AMPLIFA PROCUREMENT GLOSSARY

Supplier capacity risk: identifying causes,
limiting impact

Supplier capacity risk describes the danger that a supplier fails to deliver the agreed quantities,
deadlines or lot sizes in the required form because its production capacity is limited, fully utilised or
not scalable. It is one of the central supply risks in industrial procurement management and has a
direct impact on the buyer's scheduling, inventory management and production processes. Those
who assess capacity risks systematically can mitigate them early through dual sourcing, safety
stock or contractual provisions. The following article explains the definition, assessment methods,
KPls, control mechanisms and current developments relating to this topic.

Key facts

Supplier capacity risk covers the risk of quantity, deadline and lot size deviations due to limited or
fully utilised supplier capacity.

It typically occurs with single sources, long lead times, strong demand peaks and bottleneck
materials.

Suitable assessment tools include supplier evaluations, capacity enquiries, bottleneck analyses and
the Kraljic matrix.

Typical countermeasures are second sources, dynamic safety stock, framework agreements with
volume commitments and early capacity reservations.

Relevant KPls are on-time delivery (OTD), capacity utilisation at the supplier and order confirmation
rate.

In practice, capacity risks can never be fully eliminated, only deliberately contained and actively
managed.

Definition: supplier capacity risk

Supplier capacity risk denotes the probability and possible impact of a supplier's failure to fulfil
contractually agreed quantities or deadlines due to insufficient, already committed or non-scalable
production and logistics capacity. It is a sub-area of general supplier risk and closely related to supply
risk and sourcing risk.

Distinction from other supplier risks

Capacity risk differs from credit risk or quality risk in that the supplier is fundamentally able and willing to
deliver, but cannot produce the required quantity within the required period. It is also clearly distinct from
price risk, for example in the context of a price negotiation in a tendering process: it concerns the
physical availability of services, not their cost. In practice, however, these risks overlap, as capacity
bottlenecks are frequently accompanied by price surcharges, priority conflicts and quality compromises.

Typical causes

Common triggers are demand peaks in the market, overbooking of the supplier by other customers,
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equipment or staff shortages, long changeover times and a lack of flexibility in lot sizes. Country-specific
factors such as energy shortages, skilled labour shortages or logistics disruptions can also effectively
reduce capacity. It becomes particularly critical when the buyer itself has strong demand fluctuations
that the supplier cannot cover with its fixed capacity.

Assessment and analysis of capacity risk

Systematic risk management begins with identifying critical positions and the structured assessment of
each supplier's capacity situation. Both qualitative judgements and hard data play an equally important
role.

Positioning in the Kraljic matrix

The Kraljic matrix helps to classify capacity risk strategically. Materials with high supply relevance and
high procurement risk — classic strategic and bottleneck items — typically carry the greatest capacity
risk, especially with single sources. For these positions, intensive monitoring and active hedging are
recommended, whereas standardised processes are generally sufficient for standard items. The
classification should be updated regularly, as market situations and supplier portfolios change.

Capacity enquiries and audits

Proven tools are periodic capacity enquiries, in which suppliers disclose their available capacity,
utilisation levels and planned expansions. Supplier audits and site visits supplement this data with an
independent assessment of vertical integration, automation and staffing. It is important to also include
the capacity of upstream suppliers, as bottlenecks often arise deep in the supply chain.

Data basis and system support

A robust assessment requires consistent master data. Duplicate checking in the data model prevents
critical suppliers from being maintained multiple times and inconsistently. A well-maintained Approved
Vendor List (AVL) with assigned old/new parts and sources makes it easier to quickly identify alternative
sources of supply when a capacity bottleneck looms.

Impact on procurement and production

Uncovered capacity risks have an impact far beyond the individual supply order. They jeopardise
production plans, increase costs and strain the entire supply chain.

Disruptions to scheduling and production

When a supplier fails to meet quantities or deadlines, the buyer's scheduling falls out of sync: production
orders must be postponed, customer commitments adjusted or expensive alternative solutions found.
Extended lead times and unplanned changeovers additionally increase production costs. In deserialised
value chains, a single bottleneck can bring entire production lines to a standstill.

Impact on stock and warehousing

In response to capacity risks, many companies build up increased safety stock. A dynamic safety stock
that is oriented towards the current supply risk is better suited to this than a statically stored value. The
disadvantage: higher stock ties up capital and warehouse space and can become a burden during
range rationalisation. A slow-mover analysis helps to avoid holding an oversized buffer for slow-moving
items.
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Contractual and operational consequences

In practice, capacity bottlenecks frequently lead to priority conflicts, short-notice change orders or
additional costs for express delivery and alternative procurement. Without clear contractual provisions —
such as a change order clause or defined volume flexibilities — these consequences are difficult to
enforce. Carrier performance is also affected when spontaneous express shipments overwhelm the
planned transport logistics.

Methods for safeguarding and managing

There are several proven levers against capacity risk which, in combination, significantly increase
supply security. Which mix makes sense depends on item criticality, margin situation and market power.

Dual strategy and second sources

The most effective protection is a qualified second source. This requires active supplier development:
new suppliers must be approved, samples qualified and processes validated before they can step in
when needed. In practice, it is evident that second sources without regular small orders are often not
ready to supply in the event of a bottleneck, as tools are outdated or approvals have expired.

Contractual safeguarding

Framework agreements with defined volume corridors, capacity reservations and binding order
confirmation deadlines create planning certainty. An order confirmation obligation with short response
times makes capacity conflicts visible early, before they lead to supply shortfalls. Volume flexibility
clauses define the extent to which buyers can increase or reduce quantities at short notice — and what
this costs. Changes to the framework agreement should be documented, for example as an amendment
in the contract repository, so that all parties are on the same page.

Operational buffers and early warning

Dynamic safety stock, earlier commitment horizons in forecasts and a structured quantity deviation
workflow — which systematically records and escalates deviations between confirmed and delivered
quantities — form the operational safeguarding. Early warning indicators such as rising confirmation
times or declining acceptance rates for smaller orders often indicate bottlenecks months before the
actual failure.

Key KPIs for managing capacity risk

Without measurable KPIs, capacity risk remains a gut decision. The following KPIs have proven
themselves in practice, although target values vary by industry and item class.

Delivery reliability and confirmation quality

On-time delivery (OTD) shows how reliably a supplier meets deadlines; in industry, values of over 95 per
cent are frequently targeted. The order confirmation rate and the average confirmation time reveal how
quickly and bindingly a supplier responds to enquiries. If these values decline over several periods, this
is a classic early warning signal of capacity overbooking.

Quantity adherence and capacity utilisation

Quantity adherence measures whether delivered quantities match confirmed quantities; deviations
should be systematically documented via the quantity deviation workflow. For strategic suppliers, it is
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also worth enquiring about capacity utilisation: in practice, sustained utilisation above 90 per cent is
considered risky, as it leaves hardly any headroom for demand peaks. In addition, carrier performance
provides indications of whether transport capacity is an additional bottleneck factor.

Current developments and outlook

The significance of supplier capacity risk has increased markedly in recent years. Digitalisation,
regulatory requirements and a changed risk awareness are fundamentally changing how it is handled.

Digital supply chain transparency

Multi-tier supply chain data from ERP systems, supplier portals and external sources is increasingly
consolidated in data lake architectures in order to detect capacity bottlenecks earlier. Al-supported
forecasts complement traditional planning methods. What remains important is that automated alerts
feed into clear processes: an alert without ownership and an escalation path does not change the risk.

Regulation and sustainability

Supply chain laws and the planned Corporate Sustainability Due Diligence (CSDDD) broaden the
concept of risk: sustainability and due diligence obligations along the supply chain must also be
documented. This requires additional data collection from suppliers and influences supplier selection
and contract design. Capacity and sustainability risks should therefore be considered within an
integrated supplier risk management approach; legal obligations in individual cases must always be
reviewed separately.

Strategic realignment of procurement

Many companies are developing category-specific sourcing strategies along a category vision, which
also addresses capacity topics such as regionalisation, nearshoring and long-term partnerships.
Synergy effects from bundled volumes across sites can motivate suppliers to invest in capacity. Variant
management additionally contributes to reducing critical capacity demand through part number
consolidation and platform strategies.

Typical metrics

On-time delivery (OTD): > 95%
Common target value in practice; sustained lower values indicate capacity problems.

Quantity adherence: > 97%
Deviations should be documented via a quantity deviation workflow.

Supplier capacity utilisation: < 90%
Sustained higher utilisation leaves little headroom for demand peaks.

Order confirmation rate: > 98%
Declining rates are an early warning signal of overbooking.

Sourcing coverage of critical items: >= 2 sources
For strategic and bottleneck goods, a qualified second source is recommended in practice.

Practical example

A medium-sized mechanical engineering company sourced a critical cast part from a single European
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supplier. When the supplier's utilisation rose to over 95 per cent as a result of industry-wide demand,
confirmed lead times gradually lengthened and several orders were delivered with quantity deviations.
The buyer's production had to be rescheduled at short notice twice. In response, the company analysed
all single sources, introduced quarterly capacity enquiries and qualified a second source in Eastern
Europe. In parallel, the dynamic safety stock for critical parts was increased and the framework
agreement was supplemented with volume flexibility and capacity reservation clauses.

« Systematic identification of all single sources via the Approved Vendor List (AVL)
* Quarterly capacity enquiries and audits at strategic suppliers
+ Qualification of a second source with regular small orders to maintain readiness to supply

» Supplementing the framework agreement with capacity reservation, volume flexibility and an order
confirmation obligation

Conclusion

Supplier capacity risk is a practical, measurable and actively manageable procurement risk — not fate.
What matters is the combination of early detection through reliable KPIs, strategic safeguarding through
second sources and contractual provisions, and operational buffers such as dynamic safety stock. The
more critical the item and the tighter the supplier environment, the earlier action should be taken.
Digitalisation improves visibility but does not replace personal collaboration with strategic suppliers.
Those who manage capacity risks systematically turn a potential source of crisis into a competitive
advantage in availability and delivery reliability.

Frequently asked questions

What does supplier capacity risk mean?

Capacity risk describes the danger that a supplier cannot fulfil agreed quantities or deadlines because
its production or logistics capacity is limited or already fully utilised. It typically occurs with single
sources, bottleneck materials and demand peaks. Unlike quality or price risks, it concerns the physical
availability of the service.

How can supplier capacity risk be reduced?

Proven measures include qualifying second sources, dynamic safety stock, framework agreements with
volume flexibility and capacity reservations, as well as early capacity enquiries. In addition, a
well-maintained Approved Vendor List and a structured deviation workflow for quantity deviations help.
The right mix depends on item criticality and market power.

Which KPlIs indicate capacity risks at the supplier?

Key KPIs are on-time delivery (OTD), quantity adherence, order confirmation rate and confirmation time,
as well as the supplier's capacity utilisation. In practice, sustained utilisation above 90 per cent and
falling confirmation rates are regarded as early warning signs. These values should be measured
periodically per supplier and item.

When is a supplier capacity-critical?

Typically critical are single sources and suppliers with long lead times, high utilisation and little spare
capacity, especially for strategic or bottleneck goods according to the Kraljic matrix. Dependent
upstream suppliers with bottlenecks can also effectively make a supplier capacity-critical. The
classification should be updated regularly.
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How is capacity risk related to safety stock?

Higher capacity risks generally justify higher safety stock to cushion supply peaks. A dynamic safety
stock adjusts the buffer size to the current supply risk and avoids unnecessary capital lock-up risk. For
slow-moving items, a slow-mover analysis should prevent oversized stock.

Which contractual clauses protect against capacity risks?

Proven in practice are volume flexibility clauses, capacity reservations, defined order confirmation
deadlines as well as provisions for changes, for example via a change order clause. Documenting
contract changes as an amendment in the contract repository is also important. The specific design
should always be reviewed legally on a case-by-case basis.
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