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ABSTRACT

This research is to base upon a field survey to a company of manufacturing the machines for the metal forming industry; in a way of

examination and analysis unto the connection of quality controls, productive and profit ratio, to verify the effect of quality

improvement on the manufacturing profits. Data of analysis to be adopted from the observed party is dedicated on the aspects of a

general review on her performance further breaking into each layer of manufacturing and products. Ideally, this study can help the

enterprises doing the better decision on managing the up-grade of operation. The core of this reaches is focusing on the connections

of the following scopes: Quality vs. Productive, Productive vs. Profits, and Quality vs. Profits. The conclusion being analyzed from

the examination is: 1. While the quality imperfection is increased, the productive is exactly decreased but partially. 2. While the

productive is increased, the profit is greatly increased simultaneously. 3. While the quality imperfection is increased, the profit is

decreased typically. 4. While the quality imperfection is increased, the cost-noncompliance is slightly increased with a fixed amount.

5. While the cost-noncompliance is increased, the productive is particularly decreased but limited. 6. While the quality imperfection

is increased, the performance of quality control output management is decreased. 7. While the performance of quality control output

management is increased, the productive is strongly increased. The above captioned facts support for the prediction about the

connection of “quality control, productive and profits”, and also clearly explain how does the cost-noncompliance and the

performance of quality control output management impact to the productive either directly or indirectly. The increased productive is

the most direct element of all impacts to reduce the unit cost further to increase the profit. A consistent quality improvement can

bring to the enterprises for a better distinguish on the products and cost-reduction towards the company reinforcing the total

strength towards creating the competition and more profits; this is also the best solution to prolong the enterprise life from the

gradually severely market competition.
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