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ABSTRACT : This study guathered the factor of supply chain risk through literature review, and measured the importance of risk factors
which have been recognized by domestic companies. This study has purposes and necessities as follows. First, supply risk factors were
classified and explored through positive studies about supply chain risk. Most of previous studies helps grasping the meaning of supply chain
risk but limited in conceptual side. Second, this study used AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) method which makes decision-making problem
classified, simplicated and systeratized to evaluate the importance of supply-chain risk recognized by the companies. Finally, this study
suggests registration-point in companies’s efficient supply activity would be great by measuring the importance of supply-chain through
AHP(Andlytic Hierarchy Process).

KEY WORDS : Supply Chain Risk Factor, SCRM(Supply Chain Risk Management). AHP(Aralytic Hierarchy Process)
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Table 2 Conception of Supply Chain Risk Factor(Review)
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Table 3 Grouping of Supply Chain Risk Factor
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Table 4 Estimation of Supply Chain Risk Factor (Hierarchy I)
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Table 5 Estimation of Supply Chain Risk Factor (Hierarchy II)
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