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An Experimental Study on the Classification of Supplier Development Activities
GU Shanshan, LI Suicheng
(Faculty of Economics and Management , Xi'an University of Technology , Xi'an 710054, China)

Abstract: With over 200 Chinese manufacturing enterprises as the research samples, an experimental
study is made of the classification of supplier development and their internal relationships as well as the
implement situation of supplier development in our country. The supplier development can be divided into
the relationship-oriented supplier development, goal-oriented supplier development and capital-oriented
supplier development via the clustering analysis. Also, model specification search is adopted to test the
relationships among the supplier development of three types. The results show that the relationship-orien-
ted supplier development has had the significant positive effect upon the implementation of goal-oriented
and capital-oriented supplier development. Also, the goal-oriented supplier development has had the sig-
nificant positive effect upon the capital-oriented supplier development. It is found out via the means anal-
ysis and nonparametric tests that the implement situation of supplier development in China is still low, and
the enterprises should strengthen the implement of relationship-oriented and goal-oriented supplier devel-
opment, but the constant vigilance should be made to implement capital-oriented supplier development.

Key words: supplier development; supplier management; classification of supplier development ;supplier
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Tab.5 Descriptive statistics of supplier development
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Tab.7 Descriptive statistics of supplier development

activities in defferent supplier relationship duration
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Tab.8 Nonparametric tests of supplier development

activities in defferent supplier relationship duration
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