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Green Procurement Management and Performance

Driving Effect of Corporate Strategy and Moderate Effect of Customer Cognitive
GAO Wei-he', CHEN Zhuan-qing' ">
(1. School of International Business Administration, Shanghai University of Finance & Economics,
Shanghai, 200433, China;
2. Economics and Management College, Henan Institute of Science and Technology,
Xinxiang, Henan, 453003, China)

Abstract; Green marketing research usually focuses on the field of green consumers. Mainly on the motivation
and will of consumers purchasing green products and marketing strategies about increasing green purchase. In B2B
marketing there are less studies on green purchase and its solution strategy. In order to realize consistent develop-
ment, obviously it has become one essential strategic choice for enterprise future victor to pay attention to environ-
mental protection and green purchase. Due to this, the main shortages with green purchasing from present marketing
researches: (1) how do green brand reputation and environmental culture orientation influence the choice of enter-
prise purchase administration? (2)how will green purchasing administration and the acknowledge of management
mutually react to each other? To continue the studying of the above two questions are helpful to clarify the dilemma
of theoretical fields and practical field ; Enterprises should carry out green strategy and if green strategy can make
enterprises different from their competitors so as to get better

Started from green purchase and its administration strategy in B2B marketing, with green materials for making
voyage as the study inlet,this study makes analysis of how green strategy motivates and influence administration and
how the knowledge of management affects administration choice. This means new administration framework is built
up in a certain degree. Compared with traditional green marketing research, innovation mainly can be showed in
three aspects: (1) Traditional marketing strategy study lacks the clear analysis to specified item analysis and orien-
tation. This paper tries to disclose the basic logicality to carry out B2B green cooperation administration system. (2)
Based on the exploitation of the relation between purchase administration and enterprise performance , traditional lit-
erature mainly focus on the analysis of structural factor and relation factor, but neglects necessary attentions to the
recognition behind these factors. This paper shows that recognition is the key to influence even lead relation admin-
istration and performance. (3)try to construct the analysis of green administration. Many scholars have made exten-
sive analysis about the importance of green marketing strategy so it can better help enterprises to benefit from envi-
ronmental friendship marketing method to understand these strategy and their basic principles.

This paper has significance: (1) Focus on the analysis on the green strategic choice of enterprises affecting e-
conomical performance by double routes. Compared with the previous study, this paper found the double routes to
green marketing strategy and administration system enhancing enterprise economic performance. (2 )from the angle
of green marketing to further develop enterprise administration system. Relation engagement and customizing engage-
ment are not simply the substitute relation and purely complimentary relation. With the strategic background of green
marketing , they all have different influential factors,but manufacturing enterprises may adopt double route adminis-
tration system. (3 ) Enterprises can make cooperative administration system choice according to different green mar-
keting strategy to enhance economical performance. (4 ) Customer green recognition has important influence to enter-
prise administration system. When enterprises want to lower transaction cost, the administration system of relation
engagement is the prior choice. When enterprises must obey outside legal environmental , customizing engagement is
the prior choice.

Key Words: green procurement management; enterprise strategy; driving effect; customer cognitive ; moder-

ate role
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