi-Agent Systems 3(3): 285–312. 

doi: 10.1023/A:1010071910869. 

Xue, X., and Zeng, Z. 2009. The modeling framework for collaborative economic organization: 

Cluster supply chain. In The Proceedings of IEEE International Conference on Intelligent 

Computing and Intelligent Systems (ICIS), November 20-22. Shanghai, China. pp. 72–76. 

doi: 10.1109/ICICISYS.2009.5358115. 

Yadav, S.R., Mishra, N., Kumar, V., and Tiwari, M.K. 2011. A framework for designing robust 

supply chains considering product development issues. Int. J. Prod. Res. 49(20): 6065–6088. 

doi: 10.1080/00207543.2010.524258. 

Van der Zee, D.J., and van der Vorst, J.G.A.J. 2005. A Modeling Framework for Supply Chain 

Simulation: Opportunities for Improved Decision Making. Decision Sci. 36(1): 65–95. doi: 

10.1111/j.1540-5915.2005.00066.x. 

Zheng, J. 2008. A Modeling Framework for the Planning of Logistics Nodes in Strategic Supply 

Chain Based on Complex Network. In The Proceedings of 2008 International Symposium on 

Electronic Commerce and Security, August 3-5. Guangzhou, China. pp. 1001–1005. doi: 

10.1109/ISECS.2008.56. 

Zheng, J. 2009. A Modeling Framework for the Planning of Strategic Supply Chain Viewed 

from Complex Network. Journal of Service Science and Management 2(02): 129–135. 

Supply Chain Modelling Frameworks for Forest Products Industry: A Systematic Literature Review

CIRRELT-2014-12 35


	CIRRELT-2014-12-pp
	CIRRELT-2014-12-abstract
	CIRRELT-2014-12



