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Theoretical Analysisand Empirical Sudy on Benefit Correlativity

of Sales Managers in Enterprises

LU Guo-feng
(Department of Business Management , Zhejiang Economic and Trade Polytechnic Institute, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abgract : The smplified coefficient K is the sales managers extent of enlarging or narrowing of
their own instead of the enterprises gains and lossesin the process of subjective evaluation. The sur-
vey indicates that the majority of the sales managers coefficient of correlation variesfrom 2 to 10. It
a0 shows that the sales managers’ stockholding system hasrit striking effects on the coefficient of
correlation. So the enterprisesinvolved are suggested to decrease the sales managers coefficient of cor-
relation by constructing an eff ective cost-assessng system, thus to raise their degree of loyalty to the
enterprises.
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