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Abstract: 
 We examine how procurement decisions shape digital supply chain security in multinational environments facing rising 

supplier linked cyber exposure. We use a structured global dataset covering firms that apply screening, compliance, and 

technology vetting controls to manage supplier risks and operate in high connectivity markets. We estimate a linear model that 

tests the direct effects of these controls and the moderating influence of organizational cyber security maturity. The analysis 

shows that strong supplier selection, uniform compliance enforcement, and intensive technology vetting each improve intrusion 

reduction, data flow protection, operational continuity, and disruption prevention. Maturity strengthens these relationships by 

improving coordination and process discipline. The results reveal an integrated procurement security architecture that explains 

how early filtering, accountability routines, and interface validation interact to produce resilience outcomes across digital 

ecosystems. The contribution lies in clarifying how procurement functions operate as a risk control system with global relevance 

for firms navigating complex digital networks, and the findings offer actionable insights for managers and policymakers seeking 

to stabilize interconnected supply chains.  
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1. Introduction: 
 We reviewed global evidence showing that digital supply chains face rising cyber exposure as firms expand their 

dependence on external software, data interfaces, and cloud based procurement systems. International reports indicate continuous 

growth in supplier linked intrusions, with data breaches in interconnected ecosystems increasing across North America, Europe, 

and Asia since 2022. Comparative studies reveal that high technology regions such as East Asia and the European Union 

experience similar escalation patterns, driven by rapid integration of third party applications and automation tools. These shifts 

position procurement activities at the center of cyber resilience because supplier connectivity creates multiple entry points for 

disruption. The magnitude of this challenge is reflected in sustained financial losses, operational interruptions, and escalating 

regulatory pressure worldwide. Complementary work by Farouk and Lee 2024, Martinez and Chen 2023, Klein and Moro 2023, 

and Kim and Duarte 2025 shows that digital ecosystems now exhibit systemic vulnerabilities when supplier controls are weak. 

Our work connects with this strand of literature by focusing on how procurement decisions determine cyber exposure pathways. 

These insights extend risk governance theory by clarifying how inter organizational interactions create structural threat patterns 

across global markets. 

 We examined research on secure supplier selection, cyber risk compliance checks, and technology and system vetting, 

which together form the independent variable in the conceptual framework. Prior global studies report that supplier selection 

practices influence cyber infiltration probabilities through rating systems, contract safeguards, and rejection thresholds, as shown 

by Rahman and Silva 2024, Martinez and Chen 2023, and Farouk and Lee 2024. Complementary evidence on compliance checks 

highlights how ISO aligned controls, third party audits, and contractual data protection clauses reduce supplier uncertainty and 

strengthen governance, as demonstrated by Klein and Moro 2023 and Lawson and Trent 2024. Work on technology vetting shows 

that API reviews, authentication policies, and vulnerability testing significantly reduce the likelihood of exploitation across digital 

interfaces, supported by Osei and Nakamura 2024 and Kim and Duarte 2025. Meta analytical patterns across these streams 

indicate alignment in direction but divergence in explanatory depth, with earlier studies rarely integrating the three controls within 

a unified empirical model. Our work complements these contributions by linking all three procurement mechanisms to a common 

outcome pathway and explaining how early, mid, and late stage procurement decisions interact to shape digital security. This 

connection strengthens theoretical grounding in supply chain risk management and advances its application to cyber security 

behavior. 

 We reviewed findings that position organizational cyber security maturity as a structural moderator influencing how 

firms absorb and convert procurement actions into resilience outcomes. Global studies show that maturity enhances coordination, 

standardization, and process discipline across digital ecosystems, as reported by Huang and Peters 2023, Klein and Moro 2023, 

Lawson and Trent 2024, and Farouk and Lee 2024. Comparative analyses across Europe, Canada, and South Korea reveal that 

maturity shifts the effectiveness of supplier controls by improving internal alignment and oversight mechanisms. Yet empirical 

models rarely quantify how maturity interacts with procurement variables to influence cyber outcomes. Our work complements 

this gap by testing maturity as a capacity factor that amplifies or weakens procurement effects. This extends organizational 

capability theory by clarifying maturity’s behavioral role within cyber security governance rather than treating it as a descriptive 

attribute. 

 We examined global and regional studies on digital supply chain security, which forms the dependent variable in the 

conceptual framework. Research shows that incident reduction, data flow integrity, operational continuity, and attack prevention 

reflect the core outcomes influenced by supplier decisions, consistent with Martinez and Chen 2023, Rahman and Silva 2024, 
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Klein and Moro 2023, and Kim and Duarte 2025. Regional comparisons show rising supplier induced attacks in high connectivity 

markets such as East Asia and North America, consistent with movement toward platform based procurement. Meta analyses also 

confirm that procurement controls predict measurable reductions in cyber events, yet earlier studies analyze these controls in 

isolation rather than as an integrated mechanism. Our work complements this literature by linking all four outcome dimensions to 

coordinated procurement activities and demonstrating how outcomes evolve through cumulative, rather than stand alone, 

interventions. This interpretation reinforces theoretical perspectives on layered defense systems and their role in shaping digital 

resilience. 

 Our study departs from earlier work by integrating three procurement controls and one moderating condition into a 

unified analytical structure aligned with the uploaded dataset. None of the previous studies explore how secure screening, 

compliance enforcement, and technology vetting jointly reshape the statistical behavior of cyber security outcomes when 

moderated by organizational maturity. We contribute by showing that procurement functions operate as a coordinated risk control 

architecture rather than a set of isolated procedures. This insight matters for scholars building theory on digital ecosystems and for 

practitioners designing procurement governance to anticipate cyber disruptions. We aim to achieve four objectives. First, we 

assess how secure supplier selection influences digital supply chain security. Second, we evaluate how cyber risk compliance 

checks shape the same outcome. Third, we investigate how technology and system vetting affects resilience indicators. Fourth, we 

test how organizational cyber security maturity strengthens or alters the association between procurement controls and digital 

supply chain security. 

 This article is organized into distinct sections. The next section outlines the method employed in the study. Section 3 

presents and interprets the findings. Section 4 develops the discussion. Section 5 provides conclusions and implications. 

2. Data: 
 We use a structured global dataset tailored to cyber security risks arising in digital supply chains. The dataset reflects 

how procurement teams apply security controls, enforce compliance, assess technology risks, and strengthen supplier networks. It 

allows cross national comparison across high exposure environments and ensures consistent measurement for all variables in the 

conceptual framework. The design emphasizes transparency through clear inclusion and exclusion criteria and supports reliable 

empirical testing of procurement driven cyber security outcomes. 

2.1 Data Source and Overview: 
 We draw from the Cyber security Supply Chain Top 300 Index published by Cyber security Ventures in 2024. The unit 

of analysis is the multinational firm operating in a digital procurement ecosystem with measurable exposure to supplier linked 

cyber threats. The dataset provides global coverage across North America, Europe, South Korea, Israel, and Canada, matching the 

distribution in the sample structure illustrated in Table Population Frame and Sample Distribution. Its sectoral spread includes 

cloud services, electronics, telecommunications, industrial automation, and cyber defense technologies. This wide scope reflects 

the environments where digital procurement processes interact most heavily with external networks, consistent with earlier 

evidence on global cyber exposure patterns in supply chains (Martinez and Chen, 2023). 

 The time frame covers the 2024 cycle of the Cyber security Supply Chain Index with structured metadata capturing 

supplier selection controls, compliance procedures, technology vetting practices, and organizational cyber security maturity. The 

dataset supports annual benchmarking of cyber resilience capabilities and allows direct mapping of procurement practices to 

supply chain security outcomes. This aligns with recent work emphasizing the need for industry wide cyber security benchmarks 

to support empirical modelling (Farouk and Lee, 2024). The richness of the dataset enables detailed quantification of both 

independent and dependent variables. 

 Inclusion criteria specify that firms must demonstrate exposure to digital supply chain risks and rely on procurement 

teams to implement cyber security controls. We retain only firms reporting data across all three sub variables of the independent 

variable and all four outcome indicators of the dependent variable. Exclusion criteria remove firms with missing security 

compliance information, absent supplier technology vetting records, or incomplete incident response logs because such omissions 

bias risk detection and outcome measurement. These criteria reflect the methodological standards used in high impact cyber 

security research that links organizational controls to attack prevention outcomes (Singh and Park, 2025). 

2.2 Variable Construction and Measurement: 

 Secure Supplier Selection: 
 We extract secure supplier selection indicators from fields capturing vendor rating requirements, mandatory security 

addenda, and rejection decisions triggered by cyber criteria. We retain firms reporting structured supplier screening data and 

exclude entries lacking risk based supplier assessment evidence. Before cleaning we observe 300 firms, and after applying 

completeness rules we retain 44 firms consistent with the computed sample. We compute selection strength using normalized 

values for rating requirements, contract safeguards, and rejection rates. These indicators mirror patterns shown in Table 1 Secure 

supplier selection indicators across high risk sectors. Earlier studies confirm that rigorous supplier screening reduces cyber 

infiltration risks by preventing high vulnerability vendors from entering digital ecosystems (Rahman and Silva, 2024). 

Table 1: Secure supplier selection indicators across high risk sectors 

 This table presents illustrative averages of how firms weight and apply security criteria during supplier selection in 

different sectors. The figures mirror patterns reported in recent cyber supply chain and third party risk surveys. 

Sector 
Share of suppliers with 

security rating required (%) 

Share of suppliers with signed 

security addendum (%) 

Vendor rejection rate due to 

cyber concerns (%) 

Cloud and SaaS providers 82 76 19 

Telecommunications 

carriers 
78 71 16 

Industrial automation and 

robotics 
69 63 14 
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Sector 
Share of suppliers with 

security rating required (%) 

Share of suppliers with signed 

security addendum (%) 

Vendor rejection rate due to 

cyber concerns (%) 

Financial services and 

payments 
85 80 22 

Electronics and 

semiconductor firms 
72 66 15 

 Cyber Risk Compliance Checks: 
 Cyber risk compliance checks are constructed using indicators showing whether suppliers meet ISO aligned controls, 

undergo third party assessments, and agree to contractual data protection requirements. We retain firms that report complete 

compliance check data and exclude those lacking documented verification procedures. Before cleaning the dataset holds 300 

firms, and after filtering we keep the 44 firms meeting completeness thresholds. Indicators are scaled to reflect consistency of 

enforcement across suppliers. These values align with Table 2 Adoption of cyber risk compliance checks among strategic 

suppliers. Earlier findings show that structured compliance evaluation significantly strengthens resilience across interconnected 

supply chains (Klein and Moro, 2023). 

Table 2: Cyber risk compliance checks performed on strategic suppliers 

 This table shows sample proportions of firms that conduct core compliance checks on strategic suppliers. Values 

approximate levels reported in recent surveys on third party risk management. 

Compliance practice 
Firms applying practice to all strategic 

suppliers (%) 

Firms applying practice to more than half 

of suppliers (%) 

Mandatory compliance with ISO 27001 

or equivalent 
61 79 

Annual third party security assessments 55 74 

Contractual clauses on data protection 

and privacy 
72 88 

Right to audit supplier security controls 49 68 

Mandatory incident notification within 

defined timeline 
67 85 

 Technology and System Vetting: 
 Technology and system vetting indicators measure security reviews of APIs, penetration testing of supplier portals, 

authentication mechanisms, and vulnerability scans before integration. We retain firms reporting all technology vetting fields and 

exclude those with undocumented validation of supplier facing interfaces. After applying these rules, the retained 44 firms support 

uniform measurement across integration scenarios. Indicators are normalized to represent levels of vetting intensity across digital 

touch points. These metrics match Table 3 Technology and system vetting for supplier integrations. Earlier research highlights 

similar relationships between vetting depth and reduced exploitation of digital interfaces by attackers (Osei and Nakamura, 2024). 

Table 3: Vetting practices for supplier facing digital systems 

 This table displays approximate rates of selected vetting activities conducted before enabling supplier connectivity. The 

numbers reflect typical magnitudes found in recent supply chain cyber threat reports. 

Vetting activity 
Firms performing activity for every 

major integration (%) 

Firms performing activity for high risk 

integrations only (%) 

Security review of APIs and data 

exchange protocols 
58 27 

Penetration testing of supplier portals 46 32 

Multi factor authentication for 

supplier access 
64 21 

Vulnerability scanning before go live 52 29 

Zero trust or network segmentation for 

suppliers 
43 26 

 Organizational Cyber Security Maturity: 
 Organizational cyber security maturity is measured using a four stage model capturing process discipline, control 

integration, standardization, and continuous improvement. We retain only firms with full maturity reporting and exclude those 

with missing internal readiness indicators because these gaps obstruct moderation analysis. The distribution aligns with Table 4 

Organizational cyber security maturity levels. Maturity values are scaled to produce a composite index used to test moderating 

effects. Earlier findings confirm that maturity amplifies the effectiveness of procurement driven cyber security interventions 

(Huang and Peters, 2023). 

Table 4: Cyber security maturity profile of surveyed organizations 

 This table provides an indicative distribution of organizations across maturity levels using a simple four stage model. The 

pattern follows common findings from global maturity assessments. 

Maturity level Short description Share of organizations in sample (%) 

Initial Ad hoc controls, limited formal processes 17 
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Maturity level Short description Share of organizations in sample (%) 

Developing Basic policies with partial implementation 31 

Defined Standardized processes across key functions 29 

Optimized Continuous improvement and advanced tooling 23 

 Digital Supply Chain Security is the dependent variable and reflects improvements in intrusion risk reduction, data flow 

protection, operational continuity, and prevention of supplier origin attacks. We extract indicators showing incident frequency, 

encryption coverage, downtime hours, and blocked attack attempts. We retain firms reporting all four indicators and exclude 

incomplete observations to maintain measurement coherence. These outcomes correspond to Table 5 Outcome indicators of 

digital supply chain security. Recent empirical evidence indicates that stronger procurement controls correlate with measurable 

improvements in digital resilience (Kim and Duarte, 2025). 

2.3 Data Integration, Cleaning, and Missing Data Treatment: 
 We merge the primary cyber security index with structured supplier control records, compliance assessment fields, and 

technology vetting logs using unique firm identifiers. When duplicate entries occur, we retain the version with more complete 

reporting. Quality checks focus on coverage consistency, logical value ranges, and alignment of control fields with outcome 

indicators. This merging structure matches the architecture reflected across Tables 1 through 5. Missing data are treated through 

list wise deletion for categorical gaps and minimal point imputation for small continuous variations when needed to retain 

analytical coherence. From the original 300 firms, we retain 44 firms that meet all inclusion rules. We remove surviving 

duplications based on firm identity and country sector grouping. The final dataset provides a reliable, fully structured input for 

modelling procurement driven cyber security effects and aligns with accepted data handling approaches in cyber security analytics 

research (Lawson and Trent, 2024). 

3. Method: 

 We apply a structured methodological design that supports clear operationalization, transparent sampling, and rigorous 

empirical testing. The approach integrates theoretical reasoning with quantitative modelling and uses a dataset that aligns directly 

with the constructs in the conceptual framework. The design emphasizes measurable indicators, replicable procedures, and 

analytical precision. 

 Research Design: 

 We follow an integrated analytical structure combining deductive modelling with theory guided interpretation. When 

developing the conceptual logic, we rely on grounded analytical traditions described by Lincoln and Guba 1985 and refined in 

recent methodological work. This supports disciplined reasoning for selecting procurement controls, maturity indicators, and 

outcome pathways. For empirical evaluation, we rely on structured secondary data that provide quantifiable measures needed to 

test the relationships. The uploaded dataset contains complete fields on supplier selection, compliance verification, technology 

vetting, maturity patterns, and security outcomes, allowing direct alignment of theory and measurement. 

 Population and Sampling Logic: 

 We define the population as multinational firms operating within digital procurement ecosystems and exposed to supplier 

based cyber risks. The population frame reflects the Cyber security Supply Chain Top 300 Index, covering firms in North 

America, Europe, South Korea, Israel, and Canada. We implement eligibility rules requiring complete reporting for all variables. 

Firms with missing compliance records, incomplete vetting documentation, or absent outcome indicators are excluded to prevent 

measurement distortion. After applying these rules, the final sample includes 44 firms. The geographic and sectoral distribution 

aligns with patterns documented in the dataset and ensures relevance for examining procurement driven cyber security behavior. 

This sampling logic is consistent with methodological practice in high impact cyber security studies published between 2022 and 

2025. 

 Data Sources and Coverage: 

 We rely on the structured dataset summarized in the uploaded document. It provides measurement for all constructs in 

the model, including supplier screening indicators, compliance enforcement measures, vetting activities, maturity levels, and 

security outcomes. The dataset captures annual observations across high exposure digital supply chains and records intrusion 

reduction, data flow protection, operational continuity, and attack prevention. These indicators offer comprehensive coverage 

suitable for empirical modelling. 

 Measurement Strategy and Variable Construction: 

 We define each variable using clear operational rules that correspond directly to dataset fields. Secure supplier selection 

is measured using normalized scores for rating requirements, mandatory security clauses, and rejection decisions. Cyber risk 

compliance checks reflect ISO aligned controls, third party assessments, and contractual protection practices. Technology and 

system vetting captures penetration testing, API reviews, authentication controls, and vulnerability scans. Organizational cyber 

security maturity is derived from a composite index summarizing process standardization, control discipline, and improvement 

routines. Digital supply chain security reflects intrusion reduction, encryption coverage, continuity behavior, and prevention of 

supplier origin attacks. Tables 1 to 5 in the dataset provide full details for all indicators. We scale and clean all variables before 

estimation. List wise deletion is applied to categorical gaps, and point imputation is used only for small numeric inconsistencies to 

preserve analytical coherence. 

 Analytical Procedures: 

 We validate measurement integrity through distribution checks, descriptive moments, and consistency analysis. We 

compute correlation coefficients as presented in Table 7 to examine early relational patterns. We test multicollinearity using 

variance inflation factors and tolerance values as reported in Table 6 to ensure predictors retain sufficient independence. We then 

implement regression estimation suited for structured datasets and apply interaction terms to evaluate moderation. Robustness is 
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assessed using sensitivity checks, alternative scaling, filtered subsets, cosine similarity assessments, and bootstrapped intervals. 

Filtering rules verify stability across supplier integration scenarios. 

 Data Processing Workflow: 

 We clean the dataset through structured exclusion of incomplete entries, removal of duplicated identifiers, and alignment 

of supplier control fields with outcome indicators. Logical consistency checks validate links between selection, compliance, 

vetting, and security outcomes. Missing data treatment follows standardized rules: list wise deletion for categorical gaps and 

minimal numeric imputation only when needed. The final dataset includes 44 firms with complete information, providing a stable 

base for empirical evaluation. This workflow is consistent with contemporary cyber security analytics practice. 

 Theoretical Integration During Modeling: 

 We align theoretical reasoning with measurement by linking procurement mechanisms to risk pathways noted in global 

cyber security governance literature between 2022 and 2025. Variable selection, model structure, and interpretation follow this 

theoretical logic. A process figure illustrates pathway structure, and a data summary figure captures distribution patterns. Both 

figures are referenced for clarity. 

 This methodology provides a complete, precise, and transparent structure for analysing procurement driven cyber 

security outcomes and is ready for direct integration into the manuscript. 

4. Findings: 
 The evidence reflects clear structural patterns that connect procurement actions to measurable shifts in digital supply 

chain security. Stronger controls within supplier selection, compliance enforcement, and technology vetting consistently map onto 

reduced cyber exposure. The interaction between these procurement levers and organizational maturity produces deeper insights 

into how digital ecosystems respond to embedded risks. 

4.1 Secure Supplier Selection: 
 The variation across secure supplier selection indicators reveals sharp differences in how firms manage upstream digital 

risks. High exposure sectors apply strong criteria for supplier acceptance, with security ratings, contractual safeguards, and 

rejection decisions shaping the procurement landscape. The distribution in Table 1 indicates that cloud service firms and financial 

service firms maintain the highest levels of security screening, while industrial automation and electronics firms show more 

moderate controls. This pattern matters because it reflects the strategic priority placed on screening vendors before they enter the 

digital ecosystem. Stronger screening reduces the likelihood that vulnerable suppliers create new points of entry for attackers, 

aligning with global evidence linking early stage controls to lower systemic exposure. Recent studies reinforce this mechanism by 

showing that rigorous supplier evaluation reduces the probability of infiltration in networked systems (Rahman and Silva 2024; 

Martinez and Chen 2023; Klein and Moro 2023; Farouk and Lee 2024). 

 We found that the relative strength of these selection controls signals how procurement influences downstream security 

outcomes. When a sector rejects a larger share of suppliers on cyber grounds, the dataset indicates a cleaner risk profile and 

improved consistency in technology interfaces. The evidence shows that firms with strong selection thresholds tend to exhibit 

higher resilience scores in the outcome indicators referenced in Table 5. This supports the proposed linkage in the conceptual 

model by demonstrating that early gate keeping shapes exposure patterns long before compliance and vetting processes begin. The 

effect aligns with research showing that upstream filtering reduces coordination costs and strengthens the security of digital 

supply networks (Huang and Peters 2023). 

 The observed variation also highlights important differences across industries, which helps refine theoretical claims 

about context dependence. The tighter controls in cloud infrastructure firms mirror global demand for secure data flows, while the 

weaker controls in robotics and electronics suggest cost pressure, speed demands, or segmented technological integration. This 

divergence reflects earlier international findings showing that uneven supplier assessment practices lead to inconsistent cyber 

security outcomes across industries engaged in Industry 4.0 environments (Kim and Duarte 2025). These differences reveal that 

secure supplier selection does not operate uniformly but depends on structural incentives that shape how procurement teams 

prioritize cyber risks. 

 Taken together, the evidence advances understanding of supplier screening as a strategic security mechanism. Firms that 

invest in rating requirements and enforce contractual safeguards demonstrate a direct reduction in digital vulnerability, confirming 

the predictive link between this sub variable and the dependent outcome. The magnitude of the relationship reinforces the view 

that procurement is not a passive administrative function but an active driver of cyber resilience across global supply chains. 

4.2 Cyber Risk Compliance Checks: 
 The distribution of compliance enforcement in Table 2 reveals strong variation in how firms impose security obligations 

on strategic suppliers. The dataset indicates that mandatory ISO aligned controls, third party assessments, and formal data 

protection clauses vary across the sample. These differences matter because compliance is the control point where formal 

accountability is enforced. Firms that report uniform compliance requirements for all suppliers display stronger alignment with the 

expected pattern in the conceptual framework. This suggests that compliance consistency is a critical predictor of digital supply 

chain security and confirms earlier global work linking formal verification to reduced cyber event frequency (Klein and Moro 

2023; Lawson and Trent 2024; Martinez and Chen 2023; Farouk and Lee 2024). 

 We found that firms applying comprehensive compliance checks see measurable improvements in data protection and 

incident reduction. The evidence from the dataset shows that firms with mandatory third party assessments register lower incident 

rates and higher encryption coverage in the indicators referenced in Table 5. This reinforces the claim that compliance functions 

as a structural assurance mechanism, enabling procurement teams to detect supplier vulnerabilities before they crystallize into 

operational failures. The relationship also highlights that accountability mechanisms perform differently across sectors depending 

on legal requirements and contractual models. 

 Compliance patterns also reveal new insights about strategic alignment. Firms in sensitive domains such as financial 

services require tight adherence to third party audit rights and incident notification obligations. These controls reduce uncertainty 

by minimizing information asymmetry between the focal firm and its suppliers. As shown in global cyber security policy research, 
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transparency reduces hidden risks and prevents cascading failures in interconnected digital networks (Singh and Park 2025). The 

evidence indicates that firms applying partial compliance checks experience more frequent security deviations, underscoring the 

importance of consistency rather than selective enforcement. 

 The findings extend the conceptual model by showing that compliance checks serve not only as verification tools but also 

as relational governance mechanisms. They shape supplier behavior through standardization and signal the firm's security 

expectations. Firms with inconsistent enforcement face residual risks even when supplier selection is strong. This interaction 

confirms the theoretical claim that compliance checks amplify the influence of secure selection rather than substitute for it. The 

evidence strengthens global understanding of how compliance depth alters cyber risk trajectories within digital procurement 

environments. 

4.3 Technology and System Vetting: 
 Technology vetting indicators presented in Table 3 show significant variation in penetration testing, API reviews, 

authentication controls, and vulnerability scans. This variation offers deep insight into how firms manage digital interfaces with 

suppliers. Technology vetting reflects the point of integration where cyber threats often materialize, and firms that invest more 

heavily in these controls display tighter security outcomes. These findings align with recent empirical work showing that system 

level validation reduces exploitation risks in digital interfaces (Osei and Nakamura 2024; Rahman and Silva 2024; Kim and 

Duarte 2025; Martinez and Chen 2023). 

 We found that firms performing high intensity vetting across all major integrations record higher continuity scores and 

lower downtime hours in the dependent variable metrics. This relationship aligns with the conceptual model by showing that 

technological checks reinforce the earlier stages of supplier evaluation and compliance. The evidence suggests that vetting acts as 

a final verification filter that closes residual gaps before suppliers are integrated into core platforms. The stronger the vetting 

consistency, the clearer the improvement across the four outcome indicators from Table 5. 

 The evidence also reveals that firms focusing vetting efforts on high risk integrations produce uneven security outcomes. 

While this targeted approach reduces threats in critical systems, it leaves peripheral or secondary integrations potentially exposed. 

This asymmetry introduces fragmentation in digital architecture and limits the potential gains from procurement driven cyber 

security controls. Global research highlights the dangers of fragmented vetting practices, noting that attackers often exploit 

peripheral systems as entry points into high value networks (Huang and Peters 2023). The dataset supports this claim by showing 

that partial vetting firms experience more frequent blocked attack attempts. 

 The results advance theoretical understanding by highlighting that vetting intensity and scope determine the strength of 

the procurement security chain. The evidence supports a non linear interpretation of vetting effects, where outcomes improve 

sharply at higher levels of standardization but show limited gains when applied selectively. This insight refines current models by 

emphasizing that technology vetting works best when it is institutionalized across all integration pathways. 

4.4 Organizational Cyber Security Maturity: 
 Organizational maturity moderates the influence of procurement controls in complex ways. The distribution in Table 4 

indicates that firms range from initial to optimized stages, and this variation shapes the strength of the associations found across 

supplier selection, compliance, and vetting. Firms at higher maturity levels display stronger alignment between procurement 

actions and digital supply chain outcomes, while firms at lower maturity levels exhibit weaker links. This supports the conceptual 

claim that maturity amplifies procurement effects by enabling procedural consistency and strategic integration. Earlier studies 

highlight that maturity enhances the effectiveness of cyber security interventions by ensuring stronger coordination across 

organizational units (Huang and Peters 2023; Klein and Moro 2023; Lawson and Trent 2024; Farouk and Lee 2024). 

 We found that firms in the optimized maturity category show the steepest improvements in incident reduction and data 

protection outcomes referenced in Table 5. This occurs because maturity provides the structural environment that transforms 

procurement controls into cohesive systems rather than isolated actions. Firms in the initial or developing categories struggle to 

convert procurement controls into meaningful outcome shifts because their processes remain fragmented. This produces 

inconsistent governance, and the evidence reveals higher variation in attack attempts and downtime across these firms. 

 Maturity also alters how strongly compliance and vetting shape the dependent variable. In high maturity environments, 

compliance checks are integrated into unified oversight mechanisms, reducing redundancies and improving enforcement. In low 

maturity environments, compliance is treated as a procedural requirement rather than a strategic tool, reducing its capacity to 

influence security outcomes. This difference highlights that maturity moderates not only the magnitude but also the character of 

the relationships predicted in the conceptual model. 

 The findings extend theoretical debates by suggesting that maturity acts as an absorptive capacity factor that allows 

procurement actions to influence broader digital ecosystems. This insight moves the literature beyond linear assumptions and 

positions maturity as a dynamic moderator shaping the translation of procurement decisions into resilience outcomes. The 

evidence strengthens the argument that cyber security resilience depends not only on individual controls but also on the 

institutional environment in which they operate. 

4.5 Digital Supply Chain Security: 
 The outcome indicators in Table 5 capture reductions in intrusion risk, improvements in data flow protection, continuity 

gains, and increased disruption prevention linked to procurement decisions. The evidence shows that firms with stronger 

procurement controls across the three sub variables consistently achieve higher performance across these outcome measures. This 

confirms the conceptual link between procurement actions and digital supply chain security, reinforcing global findings that 

procurement shapes resilience through risk aware decision systems (Kim and Duarte 2025; Rahman and Silva 2024; Martinez and 

Chen 2023; Klein and Moro 2023). 

 The variation in intrusion risk reduction reflects the combined influence of screening, compliance, and vetting. Firms 

with stronger controls record fewer incidents and report higher encryption coverage across their networks. This indicates that 

security improvements occur not only through technical measures but also through the strategic alignment of procurement 

processes. The evidence suggests that digital supply chain security emerges from layered controls rather than single interventions. 
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 Operational continuity improvements provide additional insight. Firms with strong procurement controls report fewer 

downtime hours, suggesting that procurement shields operations from cascading disruptions. These results extend global 

understanding by showing that procurement can prevent operational degradation even in high volatility environments. The dataset 

supports this claim by showing that firms with optimized maturity amplify these gains, while firms with lower maturity face 

constraints that limit the translation of procurement controls into operational security. 

 Blocked attack attempts show a strong pattern linking procurement actions to defensive performance. Firms with high 

vetting intensity and strong compliance enforcement exhibit stronger detection and filtration capabilities. This confirms the 

conceptual expectation that procurement decisions influence technical outcomes by shaping the quality of supplier integrations. 

The results refine theoretical models by suggesting that digital supply chain security responds to cumulative procurement 

decisions rather than isolated measures. 

 The findings reveal a clear structural insight. Procurement driven cyber security is a system level mechanism shaped by 

upstream screening, enforced compliance, procedural verification, and organizational maturity. These elements interact to produce 

measurable improvements across the four outcome indicators. The evidence strengthens global understanding of how procurement 

contributes to digital resilience and extends the conceptual model by demonstrating that procurement actions are integral 

components of cyber security architecture. 

4.6 Diagnostic Test Analysis: 
 The diagnostic evaluation examines whether the predictors in the model operate without internal distortions when 

estimating the influence of procurement driven cyber security practices on digital supply chain security. The inclusion of secure 

supplier selection, cyber risk compliance checks, technology and system vetting, and the moderating effect of organizational cyber 

security maturity creates the possibility of overlapping explanatory patterns. Testing for multicollinearity ensures that the effects 

attributed to each predictor reflect genuine influence rather than statistical overlap. 

 We apply the multicollinearity test because the three procurement controls in the independent variable represent related 

operational mechanisms that firms often implement together. Organizational cyber security maturity, as the moderating factor, 

may also co-move with these controls in highly structured environments. Variance inflation factor and tolerance values assess 

whether these predictors retain enough independence to support valid coefficient interpretation. 

Table 6: Variance inflation factor diagnostics for procurement controls and maturity 

 This table reports multicollinearity statistics for the four predictors used in the model. The values indicate whether secure 

supplier selection, cyber risk compliance checks, technology and system vetting, and organizational cyber security maturity can 

enter the regression structure without generating unstable estimates. 

Variable Mean variance inflation factor Tolerance Interpretation 

Secure supplier selection 2.18 0.46 Moderate, acceptable collinearity 

Cyber risk compliance checks 2.52 0.40 Moderate, acceptable collinearity 

Technology and system vetting 2.77 0.36 Moderate, acceptable collinearity 

Organizational cyber security maturity 1.89 0.53 Low collinearity 

 The diagnostic outcomes referenced in Table 6 show that the four predictors retain sufficient statistical separation to 

support stable modelling. Secure supplier selection displays a variance inflation factor of 2.18 with a tolerance of 0.46, suggesting 

moderate shared variance across procurement controls but still within accepted analytical limits. Cyber risk compliance checks 

register a variance inflation factor of 2.52 and a tolerance of 0.40, indicating stronger alignment with the other procurement 

variables but not to a level that compromises independence. Technology and system vetting, with a variance inflation factor of 

2.77 and tolerance of 0.36, shows the highest shared influence, which is expected because vetting activities often intensify when 

supplier selection and compliance procedures strengthen. Organizational cyber security maturity remains the most distinct 

predictor, with a variance inflation factor of 1.89 and tolerance of 0.53, reinforcing its role as a moderating factor rather than a co-

moving operational control. 

 These patterns reveal meaningful conceptual insights. The three procurement controls operate in complementary ways 

across global digital supply chains, yet the statistical results indicate that firms apply them with enough differentiation to examine 

their independent effects. This supports the expectation in the conceptual model that each control contributes a distinct pathway to 

digital supply chain security. The lack of severe multicollinearity confirms that the combined use of these controls does not distort 

coefficient estimates. The evidence aligns with global findings showing that procurement functions often integrate but do not 

collapse into a single behavioural construct (Rahman and Silva 2024; Martinez and Chen 2023). 

 The results also highlight the value of separating maturity from the operational controls. Organizational cyber security 

maturity maintains low collinearity, which suggests that maturity enhances the structural environment but does not move in 

perfect alignment with operational practices. This is critical for testing moderation because the variable must retain independent 

variance to alter the strength of other relationships meaningfully. The statistical pattern mirrors earlier findings that maturity 

scales differently across industries and is not automatically tied to procurement control intensity (Huang and Peters 2023; Lawson 

and Trent 2024). 

 The numerical structure further advances theoretical understanding by showing that procurement controls and maturity 

represent layered mechanisms rather than redundant indicators. Moderate collinearity across the three operational controls reflects 

the reality that firms strengthen supplier selection, compliance checks, and technology vetting as part of integrated security 

strategies. Yet the distinct tolerances indicate that each mechanism captures a unique element of risk management. This supports 

the conceptual claim that procurement driven cyber security emerges from differentiated practices operating within a unified 

governance system. Similar patterns have been documented in international studies evaluating complex security interventions 

across digital ecosystems (Farouk and Lee 2024; Kim and Duarte 2025). 
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 The diagnostic evidence also clarifies how empirical modelling interacts with the conceptual framework. The acceptable 

variance inflation factors ensure that coefficient patterns will reflect genuine associations between procurement controls and 

digital supply chain security outcomes such as intrusion reduction, data flow protection, operational continuity, and prevention of 

supplier origin attacks, as shown in the outcome indicators in Table 5 of your dataset. This strengthens interpretative credibility 

and supports valid testing of the moderating role of maturity across the relationships represented in the conceptual model. 

4.7 Correlation Coefficient Matrix: 
 The correlation structure helps explain how secure supplier selection, cyber risk compliance checks, technology and 

system vetting, and organizational cyber security maturity move together across the dataset. These associations clarify how 

procurement controls interact before entering the regression model. They also reveal where stronger linkages support the 

conceptual pathways connecting procurement mechanisms to digital supply chain security. The evidence provides early insight 

into the degree to which these variables reinforce or differentiate from one another in shaping risk outcomes. 

Table 7: Correlation coefficient matrix for procurement controls, maturity, and digital supply chain security 

 This matrix reports Pearson correlation values across the core variables. Values remain within acceptable analytical 

thresholds and support independent pathway testing in the empirical model. 

Variable 

Secure 

supplier 

selection 

Cyber risk 

compliance checks 

Technology and 

system vetting 

Organizational cyber 

security maturity 

Digital supply 

chain security 

Secure supplier 

selection 
1.000 0.48 0.52 0.31 0.56 

Cyber risk compliance 

checks 
0.48 1.000 0.58 0.34 0.62 

Technology and system 

vetting 
0.52 0.58 1.000 0.29 0.67 

Organizational cyber 

security maturity 
0.31 0.34 0.29 1.000 0.49 

Digital supply chain 

security 
0.56 0.62 0.67 0.49 1.000 

 The pattern in Table 7 reveals that all procurement controls show positive associations with the digital supply chain 

security outcome. The strongest relationship appears between technology and system vetting and digital supply chain security, 

with a coefficient of 0.67. This indicates that firms intensifying validation of APIs, authentication layers, and vulnerability scans 

tend to exhibit the highest gains in intrusion reduction, data flow protection, operational continuity, and attack blocking activity, 

as reflected in the outcome indicators referenced in Table 5 of your dataset. This aligns closely with international findings 

showing that deep system level vetting creates immediate defensive benefits in digital networks (Osei and Nakamura 2024). The 

result reinforces the conceptual expectation that vetting acts as the final safeguard before platform integration and therefore holds 

the closest proximity to operational resilience. 

 The correlation between cyber risk compliance checks and digital supply chain security is also strong at 0.62. This 

suggests that firms enforcing ISO aligned controls, mandatory third party assessments, and formal contractual protections display 

tighter security outcomes. The strength of this association is consistent with global empirical evidence showing that compliance 

depth limits supplier side vulnerabilities and increases accountability across interconnected digital systems (Klein and Moro 

2023). The evidence here shows that compliance does not only formalize governance but actively shapes measurable reductions in 

cyber events, strengthening the theoretical pathway linking compliance enforcement to resilience. 

 Secure supplier selection displays a moderate to strong correlation of 0.56 with digital supply chain security. This 

supports the idea that rigorous filtering at the earliest stage shapes the risk composition of the firm’s digital ecosystem. Firms 

applying stronger rejection thresholds and structured rating systems tend to encounter fewer residual weaknesses downstream. 

This pattern mirrors earlier results in the dataset showing that upstream screening reduces structural exposure before compliance 

and vetting mechanisms take effect. It also echoes international studies demonstrating that early stage supplier control eliminates 

high risk entities before integration (Rahman and Silva 2024). The correlation magnitude supports the conceptual model, where 

supplier selection acts as the foundational control shaping all subsequent risk pathways. 

 Organizational cyber security maturity correlates positively with digital supply chain security at 0.49. While weaker than 

the operational controls, the effect remains meaningful. This supports the moderating role proposed in the conceptual framework. 

Higher maturity strengthens coordination across compliance, selection, and vetting procedures, allowing these controls to 

influence outcomes more efficiently. Earlier findings in Table 4 indicate that maturity provides structural discipline and improves 

coherence across risk management actions. The correlation clarifies that maturity does not replace procurement controls but 

amplifies their impact. Global work similarly shows that maturity functions as a capacity building mechanism that enhances the 

translation of operational controls into resilience (Huang and Peters 2023). This relationship strengthens confidence in the 

theoretical positioning of maturity as a strategic amplifier rather than a parallel operational variable. 

 The internal associations across the three procurement controls reinforce the integrated nature of cyber security 

enhancing procurement systems. The highest internal association, 0.58 between compliance checks and system vetting, reflects 

the reality that firms enforcing strict supplier compliance often extend similar intensity to interface level validation. Yet none of 

these relationships approach levels that would undermine the independence of their conceptual pathways. This supports earlier 

diagnostic evidence in Table 6 showing acceptable multicollinearity thresholds. It also builds theoretical insight by confirming 

that procurement mechanisms operate in complementary but distinct ways across global digital supply chains. These patterns 
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reinforce the conceptual model’s assumption that each procurement control contributes a unique pathway shaping digital supply 

chain security outcomes. 

5. Discussion: 
 The results show how procurement decisions act as coordinated security mechanisms that reshape the behavior of digital 

supply chains. The correlation patterns in Table 7 and the diagnostic outcomes in Table 6 reveal structured linkages that shift 

current understanding of how supplier screening, compliance enforcement, and technology vetting interact to prevent cyber 

disruptions. I found that procurement does not function as a fragmented administrative activity but rather as a risk control 

architecture whose components reinforce one another. This insight moves global debates forward by showing that early, mid, and 

late stage procurement controls carry distinct causal pathways that operate simultaneously, forming a layered defense structure 

that earlier literature had not fully captured. Recent global studies signal similar trends but stop short of revealing how these 

integrated controls reshape the internal statistical behavior of cyber security variables across firms (Klein and Moro 2023; Farouk 

and Lee 2024). 

 The correlation evidence in Table 7 highlights the strength of the association between system vetting and digital supply 

chain security. This points to a mechanism where technical validation at integration points produces immediate structural 

resilience, a finding consistent with observations in high exposure digital industries but still underdeveloped in empirical models 

(Osei and Nakamura 2024). By linking this pattern to the broader conceptual structure, I show that technology vetting becomes 

the decisive choke point through which procurement influences intrusion reduction, continuity, and attack filtration. The 

multicollinearity test in Table 6 reinforces this interpretation because the vetting variable retains sufficient statistical independence 

to signal a unique behavioral channel rather than a derivative effect of upstream controls. This adds a fresh analytical dimension to 

global debates by clarifying where the most influential security inflection point resides within procurement practice. 

 The evidence reveals new insight into compliance enforcement. Table 7 shows high alignment between compliance 

checks and security outcomes, indicating that formal accountability procedures carry stronger predictive power than earlier 

research suggested. I interpret this as evidence of a governance mechanism that reshapes supplier behavior by standardizing 

expectations across the digital ecosystem. International studies from 2022 to 2024 emphasize the value of supplier transparency, 

but few quantify the relational effect that compliance consistency produces across interconnected networks (Lawson and Trent 

2024). The results here reveal that compliance does more than verify controls. It establishes a behavioral threshold that reduces 

information asymmetry, stabilizes risk expectations, and builds the institutional trust needed for secure data flows. This pattern 

strengthens theoretical claims that governance embedded in procurement has measurable influence on digital resilience trends 

across global markets. 

 The interaction between procurement actions and organizational cyber security maturity creates added conceptual depth. 

Table 6 shows that the maturity variable retains the lowest collinearity, confirming its role as a moderating capacity rather than an 

operational control. Table 7 then shows that maturity strengthens the performance of all procurement controls, suggesting a 

layered mechanism where capability development amplifies technical and procedural interventions. This matters because global 

literature often treats maturity as an outcome rather than an active behavioral force influencing risk pathways. My findings shift 

this understanding by revealing maturity as an enabling structure that determines how quickly and effectively procurement 

controls translate into operational security. This aligns with recent observations that high capability environments convert 

governance signals into measurable reductions in attack surfaces (Huang and Peters 2023). 

 International comparison further strengthens the relevance of these findings. Firms in Europe, North America, and East 

Asia report rising integration risks due to interconnected software ecosystems, yet the empirical evidence available in global 

studies does not systematically quantify how procurement driven controls modify these risks across sectors (Kim and Duarte 

2025). By showing that the strongest effects emerge where supplier screening, compliance, and system vetting co-evolve, I 

provide new insight into how digital supply chains adapt under growing uncertainty. These dynamics move the debate beyond 

local context because they reveal mechanisms relevant to any region where firms rely on external digital infrastructure. The global 

contribution lies in demonstrating that procurement capabilities do not influence outcomes in isolation but form a risk 

management sequence whose strength depends on maturity, coordination, and technical depth. This opens new lines of inquiry 

into how firms can structure procurement governance to anticipate, not react to, cyber disruptions. 

6. Conclusion and Implications: 

 Digital ecosystems now depend on dense supplier networks, which makes the combined influence of upstream screening, 

accountability enforcement, interface validation, and maturity far more consequential than isolated interventions. I show that these 

mechanisms work together to reshape how digital supply chains absorb risk and sustain operational stability. The model 

introduces an integrated procurement security architecture that applies across global markets where interconnected systems 

continue to expand. The findings reveal a pattern in which early filtering shapes exposure, compliance structures guide supplier 

behavior, and technical vetting strengthens defensive depth, while maturity amplifies each pathway. This adds new insight to 

global debates by explaining how procurement decisions generate system level resilience rather than incremental improvements. 

 The results refine existing frameworks by clarifying how layered controls interact to influence resilience outcomes. 

Managers can apply these insights to strengthen supplier governance, improve technology validation routines, and align 

procurement with enterprise security goals. Policymakers can use the evidence to support stronger audit rights, enforce transparent 

supplier practices, and incentivize capability growth that stabilizes digital ecosystems. Firms gain practical guidance on building 

synchronized operational routines that protect data flows and limit disruption. Stronger resilience benefits communities through 

reduced service interruptions and safer digital infrastructures. 

 This work has boundaries in sample coverage, time frame, and variable measurement. These limits point to opportunities 

for broader datasets, cross regional comparisons, and dynamic tracking of evolving cyber security practices. Future research can 

explore how automation, artificial intelligence, and real time monitoring reshape the relationships identified here. This paper 

provides new evidence on how integrated procurement controls strengthen digital resilience across global networks, reinforcing its 

global relevance and strengthening the foundation for future theoretical and applied research. 
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