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MANAGEMENT | RESEARCH ARTICLE

Resource allocation and supplier relationship 
management towards the performance of the 
manufacturing industry: Evidence from the paint 
manufacturing firms in Harare, Zimbabwe
Emmanuel T. Denhere1*, Lovemore Chikazhe1 and James Kanyepe2

Abstract:  Resource and supplier relationship management continues to play 
a critical role in the efficiency of the supply chain and its competitive positioning. 
The current study sought to establish how the paint manufacturing industry’s 
performance is influenced by resource allocation (finance, human, physical, and 
information resources) and supplier relationship management (systematic colla-
boration, activities programs, and review meetings) and their ultimate contribution 
to organizational performance. The objectives of this study were to establish the 
effect of resource allocation on supplier relationship management and determine 
how supplier relationship management influences the performance of the paint 
manufacturing industry. Using a simple random sampling method, data were col-
lected from 116 employees involved in the procurement process from 30 paint 
manufacturing firms in Harare. A questionnaire with Likert-type questions was 
distributed electronically to collect the data. This study established that there is 
a high inadequacy of resources to support the supplier relationship management 
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system. A greater percentage of organizations (77.5%) employ procurement staff 
with the necessary qualifications and experience to manage the buyer–supplier 
relationship. The study further revealed that some organizations (98%) within the 
paint manufacturing industry do not have websites for supplier interaction due to 
limited financial resources, thereby impacting their supplier information resources. 
This study contributes to the existing body of knowledge by providing new insights 
into the need for sufficient resource-supplier relationship management, as it greatly 
contributes to the performance of the paint manufacturing sector.

Subjects: Entrepreneurship and Small Business Management; International Business; 
Organizational Studies; Production, Operations & Information Management; Strategic 
Management; Industry & Industrial Studies; 

Keywords: supplier relationship management; resource allocation; organisational 
performance; Zimbabwe

1. Introduction
Supplier relationship management (SRM) continues to play a critical role in improving supply chain 
efficiency and competitive positioning (Chikazhe et al., 2023). Thus, it has become a vital tool for 
maintaining a competitive advantage on the global market (Dubey et al., 2019). International 
competition has pushed organisations to rethink their strategies by effectively integrating both 
their internal and external factors in order to achieve and maintain their competitive advantage 
(Islami & Topuzovska Latkovikj, 2022). In developing competitive strategies organizations have 
been prompted to establish strategic relationships with suppliers of critical goods and services 
(Dubey et al., 2019; Yehualaa, 2023). To maintain and strengthen their competitive advantage, it 
has become important for organizations to comprehensively understand the dynamics of the 
buyer–supplier relationship (Munyimi et al., 2018). Across the global market, the growing recogni-
tion of the importance of effectively managing supplier interactions has been acknowledged by the 
manufacturing sector hence the need to adequately resource the procurement function to effec-
tively manage the buyer–supplier relationship (Kumar & Rahman, 2016; Yehualaa, 2023).

Effective implementation and maintenance of an SRM system require adequate resource alloca-
tion, including human, financial, physical, and information resources as organisations seek to 
maintain their competitive advantage (Islami, 2022). This has mandated organisations to institute 
various human resources management practices that include establishing an effective recruitment 
process, laying out skills training programs, providing employment security, providing incentives, 
employee participation, and performance appraisal (Islami, 2022). These practices would in turn 
contribute to organisational performance through, improved product quality, improved SRM, 
increased productivity, improved delivery times, and staff retention. Physical resources such as 
the ICT infrastructure provide an opportunity to organisations to interact with suppliers on the 
digital platform and enhance their effective supplier relationship management as information is 
shared in real-time (Yeniyurt et al., 2019. However, organizations must ensure that the ICT 
infrastructure is continually being upgraded in line with ever-evolving information and commu-
nication technology as they interact in the digital space (Kosmol et al., 2019).

Likewise, organisations ought to be prepared to fully digitalize and run mature advanced 
technologies for their procurement function (Flechsig et al., 2022). This preparedness consists of 
two main sections, one being upgrading of the IT infrastructure that has the capacity to integrate 
the various systems and the other being the IT human resource who have the skills to discharge 
both the technological and process aspects (Flechsig et al., 2022). The adoption of digital technol-
ogies presents several advantages to organisations as they enhance their information resources 
through the use of several technologies that include Artificial Intelligence (AI) and the Internet of 
Things (IoT) Moretto and Caniato (2021). This contributes to an effective SRM that will, in turn, have 
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a positive impact on organisational performance as the interaction between the organisation and 
the suppliers is enhanced by the improved technology (Yeniyurt et al., 2019). It also presents an 
opportunity for future research on the level of adaption of these technologies in SRM including AI 
and IoT by firms in developing economies like Zimbabwe as they seek to improve the level of 
information resources.

The allocation of financial resources to SRM mirrors the level of commitment and support by 
senior management in the development and maintenance of an SRM system). This is devel-
oped from the realisation that organisations are no longer able to achieve organisational goals 
and objectives using their own internal capabilities but now need the involvement of suppliers 
to effectively meet the ever-changing customer demands as they strive to remain competitive 
on the global market (Dubey et al., 2019; Yehualaa, 2023). The efficient allocation of these 
financial resources by the procurement function to the various SRM activities that include, 
supplier selection process, supplier development, technological upgrade, human resource 
development, and physical resource investment is critical as these are competing activities 
with the same goal. Zimbabwe’s paint manufacturing industry is not spared, as the current 
economic challenges have seen organizations failing to allocate adequate resources to supplier 
relationship management as they fail to meet their committed obligations to their suppliers 
(Gumbo, 2019). Thus, the performance of paint manufacturing firms in Zimbabwe is seriously 
affected. Several studies have so far been carried out in various industries to try and solve 
related problems (Chari, 2016; Gumbo, 2019; Munyimi et al., 2018; Yehualaa, 2023). However, 
the effects of resource allocation on SRM have not been extensively explored in these studies, 
as earlier studies paid more attention to the potential benefits of the SRM without aligning the 
required resources to realize these benefits (Amoako-Gyampah et al., 2019; Butt et al., 2020; 
Oduro et al., 2020). The current study sought to close this gap by examining the effects of 
resource allocation (human, financial, information, and physical) on SRM and the ultimate 
contribution to organisational performance. Thus, the current study addresses these questions 
in an attempt to close the existing gap in the literature: RQ1: How does resource allocation 
influence supplier relationship management (SRM), RQ2: What is the effect of SRM on the 
performance of firms within the paint manufacturing industry? The remainder of this paper is 
organized as follows. Section 1 presents a literature review, while Section 2 presents the 
empirical studies and research hypothesis development. Section 3 covers the methodology, 
and Section 4 presents the findings and discussion. Finally, Section 5 presents the conclusions 
and implications.

2. Theoretical literature

2.1. Theories underpinning the study
Supplier relationship management is a well-structured approach to managing an organization’s 
interaction with its suppliers (Lyson & Farrington, 2020). This effective supplier interaction requires 
resources to contribute positively to organizational performance as well as to the supply chain 
(Wairu & Gitonga, 2018). This study is therefore underpinned by the resource-based theory that 
looks at how organisations allocate their limited resources to their various functions to achieve the 
organisational stated objectives (Hitt et al., 2016). The global market has demanded that organi-
zations effectively allocate resources to remain competitive. For SRM to also contribute positively 
to organizational performance, adequate resources must be allocated at the strategic planning 
level (Hamza et al., 2016; Roshdi et al., 2022). The availability and effective allocation of these 
organizational resources to the SRM, including human, physical material, finance, and information 
resources, are critical for the organization’s success (Nthiwa & Muchemi, 2020). This study focuses 
on the four major resources that previous studies have proven to have an impact on the contribu-
tion of any organizational function to organizational performance: human, financial, physical 
material, and information resources (Chams & García-Blandón, 2019; Wairu & Gitonga, 2018
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2.2. Supplier relationship management
SRM is an organizational strategy that deals with the relationship management between the 
organization and its suppliers of goods and services, and the strategy is driven by the procurement 
function (Lyson & Farrington, 2020). SRM is also defined as a critical asset for achieving 
a competitive advantage on the global market which has become very dynamic due to growing 
supply uncertainty, ever-changing customer demands, conflicts, and increased global competition 
(Oduro et al., 2020; Yehualaa, 2023).

Effective management of suppliers contributes to organisational performance, as it results in 
reduced business risk and enhanced product quality as suppliers deliver quality goods and services 
on time (Nimeh et al., 2018). Organisations seeking to establish strategic relationships with 
suppliers of critical goods and services to remain competitive on the global market (Amoako- 
Gyampah et al., 2019). The establishment of strategic relationships with suppliers demands that 
organizations avail adequate resources, including human, financial, physical, and information, to 
the procurement function to effectively manage the buyer–supplier relationship (Wairu & Gitonga,  
2018). These resources are used in support of the SRM to establish systems within the procurement 
function such as the supplier quality management (SQM) system whose key elements include 
supplier selection, supplier development, and supplier integration (Jagtap et al., 2017). Suppliers 
should invest in collaborative relationships in the form of finance, time, and human capital, 
allowing mutual adoption, although the buying organization might invest more resources. For 
organisations to ensure that they engage reputable suppliers willing to establish a long-term 
relationship, there is a need for financial investment in the supplier selection process, as this 
reduces business risk and maximizes overall business performance (Taherdoost & Brard, 2019). The 
implications of supplier performance goes beyond organisational performance and affects the 
performance of the entire supply chain.

2.3. Human resource
This is a set of individuals who make up the organization’s workforce. The term can also be referred 
to as the sum of the labour capacity of workers in a particular workforce (Shi et al., 2021). Human 
resources are defined as the knowledge-based factors inherent in the organisation’s workforce 
(e.g., knowledge, experience, expertise, and intuition) (Diin Fitri et al., 2018). It is, therefore, the 
responsibility of the human resource function to ensure that the organisational success is deliv-
ered through people who possess the necessary skills and qualifications. In the current global 
economic environment, human resources have become a strategic resource, with the construction 
and development of human resource capacity being a critical strategic issue for the survival of any 
organization in the global arena (Hao, 2022).

In line with resource-based theory, which considers the allocation of limited resources by an 
organization, the procurement function as it is responsible for the organization’s SRM system also 
requires sufficient resources with personnel who possess the necessary skills and abilities to 
manage the buyer–supplier relationship effectively (Hamza et al., 2016; Hitt et al., 2016). 
Successful organizations facilitate training programs for procurement personnel to acquire the 
necessary skills to effectively manage suppliers (Hamza et al., 2016). The training requirements 
can be extended to the supplier’s personnel to appreciate the buyer–supplier relationship require-
ments. This requirement is in line with the United Nations 2030 Agenda for sustainable develop-
ment, which consists of 17 sustainable development goals (SDGs) (United Nations, General 
Assembly, 2015). One of the economic dimensions of SDGs encourages organizations to employ 
a healthy and educated workforce that is proficient, productive, and proactive, who not only 
contributes to organizational competitiveness but also to society in general (Chams & 
García-Blandón, 2019).

2.4. Physical material resource
These are tangible resources easily observed in an organization and they include buildings, 
computer hardware, and vehicles (Diin Fitri et al., 2018). The procurement function requires the 
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physical resources that support the SRM system, such as the latest computer hardware that 
enables important information exchange with suppliers (Hamza et al., 2016). Physical resources 
such as the ICT infrastructure provide an opportunity to organisations to interact with suppliers on 
the digital platform and enhance their effective supplier relationship management as information 
is shared in real-time (Yeniyurt et al., 2019. However, organizations must ensure that the ICT 
infrastructure is continually being upgraded in line with ever-evolving information and commu-
nication technology as they interact in the digital space (Kosmol et al., 2019). Other resources 
include vehicles used for supplier visits, adequate office space, and office furniture and equipment 
that allows procurement personnel to host suppliers in a friendly business environment (Wairu & 
Gitonga, 2018). These physical resources provide an image of the organization’s reputation and 
level of professionalism; therefore, the adequate allocation of these resources to SRM as viewed by 
resource-based theory will contribute to organizational performance.

2.5. Information resource
Information resources are the data and information used by the organization (Chikazhe et al.,  
2023). Information resources included websites, books, people, newspapers, and encyclopedias. 
The embedding of information technology (IT) in organisational supply chain processes can allow 
organisations to facilitate the development of much higher-order organisational capabilities, such 
as developing a very strong supplier relationship management system (Yeniyurt et al., 2019). The 
synergetic advantages achieved through IT advancement within the procurement function will 
contribute to the organization’s competitive advantage. The use of the latest sophisticated infor-
mation resources in the organisation’s supplier relationship management will prove the organisa-
tion’s proactiveness in adopting and implementing the latest information technology solutions in 
the management of their supply chain issues, including the buyer–supplier relationship. This 
resonates with the requirements of resource-based theory that the effective allocation of limited 
resources to a function will contribute positively to organisational performance (Hitt, Xu, & Carnes,  
2015). The development of software such as Vendor Relationship Management (VRM) has enabled 
organisations to effectively manage their buyer–supplier relationship. This can also be regarded as 
an organization’s innovation in managing suppliers. Effective information resources share informa-
tion in real-time that will allow organisations to quickly adjust their operations in line with supply 
market changes and gain the desired competitive advantage ahead of other players on the market 
(Roushdy et al., 2015). Information is power for the effective management of suppliers, and the 
organization must have adequate information resources to contribute to its competitiveness (Khan 
& Siddiqui, 2018).

2.6. Financial resource
Financial resources are monies at the organisation’s disposal that management can use to fund its 
investments, capital, and current operations, which can be in the form of cash, operating profit, 
earnings, or loan facilities from financial institutions (Diin Fitri et al., 2018). Organisations require 
resources to invest in the latest information and communication technology (ICT) tools such as 
Supplier Quality Management (SQM) systems used to manage suppliers effectively (Kaondera et al.,  
2023). Supplier development is an SRM activity that requires financial resources to assist suppliers 
in investing in assets that improve the quality of goods and services they deliver to the organisa-
tion, as well as the potential increase in the volume of supply that would ensure an uninterrupted 
supply of goods and services, as highlighted by resource-based theory (Hitt, Xu, & Carnes, 2015; 
Tukimin et al., 2019).

The buying organisation requires financial resources to facilitate the training of both the pro-
curement personnel and the supplier personnel if the training services are to be outsourced 
(Jagtap et al., 2017). Part of the SRM process requires a procurement function (or a selected 
team that might include personnel from Procurement, Quality Assurance, Engineering, 
Production, Human resources, and finance) to visit suppliers to carry out supplier audits, which 
require funding to produce the desired results (Tukimin et al., 2019)
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While previous literature has highlighted the various resources needed to support SRM and 
organisational performance, the adequacy of these resources has not been extensively examined; 
hence, the current study seeks to close this gap by examining the effect of resource allocation on 
SRM and its ultimate contribution to organisational performance in the paint manufacturing 
industry.

2.7. Organisational performance
The success of any organisation is measured by its ability to achieve set goals and objectives 
(Chikazhe et al., 2023). Gaura et al. (2021) defined organisational performance as the comparison 
of achieved goals and objectives and the set goals and objectives. Gumbo (2019) viewed organisa-
tional performance as not only concerned with the satisfaction of primary stakeholders through 
profitability but, also with other stakeholders that included, customers, suppliers, government, the 
environment, and the society in general.

The organisational performance measurement is thus, classified into financial and non-financial 
indicators and these indicators analyse the extent to which the set organisational goals and 
objectives are met within a given period which can either be short term or long term (Yehualaa,  
2023). These financial indicators include cash flow position, return on investment (ROI) share-
holder value, and stock turnover (Kaondera et al., 2023). While non-financial indicators include, 
customer satisfaction, product quality, corporate social responsibility (CSR), market share, and 
employee satisfaction (Rucha & Abdallah, 2017). Suppliers are critical stakeholders whose perfor-
mance has a direct effect on organisational performance (Wairu & Gitonga, 2018). The contribu-
tion of suppliers to organisational performance has both financial and non-financial implications. 
Financial in the sense that poor deliveries will affect the organisation’s revenue inflows as a result 
of end product unavailability and non-financial as market share is lost due to customer service 
dissatisfaction on lack of product unavailability or delivery of poor quality products to the market 
as a result of raw material quality (Hitt et al., 2016). Hence, the need to adequately resource the 
procurement function to effectively manage the buyer–supplier relationship.

3. Empirical literature and research hypotheses development
As embedded in the United Nations 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, organisations are 
encouraged to employ a workforce that is healthy, educated, productive, and proactive (Chams & 
García-Blandón, 2019). Hao (2022), in his research on the optimal allocation of human resources, 
concluded that human resource allocation plays a critical role in the management of various 
organisational systems, including the SRM, and their ultimate contribution to organisational per-
formance. Islami (2021) in his study on the mediation role of human resource management 
practices’ effect on organisational performance in supply chain management highlighted that 
human resources did have a positive effect on organisational performance through supply chain 
management practices that included SRM. While Hamza et al. (2016) in their study on Awassa 
Textile Share Company also concluded the effect that the level of human resource allocation to the 
procurement function did influence the implementation of various systems within the function 
that also included the SRM system. Kirai and Kwasira (2016), based on the Kenyan Pipe Industry, 
concurred with Hamza et al. (2016) on the fact that human resources contribute to the effective 
discharge of duty by the procurement function, which also includes SRM. Based on the above, it 
can be proposed that

H1. Human resources positively influence SRM.

In their study, Hamza et al. (2016) highlighted that the procurement function requires physical 
resources, such as the latest ICT hardware and software, to share important information in real- 
time with suppliers as they effectively implement the SRM system. Tseng (2014) highlighted that 
the availability of internal physical resources contributes to effective supplier management. 
Physical resource as concluded by Diin Fitri et al. (2018) in their study concluded that physical 
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resource does have a positive effect on the contribution of a firm’s various functions to OP. Thus, 
we propose the following hypotheses:

H2. Physical recourses have a positive role on SRM.

In their study on information technology resources, Yeniyurt et al. (2019) highlighted that informa-
tion resources are a key driver of business performance. In their study of the Korean construction 
industry, Woo et al. (2016) concluded that for managers to clearly understand the buyer–supplier 
relationship and be able to manage it effectively, there was a need to consider information 
sharing. Wairu and Gitonga (2018) stated that information resources contributed to SRM, as 
suppliers were able to share information critical for the strengthening of their buyer–supplier 
relationship. Khan and Siddiqui (2018) again in their study highlighted that access to adequate 
information resources contributed to the effective SRM as suppliers shared vital information that 
aided the organisation’s competitive positioning. In their study, Roushdy et al. (2015) concluded 
that information resources allowed open channels of communication between organisations and 
their suppliers thereby strengthening the SRM system as they gained closer cooperation with their 
suppliers. In their study on Robotics Process Automation in purchasing and supply management, 
Flechsig et al. (2022) emphasised the need for organisations to adopt advanced technologies such 
as Artificial Intelligence, that will facilitate the development of effective SRM systems. Considering 
the conclusions of earlier studies, it can be hypothesized that:

H3. Information resources have a positive role on SRM.

Diin Fitri et al. (2018) concluded that financial resources at the disposal of management are used 
to fund their operations to improve their organisational performance. Tukimin et al. (2019) in their 
study highlighted that organizations must ensure an uninterrupted supply of goods and services, 
and financial resources must be available to support supplier development programs, which is 
a critical element of SRM. Moretto and Caniato (2021) in their study, “Can Supply chain finance help 
mitigate the financial disruption brought by COVID–19” concluded that financial resources were 
vital to SRM as organizations required funding to support their suppliers during crisis periods such 
as the COVID-19 pandemic. The study based on oil and gas mega projects in Malaysia again 
concluded that the limited financial resources allocated to the procurement process had an impact 
on SRM (Roshdi et al., 2022). Considering the above conclusions made by earlier studies, the 
following can be hypothesized:

H4. Financial resources have a positive effect on SRM.

Previous studies have confirmed the positive effect of SRM on OP (Butt et al., 2020; Dubey et al.,  
2019; Kumar & Rahman, 2016; Memia, 2018; Yehualaa, 2023). Based on their study of audit firms 
in Nairobi Kenya, Nthiwa and Muchemi (2020) concluded that adequate resources must be 
allocated to the SRM system to contribute effectively to the OP. In their study of firms in Ghana, 
Amoako-Gyampah et al. (2019) highlighted that SRM influenced OP. In their study on Indian firms, 
Chatterjee et al. (2023) concluded that SRM did affect organizational performance. While the 
majority of the studies reviewed on SRM affirmed the positive effect of SRM on organisational 
performance. The study by Milambo and Phiri (2019) on the Zambian aircraft industry revealed that 
an inadequately resourced SRM had a negative effect on organisational performance as suppliers 
failed to deliver on time. Based on the above conclusions it is hypothesized that:

H5. SRM has a positive effect on Organisational performance.
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3.1. Conceptual framework
Based on the discussions above, the following conceptual framework is proposed with SRM and 
organizational performance as the dependent variables and resource allocation as the indepen-
dent variable. A structural equation was used to test the hypotheses indicated in the conceptual 
framework shown in Figure 1.

4. Methodology
This study adopted a cross-sectional survey design, and the study population consisted of managerial 
employees involved in the procurement process from 30 firms in the paint manufacturing sector in 
Harare, Zimbabwe. The cross-sectional survey was adopted to enhance the variability and generality of 
the collected data from employees in the paint manufacturing sector (Chikazhe et al., 2023; Oduro et al.,  
2020). It also drew participants from large packaging printing manufacturing firms as well as Small-to- 
Medium Enterprises (SMEs) thereby cutting across the whole sector. The data was collected between 
April 2023 and May 2023. RAOSOFT sample size calculator was used to calculate the sample size of 139 
participants from a total estimated population of employees 215 involved in the procurement process of 
firms in the paint manufacturing industry. The paint manufacturing industry in Harare, Zimbabwe was 
selected for the study as it is part of the construction industry that has remained very active in the 
turbulent economic environment. The majority of paint manufacturing firms operate in Harare the 
capital city of Zimbabwe. A simple random sampling method was used to select participants from paint- 
manufacturing firms operating in Harare.

A structured questionnaire with Likert-type questions ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly 
agree) was used to collect data for this study. The research questions were developed by the researcher 
and guided by the literature (see Table 1). The questionnaire was electronically distributed to participants 
via email, and this allowed the respondents to complete the questionnaires during their own free time as 
such was more convenient to respondents. A cover letter on the questionnaire highlighted the non- 
disclosure of participants’ identity as well as their voluntary participation in the study, assuring the 
confidentiality of their responses. The questionnaire was structured with three main sections namely 
Supplier Relationship Management (SRM), Resource Allocation with four sub-sections of Finance 
Resources (FRA), Human Resources (HRA), Physical Resources (PRA), Information Resources (ICT), and 
the third being Organisational Performance (ORG). The five-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1: 
“Strongly Disagree to 5: Strongly Agree” was used to measure all items.

Supplier 
Relationship 
Management 

Human 
Resource  

Organisational
Performance 

(Paint 
manufacturing 

Industry)        

H5

Physical 
Resource 

Informatio
n Resource 

Financial 
Resource 

Resource         
Allocation  

H1

H2

H3

H4

Figure 1. The conceptual fra-
mework for the study.

Source: Authors (2023)
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Table 1 contains details of the research instrument, which is classified into research variables. 
These variables were adopted from previous studies as indicated in Table 1 as the study seeks to 
address the research objective and answer the research questions (RQ1: How does resource 
allocation influence supplier relationship management (SRM)? RQ2: What is the effect of supplier 
relationship management on the performance of firms within the paint manufacturing industry?).

Table 2 provides statistics for the responses of those who participated in the study.

A total of 139 questionnaires were distributed and 116 were returned giving a response rate of 
83.45%. This was considered a satisfactory response rate adequate for analysis, as supported by 
Cooper (2016), who stated that a response rate of 57% and above was considered satisfactory. 
Table 3 provides an analysis of the demographic profiles.

Table 3 shows the profiles of the participants. In this study, most respondents 75.8% were aged 
between 31 and 50 years, while males were dominant (83.6%). A greater percentage (60.3%) of the 
respondents held at least a first degree, with 64.7% occupying a senior management position, while 
56.0% of the respondents had more than 10 years of working experience. The respondents’ profiles 
indicated a blended pool (age, gender, qualification, experience, and position), which provided the study 
with balanced views.

4.1. Scale validation
An exploratory factor analysis was used to validate the research instrument. Reliability test, 
convergent, and discriminate validity were part of the scale validation process. To determine 
sampling adequacy, the study used the Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin measure and Bartlett’s test of spheri-
city. Table 4 presents the sampling adequacy results.

The results confirmed the sampling adequacy at KMO .729, where the minimum acceptable was set 
at KMO .600 and Bartlett’s test of sphericity was p < 0.000, where the minimum requirement was set to 
be significant at p < 0.05, with 76.544% of the total variance explained by the data (Gorsuch, 2013).

A reliability test was conducted using SPSS V24. Table 5 shows the average reliability statistics 
for this study.

The reliability of the research instrument indicates that the coefficient for all variables surpassed 
the minimum requirement of .6 as highlighted by Saunders et al. (2012). Validity was measured 
using convergent and discriminant tests. Table 6 shows the convergent test results.

The results in Table 4 for standard factor loading, individual item reliability, and Cronbach’s alpha 
indicate that minimum conditions were met with standard factor loading within items being larger than 
0.5 (McQuitty & Wolf, 2013), while reliability and Cronbach’s alpha were above 0.6 (Saunders et al., 2012).

For discriminant testing, the average variance extracted was compared with the squared inter- 
construct correlations. Desciminant test results met minimum conditions, as all average variances 
extracted were above squared inter-construct correlations, as recommended by McQuitty and Wolf 
(2013).

5. Findings and discussions

5.1. Supplier relationship management
Table 7 provides descriptive statistics for the six variables, namely SRM—supplier relationship 
management, FRA—finance resource, HRA—human resource, PRA—physical resource, ICT—infor-
mation resource, and ORG—organisational performance.
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5.2. SRM systems
The average statistical mean shown in Table 7 of SRM (3.393) confirms the presence of SRM 
systems within the manufacturing industry, indicating growing recognition by firms to establish 
such systems. The development of an effective SRM system enables organisations to build trust 
with their suppliers by realizing sustainability within the buyer–supplier relationship (Kosmol et al.,  
2019). This finding also supports the findings of Munyimi et al. (2018), who concluded that a well- 
managed buyer–supplier relationship positively contributed to organisational performance. Again, 

Table 3. Demographic profile
Characteristics Variable Frequency Percentage
Age 21–30 years 6 5.2

31–40 years 36 31.0

41–50 years 52 44.8

Above 50 years 22 19

Gender Male 97 83.6

Female 19 16.4

Professional Qualification Certificate 0 0

Diploma 46 39.7

Degree 52 44.8

Masters 18 15.5

Doctorate 0 0

Position Buyer 41 35.3

Procurement Manager 27 23.3

Procurement Director 15 12.9

Managing Director 25 21.6

Chief Executive Officer 8 6.9

Working Experience Below 6 5.2

6–10 years 45 38.8

11–15 years 20 17.2

16–20 years 14 12.1

<21 years 31 26.7

Authors (2023) 

Table 4. Sampling adequacy
KMO and Bartlett’s Test
Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy .729

Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity Approx. Chi-Square 593.014

df 78

Sig. .000

Source: Authors (2023) 

Table 2. Response rate
Distributed 
Questionnaires

Returned Not returned Response rate

139 116 23 83.45%

Source: Authors (2023) 
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the results show moderate resource allocation to the supplier section process, as indicated by an 
average standard deviation of 1.187. As highlighted by Taherdoost and Brard (2019), organisations 
allocate resources to supplier selection, as selected suppliers have a direct impact on organisa-
tional performance as well as the performance of the whole supply chain. Bai and Sarkis (2016) in 
their study emphasized the need for organisations to adequately resource their supplier 

Table 6. Convergent validity test results
Construct Item Standard 

factor 
Loading

Individual 
Item 

reliability

Cronbach’s 
Alpha

Composite 
reliability

Supplier 
relationship 
management

SRM1 0.6720 0.624 0.672 0.674

SRM2 0.9110 0.887

SRM3 0.9000 0.839

SRM4 0.8810 0.812

Finance 
Resource

FRA1 0.7490 0.568 0.838 0.833

FRA2 0.9350 0.904

FRA3 0.8980 0.695

FRA4 0.8120 0.794

Human 
Resource

HRA1 0.8520 0.587 0.660 0.663

HRA2 0.7430 0.653

HRA3 0.9580 0.804

HRA4 0.8680 0.805

Physical 
Resource

PRA1 0.8140 0.687 0.774 0.765

PRA2 0.8660 0.798

PRA3 0.9580 0.804

Information 
Resource

ICT1 0.7850 0.746 0.675 0.686

ICT2 0.7170 0.533

ICT3 0.6220 0.529

ICT4 0.6890 0.526

Organisational 
Performance

ORG1 0.7200 0.529 0.637 0.646

ORG2 0.6660 0.536

ORG3 0.7630 0.611

ORG4 0.6940 0.651

Source: Authors (2023) 

Table 5. Reliability test
Variable Cronbach’s Alpha No of Items
Financial Resources .703 4

Human resources .812 4

Physical Resources .883 3

Information Resources .822 4

Organisational Performance .816 4

Supplier Relationship Management .729 4

Source: Authors (2023) 
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development programs for suppliers to contribute positively to organisational performance, indi-
cating a moderate presence of a supplier development program within the paint manufacturing 
industry. These finding points to the need for senior management to adopt a servant leadership 
style approach as they execute the SRM activities. A servant leader will consider the needs of 
others before their own needs (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2021). The allocation of resources to supplier 
selection and development will not only be considering the benefits to the organisational perfor-
mance but also to the organisational performance of the supplier which will however ultimately 
contribute to the organisation’s performance in the long-term. The collaborative approach of the 
servant leadership provides an opportunity for developing a long-term buyer–supplier relationship 
(Zoghbi-Manrique de Lara & Ruiz-Palomino, 2019). The establishment of these long-term colla-
borative relationships through servant leadership, will open communication channels that allows 
information sharing and knowledge transfer, giving suppliers a sense of shared ownership to the 
organisation’s achievements as they share their innovative ideas (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2021).

Table 7. Descriptive statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. 

Deviation

Variables Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic Std. Error Statistic
SRM1 116 1 5 4.04 .137 .957

SRM2 116 1 5 3.04 .189 1.322

SRM3 116 1 5 3.04 .175 1.224

SRM4 116 1 5 3.45 .178 1.243

Mean 3.393 0.170 1.187
FRA1 116 1 4 2.31 .131 .918

FRA2 116 1 5 2.94 .190 1.329

FRA3 116 1 4 3.02 .147 1.031

FRA4 116 1 5 2.86 .218 1.528

Mean 2.783 0.172 1.202
HRA1 116 1 5 4.04 .151 1.060

HRA2 116 1 5 3.63 .151 1.055

HRA3 116 1 5 3.71 .187 1.307

HRA4 116 1 5 3.20 .172 1.207

Mean 3.645 0.165 1.157
PRA1 116 1 5 3.61 .142 .996

PRA2 116 1 5 3.08 .193 1.351

PRA3 116 1 5 3.71 .187 1.307

Mean 3.467 0.174 1.218
ICT1 116 1 5 3.69 .131 .918

ICT2 116 1 5 3.92 .120 .838

ICT3 116 1 5 4.04 .116 .815

ICT4 116 1 4 1.80 .077 .539

Mean 3.363 0.111 0.778
ORG1 116 2 5 4.04 .105 .735

ORG2 116 2 5 3.86 .113 .791

ORG3 116 2 5 3.96 .097 .676

ORG4 116 1 5 3.61 .123 .862

Mean 3.868 0.110 0.766
Source: Authors (2023). 
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5.3. Financial resources
Table 7 shows a low mean for FRA (2.783) with a std deviation of 1.202 for financial resource 
allocation to SRM, as other organisations did not have a clear budget to support the SRM system 
financial resource allocation to supplier selection. This finding resonates with the study on the 
Zambian aviation industry by Milambo and Phiri (2019), who concluded that the inadequacy of 
resources to support the SRM system proved costly to the Zambian aviation industry, as the 
industry faced a serious shortage of aircraft spares as suppliers failed to deliver on time. These 
findings also concur with the study by Gumbo (2019) on the Zimbabwe beverage industry, which 
had a negative impact on supplier relationship management. The findings are also an indication of 
the organisations in the paint industry’s organisational readiness to commit resources to the SRM 
system. The findings are again an indication of the use of cost leadership style by senior manage-
ment in the paint manafacturing industry which is a direct response to the current economic 
enviroment (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2013).

5.4. Human resources
The research findings in Table 7 show that the average procurement personnel (HRA mean of 
3.645 and a standard deviation of 1.157) had the necessary qualifications and experience to 
oversee the SRM system. This is in line with a previous study by Hamza et al. (2016), who 
heightened the need for the procurement function to be sufficiently resourced with personnel 
who possess the required skills and abilities to manage the SRM system. These skills also entail 
upholding both professional and business ethical values when interacting with suppliers (Yamin,  
2020). These ethical values are basically business moral principles that gives an image of the 
organisation’s professionalism to both the internal and external stakeholders (Ruiz-Palomino et al.,  
2013). The study findings are supported by literature (Islami, 2021) on the mediation effect of 
human resources management (HRM) practices on organisational performance being supported by 
supply chain management practices. It highlights the interaction of HRM practices and SCM 
practices that also include SRM as it provides and supports human resources to SCM that possess 
the skills and qualifications to manage the buyer–supplier relationship. This is also supported by 
the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals, which encourages organisations to employ 
a healthy and qualified workforce (United Nations, General Assembly, 2015). Organisations must 
therefore, not only consider the economic and financial aspects of human resources but should 
also consider other human resources objectives that include employee satisifaction, and commu-
nity welfare (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2013). Thus, the ethical consideration of management to SRM 
should present a more humanistic and holistic organisational vision (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2013). To 
achieve this senior management again need to adopt the servent leadership style as the main 
forecast of servent leadership is on differentiation through employee empowerment and colla-
boration (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2021). Though, this is in contrast to the cost leadership style whose 
main objective is to rein cost in order to improve the bottom line figures. The servent leadership 
style is an ethics rooted leadership approach that strengthens individual employees social capital 
(network) which extends to the entire organisational social capital that also extends to the 
external stakeholder that include suppliers (Zoghbi-Manrique de Lara & Ruiz-Palomino, 2019). 
The adoption of the two leadership styles (servant and ethical) by organisations provides an 
opportunity for further research on the contribution of the two leadership styles to SRM resource 
allocation.

5.5. Physical resources
The study findings indicated in Table 7 show an average mean of 3.467 and a standard deviation of 
1.218 on PRA, showing a moderate physical resource allocation to the procurement function to 
support the SRM system. These findings are supported by studies by Hamza et al. (2016) and Wairu 
and Gitonga (2018) who emphasized the need for organisations to adequately resource the 
procurement function with physical resources such as computer hardware for their effective 
contribution to organizational performance. Kosmol et al. (2019) also emphasised the fact that 
organisations should invest in ICT infrastructure that supports the establishment SRM system that 
positively contribute to organisational performance. The study results indicate that more needs to 
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be done by firms in the paint manufacturing industry to provide physical resources to the procure-
ment function to enable it to effectively manage suppliers through the development of SRM 
systems. As discussed earlier the adpotion of servent leadership style assists in the allocation of 
adequate physical resources to the procurement function in order for it to effectively manage the 
buyer–supplier relationship (Zoghbi-Manrique de Lara & Ruiz-Palomino, 2019). The servent leader-
ship provides an ethical approach as resources are allocated to the various organisatonal functions 
objectively (Ruiz-Palomino et al., 2021). However, these physical resources should be in line with 
current market trends, and organisations should be prepared to keep up with market develop-
ments. It is however also acknowledged that some of these physical resources if not the majority 
of them are shared resources with other departments in the organisations.

5.6. Information resources
The results in Table 7 on information resources showed a moderately high level of access to 
information by the procurement function that aided their effective supplier management, with an 
ICT mean of 3.363 and a standard deviation of .778. The findings again show the non-availability of 
websites that are supplier interactive, as indicated by a very low statistical mean of 1.8 and 
a standard deviation of .539 (ICT4). According to Roushdy et al. (2015), inadequate availability of 
information resources will have a negative effect on information sharing, thereby affecting the 
organisation’s competitive advantage, as they will have limited access to supply market informa-
tion in real-time. However, these study findings fall short of previous studies by Yeniyurt et al. 
(2019) and Flechsig et al. (2022) where investment in information technology (IT) to support the 
information resource facilitated the development of a high-order organisational capability that 
included the establishment of an effective SRM system that positively contributed to organisational 
performance. It might also be a fact that the findings are an indication of the results of the three 
dimensions as highlighted by Kosmol et al. (2019) that influence the decision of organisations to 
adopt ICT systems and these include technological readiness, organisational readiness, and 
environmental readiness. It thus proves that the level of readiness by organisations in the paint 
manufacturing industry to adopt new technologies that support the buyer–supplier relationship is 
still very low as shown by the low mean on the availability of supplier interactive websites.

5.7. Organisational performance
As shown in Table 7, the results obtained by the study display a high level of organisational 
performance with an average mean of 3.868 and a standard deviation of .766. The comparison 
of the organisational performance against the set target was also high with a mean of 3.86 and 
a standard deviation of .791 (ORG2), thus confirming previous studies by Chikazhe et al. (2023) and 
Kaondera et al. (2023), who highlighted that organisational performance is the comparison of 
actual organisational achievements against intended output (Mharidzo et al., 2022). The periodic 
financial result again proved to be high, with a statistical mean of 3.96 (ORG3) supporting the 
effective use of financial indicators as an objective instrument to measure organisational perfor-
mance (Gaura et al., 2021). However, the achievement of the set sales target was moderately high, 
with a mean of 3.61 and a standard deviation of .862. The present result fulfills the research 
objective of examining the resource allocation adequacy to SRM and the contribution to organisa-
tional performance as the means are indicative of the level of resource allocation. These mean 
values also supported the hypothesis test described below.

5.8. Hypotheses testing
SPSS V24 was used to test all research hypotheses. Table 8 indicates the results for hypotheses H1-H5.

Results in Table 8 show that hypotheses H1–H5 were all supported.

6. Conclusions and implications
The main objective of this study was to establish how resource allocation to develop and maintain 
a supplier relationship management (SRM) system can enable the SRM to contribute to the 
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organisational performance of firms within the paint manufacturing industry in Zimbabwe. Based 
on these findings, the following conclusions were drawn:

The study findings show that most organisations within the paint manufacturing industry have 
an SRM system in place. However, limited resources are allocated to SRM in most organizations, 
posing a potential business risk of engaging suppliers who are not competent enough to contribute 
positively to organisational performance.

The study results also indicate a moderate adequacy of the information resources that support 
SRM systems, posing a need for the paint manufacturing industry to avail resources to the ICT 
infrastructure, as 98% of the respondents confirmed the unavailability of organizations’ websites 
that are supplier interactive.

Likewise, the study results show that there is no clear financial budget to support the SRM, 
meaning resources to support the system are also limited, resulting in the SRM not contributing to 
organizational performance at the expected levels.

The results show that procurement personnel within the paint manufacturing industry 
possess the necessary qualifications and experience to manage the buyer–supplier relation-
ship. Their efforts are hindered by the lack of support from other resources, such as financial 
and physical resources, which enables them to discharge their duties at the highest level.

With the above conclusions that highlight the level of resource allocation in SRM, the current study 
further contributes to the existing body of knowledge on supplier relationship management, as it 
examines the effect of resource allocation on supplier relationship management and its ultimate 
contribution to organisational performance. This provides new insights into senior management 
within the manufacturing industry on the need to allocate adequate resources, including human, 
financial, physical, and information, to SRM to positively contribute to organisational performance.

6.1. Implication to theory
Previous studies on SRM agree on the contributions of the buyer–supplier relationship to organisa-
tional performance (Chari, 2016; Chatterjee et al., 2023; Dubey et al., 2019; Milambo & Phiri, 2019). 

Table 8. Hypothesis testing
Hypothesis Hypothesised 

Relationship
SRW CR Remark

H1 Human resources 
positively influences 
SRM

.281 3.696*** Supported

H2 Physical recourses 
have a positive role 
on SRM

.298 5.093*** Supported

H3 Information 
resources have 
a positive role on 
SRM

.341 7.581*** Supported

H4 Financial resources 
have a positive 
effect on SRM

.215 3.004*** Supported

H5 SRM has a positive 
effect on 
Organisational 
performance

.389 8.219*** Supported

Notes: SRW = standardized regression weight, CR = critical ratio, *** = significant at p < 0.001. 
Source: Authors (2023). 
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The study established that the adequacy of resource allocation to SRM contributes to organisa-
tional performance. This is supported by earlier studies by Gumbo (2019), Milambo and Phiri (2019), 
Butt et al. (2020), Moretto and Caniato (2021), and Roshdi et al. (2022), which confirmed the effect 
of resource allocation on the SRM and its contribution to organisational performance. Moreover, 
the study resonates with resource-based theory, which states that the performance of any func-
tion within an organisation is determined by the level of resource allocation (Hitt et al., 2016). The 
study thus further contributes to the existing body of knowledge on SRM, as it explores the level of 
resource allocation to SRM systems and the ultimate contribution to organisational performance. 
The study results indicate the need for organisations to adequately resource the procurement 
function in support of the SRM system for it to positively contribute to organisational performance.

6.2. Implication to management
This study was motivated by the need to explore why SRM in the Zimbabwe industry does not seem 
to contribute positively to organisational performance. While firms in the paint manufacturing 
industry affirmed the presence of an SRM system, no evidence was available for its contribution to 
organisational performance. The finding and subsequent conclusion of this study provide an 
insight for managers not only in the paint manufacturing industry but also the whole of the 
manufacturing industry in Zimbabwe on the effects of the level of resource allocation to the 
SRM system and provides an opportunity for managers and organisational policymakers to rethink 
and review their resource allocation on the SRM at strategic level. These resources include human, 
financial, physical, and informational resources. Managers are encouraged to effectively allocate 
resources at the strategic level to enable the SRM to positively contribute to organisational 
performance as suppliers improve their service delivery level. Moreover, management within the 
paint manufacturing sector is recommended to ensure that the procurement department colla-
borates systematically with suppliers. A clear joint activities program must be implemented with 
suppliers to improve relationships. Regular business review meetings are also encouraged with 
suppliers to complement our relationships.

As highlighted in resource-based theory, adequate resource allocation to various organisational 
functions will enable the functions to effectively contribute to organizational performance. Thus, 
based on the finding that resource allocation positively influences SRM, management is advised to 
have a clear budget allocation to support SRM. Adequate financial resources must be available for 
use in supplier selection. Sufficient funds must be allocated to support the supplier development 
programs. Additionally, financial resources must be available to support the procurement function 
and training needs for all employees involved. Management has to ensure that personnel in the 
procurement function have the necessary qualifications and experience to manage supplier rela-
tionships. In addition, management should ensure adequate human resources to manage the 
buyer–supplier relationship, the availability of human resources development programs, adequate 
office space for the procurement department, and adequate vehicles allocated to the procurement 
function to support supplier relationship management.

Management of the paint manufacturing sector is also encouraged to ensure that both parties 
will commit themselves to the relationship to ensure that they contribute to the profitability of 
each organisation through the establishment of a long-term collaborative relationship. However, it 
should be noted that the adequacy of resources depends on the size of the organization.

6.3. Limitations
The current study was based on the paint manufacturing industry, as the majority of firms are 
concentrated in the capital city of Harare Zimbabwe; therefore, they are not geographically 
representative of other industries in other cities. The study was carried out within a short period 
and only 83.45% of the participants were able to return their questionnaires, posing a potential 
bias due to the limited research period. However, these limitations provide opportunities for further 
studies on resource allocation to the SRM in other Zimbabwe industries, including the agricultural 
and personal care manufacturing sectors, as well as in other countries within the SADC region and 
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other developing countries beyond the region. While the researcher had assumed that the tech-
nological developments and the Internet of Things would have enabled the organisation to 
effectively interact with suppliers on their website, 98% of the respondents confirmed the unavail-
ability of websites that are supplier interactive, posing another opportunity for further studies on 
the manufacturing sector embracing the Internet of Things in support of the SRM.

Author details
Emmanuel T. Denhere1 

E-mail: etdenhere@gmail.com 
Lovemore Chikazhe1 

James Kanyepe2 

ORCID ID: http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6871-8831 
1 School of Entrepreneurship and business science, 

Chinhoyi University of Technology, Chinhoyi, Zimbabwe. 
2 Department of Management, University of Botswana, 

Gaborone, Botswana. 

Disclosure statement
No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Supplementary material
Supplemental data for this article can be accessed online 
at https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2023.2286003.

Citation information 
Cite this article as: Resource allocation and supplier rela-
tionship management towards the performance of the 
manufacturing industry: Evidence from the paint manu-
facturing firms in Harare, Zimbabwe, Emmanuel T. 
Denhere, Lovemore Chikazhe & James Kanyepe, Cogent 
Business & Management (2023), 10: 2286003.

References
Amoako-Gyampah, K., Boakye, K. G., Adaku, E., & 

Famiyeh, S. (2019). Supplier relationship manage-
ment and firm performance in developing econo-
mies: A Moderated mediation analysis of Flexibility 
capability and ownership structure. International 
Journal of Production Economics, 208, 160–170.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2018.11.021

Bai, C., & Sarkis, J. (2016). Supplier Development 
Investment Strategies: A Game Theoretic Evaluation. 
Annals of Operations Research, 240(5), 583–615.  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10479-014-1737-9

Butt, A., Shah, S., & Sheikh, A. (2020). Is guanxi important in 
buyer-supplier relationships? A case of the Chinese 
logistic industry. Journal of Asia Business Studies, 14(1), 
1–14. https://doi.org/10.1108/JABS-04-2019-0127

Chams, N., & García-Blandón, J. (2019). On the impor-
tance of sustainable human resource management 
for the adoption of sustainable development goals. 
Resources, Conservation, & Recycling, 141, 109–122.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2018.10.006

Chari, F. (2016). The significance of supplier relationship 
management in Industrial competitiveness: A case of 
bakeries in Harare, Zimbabwe. Journal for Business 
Management Science, 2(1), 29–42. https://doi.org/10. 
53555/bm.v2i1.1064

Chatterjee, S., Chaudhuri, R., Kumar, A., Aránega, A. Y., & 
Biswas, B. (2023). Development of an integrative 
model for electronic vendor relationship manage-
ment for improving technological innovation, social 
change, and sustainability performance. 
Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 186(6), 
122–213. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2022. 
122213

Chikazhe, L., Bhebhe, T., Nyagadza, B., Munyanyi, E., & 
Singizi, T. (2023). The role of self-service technology 
and graduates’ perceived job performance in asses-
sing university service quality. Quality Assurance in 

Education, 31(2), 263–280. https://doi.org/10.1108/ 
QAE-03-2022-0080

Chikazhe, L., Bhebhe, T., Tukuta, M., Chifamba, O., & 
Nyagadza, B. (2023). Procurement practices, leader-
ship style and employee-perceived service quality 
towards the perceived public health sector perfor-
mance in Zimbabwe. Cogent Social Sciences, 9(1), 
1–19. https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2023. 
2198784

Chikazhe, L., Marere, R. P., Chavunduka, D., Chinofunga, S., 
Chifamba, O., & Kaviya, M. (2023). Promoting service 
quality and organisational performance through 
customer retention strategies: The moderating role 
of ICT. European Journal of Management Studies.  
https://doi.org/10.1108/EJMS-01-2023-0003

Cooper, M. (2016). Supply chain postponement and 
speculation strategies. Journal of Operations 
Management, 26(2), 148–163

Diin Fitri, S. E., Dahlan, R. M., & Surkadi, S. (2018). From 
Penrose to Sirmon: The evolution of resource based 
theory. Journal of Management and Leadership, 1(2).

Dubey, R., Gunasekaran, A., Childe, S. J., Papadopoulos, T., 
& Helo, P. (2019). Supplier relationship management 
for the circular economy: Influence of external pres-
sures and top management commitment. 
Management Decision, 57(4), 767–790. https://doi. 
org/10.1108/MD-04-2018-0396

Flechsig, C., Anslinger, F., & Lasch, R. (2022). Robotic pro-
cess automation in Purchasing and supply manage-
ment: A multiple case study on potentials, barriers, 
and implementation. Journal of Purchasing & Supply 
Management, 28(1), 100718. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.pursup.2021.100718

Gaura, K. C., Manyanga, W., & Chikazhe, L. (2021). The 
effect of corporate social responsibility on brand 
awareness: Evidence from the insurance sector in 
Zimbabwe. Journal of Marketing and Consumer 
Behaviour in Emerging Markets, 2(13), 22–36. https:// 
doi.org/10.7172/2449-6634.jmcbem.2021.2.2

Gorsuch, R. L. (2013). Factor analysis. Psychology Press.
Gumbo, M. (2019). The impact of supplier relationship 

management on Business competitiveness in the 
beverage manufacturing sector: A case study of the 
delta beverages. The Bindura University of Science 
Education Repository. Retrieved from Bindura 
Univesity of Science Education: http://ir.buse.ac.zw

Hamza, S. B., Asefa Gerbi, A., & Ali, S. H. (2016). Factors 
affecting procurement performance in the case of 
Awassa Textile share Company. Global Journal of 
Management and Business Research, 16(3), 1–15.  
https://doi.org/10.7748/2249-4588

Hao, L. (2022). Optimal allocation of human resource struc-
ture based on capability maturity model integration. 
Hindawi Security and Communication Network, 4(5), 
1–10. https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/3162328

Hitt, M. A., Xu, K., & Carnes, C. M. (2016). Resource-based 
theory in operations management research. Journal 
of Operations Management, 41(9), 77–94. https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.jom.2015.11.002

Islami, X. (2021). How to integrate organizational instru-
ments? The mediation of HRM practices affects on 
organizational performance by SCM practices. 
Production and Manufacturing Research, 9(1), 206–240.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/21693277.2021.1978007

Denhere et al., Cogent Business & Management (2023), 10: 2286003                                                                                                                                
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2023.2286003                                                                                                                                                       

Page 19 of 21

https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2023.2286003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2018.11.021
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2018.11.021
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10479-014-1737-9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10479-014-1737-9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/JABS-04-2019-0127
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2018.10.006
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2018.10.006
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.53555/bm.v2i1.1064
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.53555/bm.v2i1.1064
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2022.122213
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2022.122213
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/QAE-03-2022-0080
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/QAE-03-2022-0080
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2023.2198784
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2023.2198784
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/EJMS-01-2023-0003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/EJMS-01-2023-0003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-04-2018-0396
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-04-2018-0396
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2021.100718
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2021.100718
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.7172/2449-6634.jmcbem.2021.2.2
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.7172/2449-6634.jmcbem.2021.2.2
http://ir.buse.ac.zw
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.7748/2249-4588
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.7748/2249-4588
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/3162328
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jom.2015.11.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jom.2015.11.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/21693277.2021.1978007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/21693277.2021.1978007


Islami, X. (2022). Lean manufacturing and firms’ financial 
performance: The role of strategic supplier partner-
ship and information sharing. Benchmarking: An 
International Journal, Vol. ahead-of-print No. ahead– 
of–print. https://doi.org/10.1108/BIJ-02-2022-0084

Islami, X., & Topuzovska Latkovikj, M. (2022). There is time 
to be integrated: The relationship between SCM 
practices and organizational performance- the mod-
erated role of competitive strategy. Cogent Business 
& Management, 9(1), 2010305. https://doi.org/10. 
1080/23311975.2021.2010305

Jagtap, M. M., Teli, S. N., Raikar, V. A., & Deshmukh, P. M. 
(2017). Effect of supplier quality management (SQM) 
on performance measures of manufacturing 
organization. ISDSI International Conference, 30(2), 
2–9. www.researchgate.net/publication/322498772

Kaondera, P. R., Chikazhe, L., Munyimi, T. F., & 
Nyagadza, B. (2023). Buttressing customer relation-
ship management through digital transformation: 
Perspectives from Zimbabwe’s commercial banks. 
Cogent Social Sciences, 9(1), 219–232. https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/23311886.2023.2191432

Khan, A., & Siddiqui, D. (2018). Information sharing and 
strategic partnership in supply chain management: 
A study of pharmaceutical companies of Pakistan. 
Asian Business Review, 8(3), 55–68. https://doi.org/10. 
18034/abr.v8i3.162

Kirai, A. K., & Kwasira, J. (2016). Assessment of determi-
nants of procurement performance at Kenya pipeline 
company, Kenya. International Journal of Research in 
Business Management, 4(4), 43–54. www.impactjour 
nals.us

Kosmol, T., Reimann, F., & Kaufmann, L. (2019). You’ll 
never walk alone: Why we need a supply chain 
practice view on digital procurement. Journal of 
Purchasing & Supply Management, 25(4), 100553.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2019.100553

Kumar, D., & Rahman, Z. (2016). Sustainability adoption 
through buyer-supplier relationship across supply 
chains: A literature review and conceptual 
framework. International Strategic Management 
Review, 3(1), 110–127. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ism. 
2015.04.002

Lyson, K., & Farrington, B. (2020). Procurement and supply 
chain management. Pearson.

McQuitty, S., & Wolf, M. (2013). Structural equation mod-
eling: A practical introduction. Journal of African 
Business, 14(1), 58–69. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
15228916.2013.765325

Memia, K. F. (2018). Influence of contemporary supply 
chain practices on performance of large manufactur-
ing firms in Kenya. JKUAT Digital Repository. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/123456789/4812

Mharidzo, I., Chikazhe, L., Manyeruke, J., & Mashavakure, N. 
(2022). The effect of industry structure, conduct, and 
performance on the adoption of macadamia nuts 
farming in Zimbabwe. Journal of Tianjin University, 55 
(12). https://doi.org/10.17605/OSF.IO/2CJEX

Milambo, D., & Phiri, J. (2019). Aircraft spares supply chain 
management for the aviation industry in Zambia 
based on the supply chain operations reference 
(SCOR) model. Open Journal of Business and 
Management, 7(3), 1183–1195. https://doi.org/10. 
4236/ojbm.2019.73083

Moretto, A., & Caniato, F. (2021). Can supply chain finance 
help mitigate financial disruption brought by 
COVID-19? Journal of Purchasing & Supply 
Management, 27(4), 100–114. https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.pursup.2021.100713

Munyimi, T. F., Chari, D. F., & Liu, S. (2018). The role of 
buyer–supplier relationships in achieving economic 

sustainability in the private telecommunication sec-
tor in Zimbabwe. Cogent Business & Management, 5 
(1), 154–167. https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975. 
2018.1540917

Nimeh, H. A., Abdallah, A. B., & Sweis, R. (2018). Lean 
supply chain management practices and perfor-
mance: Empirical evidence from manufacturing 
companies. International Journal of Supply Chain 
Management, 7(1), 1–15. https://doi.org/10.101610. 
59160/ijscm.v7i1.1844

Nthiwa, J., & Muchemi, A. (2020). Resource allocation as 
a strategic implementation practice and performance 
of audit firms in Nairobi city County, Kenya. 
International Journal of Innovative Research and 
Advanced Studies, 7(11), 259–274. https://www.ijiras. 
com/2020

Oduro, S., Nyarku, K. M., & Gbadeyan, R. (2020, February). 
Supplier relationship management and organisa-
tional performance of hospitals in an emerging 
economy context: A comparative study. Journal of 
Modelling in Management, 15(4), 1451–1474. https:// 
doi.org/10.1108/JM2-03-2019-0072

Roshdi, F. R. M., Ismail, K., Lop, N. S., & Wahab, L. A. B. 
(2022). Challenges in resource allocation towards 
cost controlling in Engineering procurement con-
struction (EPC) fabrication oil and Gas Megaproject. 
International Journal of Accounting, Finance and 
Business, 7(41), 1–8. https://doi.org/10.101610. 
55573/IJAFB.074101

Roushdy, M., Mahomed, M., Hesham, S., Elzark, S., & 
Hafaz, L. (2015). Investigating the impact of supplier 
relationship management on Firm’s performance, 
Proceedings of the 2015 International Conference on 
Operations Excellence and Service Engineering 
Orlando, Florida, USA, September 10-11, 2015 https:// 
www.researchgate.net/publication/352560125

Rucha, K. M., & Abdallah, A. N. (2017). Effect of supplier 
relationship management on humanitarian supply 
chain performance at the World Food Programme in 
Somalia. European Scientific Journal, ESJ, 13(16), 
250–265. https://doi.org/10.19044/esj.2017. 
v13n16p250

Ruiz-Palomino, P., Gutierrez-Broncano, S., Jimenez- 
Estevez, P., & Hernandez-Perlines, F. (2021). CEO ser-
vant leadership and strategic service differentiation: 
The role of high-performance work systems and 
innovativeness. Tourism Management Perspectives, 40, 
100891. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2021.100891

Ruiz-Palomino, P., Martínez-Ruiz, M. P., & Martínez-Cañas, 
R. (2013). Assessing ethical behaviours in the Spanish 
banking and insurance industries: Evidence and 
challenges. The International Journal of Human 
Resource Management, 24(11), 2173–2196. https:// 
doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2012.725065

Saunders, M., Lewis, P., & Thornhill, A. (2012). Research 
methods for Business students (6th ed.). Prentice-Hall 
London.

Shi, W., Li, Q., & Usman, M. (2021). Human resources 
balanced allocation method based on deep learning 
algorithm. Handawi Scientific Programming, 2021 
(4681959), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/ 
4681959

Taherdoost, H., & Brard, A. (2019). Analyzing the process 
of supplier selection criteria and methods. Procedia 
Manufacturing, 8(32), 1024–1034. https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.promfg.2019.02.317

Tseng, S. M. (2014). The impact of knowledge manage-
ment capabilities and supplier relationship manage-
ment on corporate performance. International 
Journal of Production Economics, 154(11), 39–47.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2014.04.009

Denhere et al., Cogent Business & Management (2023), 10: 2286003                                                                                                                                
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2023.2286003

Page 20 of 21

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/BIJ-02-2022-0084
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2021.2010305
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2021.2010305
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/322498772
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2023.2191432
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2023.2191432
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.18034/abr.v8i3.162
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.18034/abr.v8i3.162
http://www.impactjournals.us
http://www.impactjournals.us
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2019.100553
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2019.100553
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ism.2015.04.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ism.2015.04.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/15228916.2013.765325
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/15228916.2013.765325
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/123456789/4812
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/123456789/4812
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17605/OSF.IO/2CJEX
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4236/ojbm.2019.73083
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4236/ojbm.2019.73083
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2021.100713
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2021.100713
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2018.1540917
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2018.1540917
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.101610.59160/ijscm.v7i1.1844
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.101610.59160/ijscm.v7i1.1844
https://www.ijiras.com/2020
https://www.ijiras.com/2020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/JM2-03-2019-0072
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/JM2-03-2019-0072
https://doi.org/10.101610.55573/IJAFB.074101
https://doi.org/10.101610.55573/IJAFB.074101
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/352560125
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/352560125
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.19044/esj.2017.v13n16p250
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.19044/esj.2017.v13n16p250
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2021.100891
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2012.725065
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2012.725065
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/4681959
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/4681959
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2019.02.317
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2019.02.317
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2014.04.009
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2014.04.009


Tukimin, R., Hasrulnizzam, W., Mahmood, W., 
Mohamed, N., Rosdi, M., & Nordin, M. (2019). 
Prioritisation of supplier development practices: 
A fuzzy method. International Journal for Recent 
Technology and Engineering, 8(4), 58–63. https://doi. 
org/10.101610.35940/ijrte.D5423.118419

United Nations, General Assembly, 2015. (n.d). 
Transforming our world: The 2030 Agenda for sus-
tainable development. http://www.un.org/en//A_RES_ 
70_1_E.pdf.

Wairu, P., & Gitonga, E. (2018). Strategy implementation 
practices and performance of National Government 
Constituency development fund Board in Nairobi city 
County, Kenya. International Academic Journal of 
Human Resource and Business Administration, 3(2), 
256–273. http://ir-library.ku.ac.ke/handle/ 
123456789/21100

Woo, C., Kim, M. G., Chung, Y., & Rho, J. J. (2016). 
Suppliers’ communication capability and external 
green integration for green and financial perfor-
mance in the Korean construction industry. Journal 
of Cleaner Production, 112(1), 483–493. https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.05.119

Yamin, M. A. (2020). The relationship between RIGHT 
ethical behavior perspective, demographic factors, 
and BEST ethical performance. International Review 
of Management and Marketing, 10(1), 27–39. https:// 
doi.org/10.32479/irmm.9100

Yehualaa, A. (2023). The effects of supplier relationship 
management practices on organizational perfor-
mance and competitive advantage of large manu-
facturing companies in Bahir Dar, Ethiopia. Journal of 
Future Sustainability, 3(4), 233–242. https://doi.org/ 
10.5267/j.jfs.2023.3.001

Yeniyurt, S., Wu, F., Kim, D., & Cavusgil, S. (2019). Information 
technology resources, innovativeness, and supply chain 
capabilities as drivers of Business performance: 
A retrospective and future research directions. Industrial 
Marketing Management, 79(9), 46–52. https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.indmarman.2019.03.008

Zoghbi-Manrique de Lara, P., & Ruiz-Palomino, P. (2019). 
How servant leadership creates and accumulates 
social capital personally owned in hotel firms. 
International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality 
Management, 31(8), 3192–3211. https://doi.org/10. 
1108/IJCHM-09-2018-0748

Denhere et al., Cogent Business & Management (2023), 10: 2286003                                                                                                                                
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2023.2286003                                                                                                                                                       

Page 21 of 21

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.101610.35940/ijrte.D5423.118419
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.101610.35940/ijrte.D5423.118419
http://www.un.org/en//A_RES_70_1_E.pdf
http://www.un.org/en//A_RES_70_1_E.pdf
http://ir-library.ku.ac.ke/handle/123456789/21100
http://ir-library.ku.ac.ke/handle/123456789/21100
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.05.119
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.05.119
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.32479/irmm.9100
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.32479/irmm.9100
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5267/j.jfs.2023.3.001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5267/j.jfs.2023.3.001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2019.03.008
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2019.03.008
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/IJCHM-09-2018-0748
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/IJCHM-09-2018-0748

	1.  Introduction
	2.  Theoretical literature
	2.1.  Theories underpinning the study
	2.2.  Supplier relationship management
	2.3.  Human resource
	2.4.  Physical material resource
	2.5.  Information resource
	2.6.  Financial resource
	2.7.  Organisational performance

	3.  Empirical literature and research hypotheses development
	3.1.  Conceptual framework

	4.  Methodology
	4.1.  Scale validation

	5.  Findings and discussions
	5.1.  Supplier relationship management
	5.2.  SRM systems
	5.3.  Financial resources
	5.4.  Human resources
	5.5.  Physical resources
	5.6.  Information resources
	5.7.  Organisational performance
	5.8.  Hypotheses testing

	6.  Conclusions and implications
	6.1.  Implication to theory
	6.2.  Implication to management
	6.3.  Limitations

	Author details
	Disclosure statement
	Supplementary material
	References

