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Analysis of Influencing Factor of Risk Communication in Civil Aircraft Supply
Chain Based on TPB
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[ABSTRACT] With theory of planned behavior, a
few factors are proposed to analyze between members of
civil aircraft supply chain enterprises in risk communica-
tion, type of partnership, power structure, risk type, expect-
ed results, trust and commitment, the degree of resource
and so on. Finally, three measures to improve risk commu-
nication are put forward.
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Fig.1 Theory of planned behavior proposed by Ajzen
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Fig.2 Partnership of civil aircraft supply chain

ANTRS B85 VR KA 5 28 0 XL 1038 119 25 A AR K
Wil P 787 WML, P S BN R S KU AR AR,
TR A IS AT 55 S 2 M2 2 TS Rik e, A 2
RGN0 B 787 ZUHERIATE, IR H At
JOL R A B BREE , 55 [N 25 5 ok B R 4
2, F M E B AT T O S T A E R o AT
WA AR RPN T, SR DG AR T AR AK P i ek 1 DU X
A B FZMA RN DRI A L 22 B T AR 25 U 7 38
AN TR
32 HEKE

Ty A Jey A AH N - o i R A A R B AR Y
Moz BERLEE A A IS Al =2 (B AR — A T R Y
WA ZAEE - % O A R S A R BRI AR
XR8P ARG P X (46 7 78 L5 ) 3 g 2 [ ) g At S it
FYPREm oA, anlel 3 Bias o MIER R A £ B2, 38 4
F B 1SS By i T PO A O S 2 B A I 5 1 75 K
Wey S TR A S5 A RO e B A P = i il 55 4 10
P Rt N 7 b 3RAS B IR A R

PR BE P R Al AE SV I A v BT AR 9 T A SR, B
W 3% T 5 i v DRURS: /) e ) 285 52 AR 107 6 XU ) e 3 0L
Mo LA S 32 S 08 A% Jm D 491, %o o 3 ok

2013 4R35 172 9] - B liEsAR 123



él’*iEY RESEARCH

A
s A
W52 4 Y R
e a1 I O
e :
WEAS RS
BURIRTEIGROS EORR
R RTRR e
E3 Rk

Fig.3 Force matrix
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Fig.4 Risk type of civil aitcraft supply chain
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Fig.5 TPB model of risk communication of civil aircraft supply chain
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Fig.6 Flow chart of risk management for civil
aircraft supply chain
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