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Abstract

Under the background of low-carbon economic development, new energy vehicles have been de-
veloping rapidly with their advantages of energy saving and emission reduction. BYD Company is a
typical representative of China’s new-energy vehicle industry, so it is deeply studied. This paper
uses the financial analysis method of Harvard framework, after analyzing the company’s strategy,
accounting, financial status and prospects, it can be found that the main problems of the company
are: imperfect marketing mode, overseas market share needs to be improved, and brand influence
needs to be strengthened. The turnover rate of inventory is not high, the amount of accounts re-
ceivable is large, and there is a certain financial risk. Based on the above analysis, the paper puts
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forward corresponding improvement suggestions for BYD'’s future development.
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TEARBRG R R RIS 50 R AR RV 2 DLL T AR HE RO A A A3 8 7 IR R, LB I 2™ £
RS e DL 24 BT A BR AT VR IR A e, T AR 2R 2 O [ B VR R P R s SR . K
Bt T 46 ISR T B IR A R R S e . R, BURFMIAE 6 3 S2AT T X S5 A B S RS U 42
HEAT AN IR BB, TGRS T 3 S 2 P M o R 2 o Tl 2 397 R 2 AL ) L2 ol
TAEARKARRE I T 7 BV AR R A AR 50, T DA, % LI 3k 24 ) R AT 45 437 2 ol B
VS P I P E 2 (0 I 45 5307 73 T 7 A 50 55 43T 72 0 JR L 44604 25 54 0 AR U 55 B AR 45 4
ot il SR 1 R A ST T TN, R AL AR RO L, 4 ih TR RS R L, 9 LR T
BHLIRIR ZE Rl 1 R AR G T %

2. HRGRIR

WS R AEZE (P 7 B AR T B Ah o IR ORS2 1) — 44 %73 Palepu, Healy, Bernard (2004) G5 [ IG
W HTAESE, XA TR IS 0T, BaRIE b 2o brs W55 sl oyl el & 78—,
YT EBEEMSER T RN S RG, DA A 7 200 A w48 g5 RBEAT 4 SR PR A
Steven Isberg 5 Dennis Pitta (2018)BF TR, &M RS I FHESE F ZEFEIYAN T — 2 XS B IRt
Fo, RIS, =S, DU AR R TT . B2 ARG I 55 5 HriESE, ia i HELL
FIEIHT S AE T SEHL T 8 B & e AT, B o Hrie 2R ES K RE mi BE, DRt £ b AR DS 1)
CHEER T R[1]. Higgins (2018)i# ik ¥ 15 73 B HEZE 5 4L Gl 55 73 M P& HEAT LU, KI5 fe A%
SR 55 43 v e B R e — R, BRI TR o S Ak AT AE SR A AT B I B e ok B 22 R,
ANV RAME B BE A E[2]. Yuxi Shi, A1 Shina Gao (2020)2 A LA [H 58 s A AR E HE R A, R
FARG @ 3 AT AESE, I 2 v o0 B R AR AT AE R A /] M 5 40, T 45 G il i th AR #X[3]. Nadine
Gatzert I Dinah Heidinger (2020)I\Jy, NORHEfiRE ) 50 554k & A AT 7 Nk T A, FRA N Hd
S B S B SN 2 [4]. Robert (2020)45 HAE MV R IEFE S, VI 5550 A AN e A 25 1&
ER % Le o pr, SRR BIMREAET SRR, CHRER R RE GG T, A= k17
W0t 453 B kAl ) o R R S B AT B X [5]. T (2007 K e b A T HEZE B ik 5L NBIE Y, 45 & E )
SEBRIEHL,  VEANR R 1A AT AE SR O SE AR, R O F B B B 6], BRIIEQR017)AF LN A
WE B 73 BT RE SR T LUK A W] 00 25 4 25 20476 280 20 i, AN AE PR AR BB R S 0 553 A T VR T A7 ALE
PRI, MITIRTEA R 5 E B ), WA RIMTEGsE Sy, HES) AR PR (7], IRTN A2
B QOI)FI G AT HELE, MPUANT5 TR 3 B AR FiAk T ge A w], $RH BT EAER o), JFigh—Lt
EEACH AL, Hehn: ool EPC & RS (8]. mAEHR(2019) AL N FEXT B, 45 & Re IRV 4EAT
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A 5, AT T BB RAR S S5 R R A R, MRS R & 5 T BB AEEAT 1 0 b, REns Bl
HrESE F BIHT REIRVR ZEATL[O]. A A FEMEM (201945, HETm Mo rES G A2, EilidmHE
PRI E R, BAESIY S5 LR R SO R S IEM S SR 2w 5 Ik &, HEE
B 5 PUE R RSB BRI PLSE 38 [10]. 1 5 (2020) 45 13 Bk AT HESE B A R R JEER G RE ST, R T
G 55 73 Hont 8w R FERE AT PPA B JR PR 117 SKAKPE(2020) A9 55 70 Hroxt 7o M ol BUIR L 48 Rk
ZoELSS . FRI kg H AR EERER, RS R R AIRTIR[12]. TKAE(2020)i8 HING B2 HE
Zeie, DLH NLEREAF AN R, RIZHEG A, AEREE. b, WA uAS 75 T
XA FEATIETC, HEX AR R R &, FF TR RS EAS M AU 13]. R1E(2021)5F ¥
FINN, BV, P 1 — 2 AN 23 AR AT W 55 70 A i s b s 7 AT HEZR B8 (328 IR AN 7857
IAFHEVE Z 22 o LEUNRHAT M AR AN A BRIV 55 204 (R OQE I 2, 200 1 I M o ST HEZR M 25 S PR AR
DRI b3 75 L JE TR 2 AL A AR SR SO [ 14]. EAN(2022) 45 M M AESE B B BAR Sl b, R0 S5 92 A
gih, VRN TR IR N AR 15].

3. RBSITERMSHE
3.1. MRS HTHESRAIE S

WS PRIV S5 A AT HESE, B, A RIFANIESE =00 35 A A s, AN, M5 i AR
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VOREZRIF AR PMAEAER), EATMEEN, REE&.

3.2. BREBSHERNAR

3.2.1. EREESYHRT

W il 73 AT HE 2R LIS 20 A o4 MR R Rl PR Ames JE T 04T, REAE X 28 m) R S M BRI A B A — A
THMTEIGR, IWIOSHESR I S T 5 55 e R S Fr . Bedh, I B i, SR RERE XS Ak 2 AT i
o8 AR REAT T, X Al AR OR IR 2278 BT S AT S T vty AT il AR OR R JR Al 5 2 [ T
Mo R ICHIEE T2 SWOT 73518, Xz AV i A FRAC ANk sl BEAT 20 M7, W 1 i lb o T 1 )
RS AL, 20 A AT B g e A Je 2% A

3.22. &ita

ST AL AESREE A b, SUREIRS, WS b R PL e vk A B S TR SR AR, G ) B
T AV = A B TR R 2 VAl THEEAT b, BRSNS AL () S TR AT R . 8 SO B TR
HIAT MG, S8 n] DUSE NI 2 i 25 B E R L.

3.2.3. Mo

PR 28T, BN T TR B S, EM SRR ERAE R, MIHEATIV %S 34T,
Xof A Ml 1) 5 T 55 5 EAT A0 AT DT T AR LI S5 IR RN 2278 i e o R, BT AN SR R 106 08 45 040 11
AL, MR TSmO TN R BB . b sbr. Timse 8%, ARERMNER K.
[FIES, 0TI 55 o At S IR S i I L, B AT QSO R AN A TH 4047
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4. MEEZR THILL I E % o
4.1. EEIEEER

P s R T — UL EFE =, & —KURHO AR DR a1, 718 AR AE B 47
ATERIA . s A R0 R R, HRTOEH A S HE Y T = RE TIEKX, 2
TERR T 78 5575 KNSR AG J5, 2 [ P9 A0k FO BT e R B G . HAT, Hhild A= EZEMNFEE T
B WREIR . PUEASESATIE, XTI R T —E MRS, Hl A 5 0k JCREE . k2]
AT, o ae i B g AT i B HEBUR T %

WE 1R, B THREEVR AN, Lo in AR [ L 5538 9 K BIPR 2R KA S E ity TR B 20285
DL IR e LA D0 5% . 7E 2022 4F, HIlA FIEURNR 4240.6 1470, H, KRS
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Figure 1. BYD’s three businesses account for a proportion of total revenue
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B, HBIRRERAT MR R R, HIETIY LR, BT R H R T AR
AN, T T REVRZE 1 B AR AR, BT DM AT SE R LUK, IR E, BT REIRVR A SRR B A
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4.2.3. EiEAYHLIE

H—, EFRBORKISCR, RIEE K. BUN S EERR AR ENIRIE, AWHle 7 T ahT
WREIRVR R B I BB, NHTREIRVRZE P R it T RPN R A5 .

B, PSS A, WREERETRERN. AR EHRSR, BREAIGRE, AT
HTREIRVR 2R 1 75 SRS 3

B, M S TR REER AT AR B . AR AN AT A BRI, A S5 R T 4 U DA
VIR BERRE . BEAE AR AT L, AT T8 B AR 4 1 D SE AR EE A T 5

4.2.4. HEIGHELHH

B ARPTRER, FTREIRAE I ST AR R BB ROIE R A A, S Al R T Rp sk
RIERIR T — B . IR A R EHEARN, BACMSRAEZER T e, NineHam A
IEHIBE .

S5, PO R BRIV AR T R S TN AR S R SE S R T R R EOSRN TRTRE IR AT
HRRE, S KITE RIS S BN BB GV AP Wt A, A b 4y 2y 3 22 [ A T 370

= B STT AR T REIRTAEAT M AR D R BSR4 B D0 B ISR A BB AR Pk
A, WA R AR RE S, BT T R R BB, R IR R R

M H AT ECIE I 2 7] R RS OURE ,  LEl R — K LR BT REON E A F], BRI E Dk
JeioR, Wit B ORI LB T R, E OGS IRB R R R RIE. R REA S HE
WHERIIES, FFETTRFT IR TAE, #E— PR KRS FRAT IR ZERR, (Rl SURE AR . 72 HOR BT
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4.3. tETELH

4.3.1. EEH~=5HR

1) [ 5 7= i 2= TR i

Wi 1 BRI 2y =) f o 0 P AR W an A HEA T TR, AR B NS A KB R
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Table 1. BYD fixed assets depreciation of all types
= 1. eI EE 55 & 25 H

el PriIAJ7 i SIEE BRAE# EPTIA R
55 SR SR CHRS OIS 10~70 4 5% 1.4%~9.5%
Bl de IR E 5~10 4 5% 9.5%~19%
B SRRk 54 5% 19%
INABLE GRS OR 54 5% 19%

2) [ B K2 vk B

Table 2. BYD’s fixed assets statement from 2018 to 2022
2 2. teiid 2018~2022 EEE R~ B R R

T H 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Ii5] 5 27 JEAH 77,562.36 89,602.43 100,703.33 112,461.64 194,034.65
RitdrIA 33,273.99 39,549.92 45,541.61 51,120.86 62,034.95
IE] 7 % 7 kL v 609.75 609.15 577.11 119.42 119.33
IE] 5 %5 7 K T 43,678.62 49,443 .36 54,584.61 61,221.36 131,880.37
i STt

Wz 2 fin, 2018~2022 FJHIA], [E5E 57~ AR BTN Rl & 1E 2021 44 2022 4 (A,
AFIEE R BRI R, RN ERE ERREFFIRHE T, AFNSWE, 8T E s
AL, A BRTE 2022 UGB AP RMA S, EEAEPHRITASY, TEMAHIE %,
ARG IR, 2020~2021 AR € 53 7~ G KA BRI, XM Ryl X JUE R, JHRE b
HOMEE M. ZHUARXAZ B E R, —HHeERRNER TREHEEmY O, 5—7rm
VISPt = S (SN ) e s B W bl A Wl ol 5 B X (AP Sl w52 S = )| 8 G-/ DG T D i =4
FRECEOTE, REREARE A 7 A Fe I 2 I R R [ i 98 7 R A5 A, ELREAE R IR ST IH 5 R A ] e 5
IAEES, TFEEEMEE I,

43.2. BESH

1) RIS TBUE i

PO [ A7 B ELFE SR R, TR PEAE R b AR S . IR IR T WA T R, BFER
VRCAS N T AR CA R HoAth A . FER =itk H, DUSRA S AT AR I3 E K bR, A7 B 3 ein
S HAh N i s e -

2) fEIRHI TR T

ez 3 fion, AT DAE B3 A = A7 SR BIE AN BT G . ReB 2 7E 2021~2022 SEHAE], FEAF R
B KRERR, XEFNZEREFERIIEM, EAZFEHIKEIER, BEE A MR E 6
Mg, L ERMRENERBEZ BT, Bk, WOEREE S WEFEAREHE TN TR,
ML A J A IR S R A A E T EM . 2019 5 2022 £, HLWlFREERE LTER, Kk
B LR LG 3l (R AE SRR BN AN BT, IR R A RIARYE SE bR i S B B RO AT A 7=, RIF -4 T4,
PEAE B AR AE A BEVE N o 2018~2022 A7 BT RN 11 25 (I BRIt RR S I, 150 9 L ek 2 =) A 7EAR
PAF DL LRGSR BN HE A, R STBURN .. M ER S Hrar DR, L A 7 A7 5215 LR
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Table 3. BYD’s inventory statement from 2018 to 2022
3. tEid 2018~2022 EFHIERE

T H 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
17 B RE 26,857.48 2,602,301 3,213,194 4,450,947 8,049,335
AF DR HE & 52,713 45,146 73,558 115,468 138,615
e Rl 13.5% 13.1% 15.62% 14.66% 16.02%
R 2R 4.14 3.28 3.64 424 4.87
Bfi: St

4.4. ELIVEN S 34T

FEXS Bt 2 R BEAT S0 05 BN T Ak v 2 5 A B DU AR, 20 Bt e £ 141 2018~2022
TR SSIREL, IS FEAT I AR A A EEEL. i T AR GRE . BAIRET) . EiZRE M
RFEREST, T E 2> FIAE R R R A AE BRI AIAS 2 2 Ak, JF AR it — 28 Rl

4.4.1. BERENSH
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Figure 2. Change of BYD’s solvency index from 2018 to 2022
& 2. LEIid 2018~2022 £ MRAE IHEFREE 1L

il 2 s, BRE R B bR S R R 2 KT 1, (BA7E 2020 4, EGEIE 2 & (B ER
mT 1, XTGBT 2, R ARSI S B TR R R S . KR
RERERCM, RETTHAUAE T ZERRAE, REMERIE TR M7 SR BN, (H27E 2022 4,
P 23 ) R Bl H Z R B LR A B S AR B ARAE, X2 D 2022 4F Ll 5 kAR =k 42, % Y
THREIRVRZE, R LE Wi 20 = 300 7 8 R IR AR AR P A DG A P R AL AR B 4, T~ 29 5K AT T K
REEIMER. WERE R FTES, /LA LR BRI R PR R R A A B SR EUR 85 1 77 2ok 4
TS E R, EENERRE S, HRIEUFEAFR CERINBIX— 8, A 2 RIOK R

W 4 fon, @5 FRL KRR GHEMR LR, vTLVEH, s bR sl R AR,
S BT 2 = ) B I A R 5, R B B R Bl 5 PRI B 5 55 I R S EE . BT A = Y
BE AU LR AR I TUAE SR — B ARG I, T B AT # L S, 2018~2020 fEAHX AR E, (HAE 2022 Rl
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Table 4. Comparative analysis table of BYD’s solvency indicators from 2018 to 2022
4. LEIIE 2018~2022 FEREESHRARATEE TR

T 45 Febm Xif LA ) 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
A&l 0.99 0.99 1.05 0.97 0.72
i) gk Kb 1.21 1.25 1.22 1.13 1.12
A 1.09 1.10 1.11 1.13 1.07
A&l 0.11 0.14 0.43 0.39 0.42
Meima Kb 0.36 0.26 0.06 0.37 0.13
A 0.02 0.10 0.07 0.05 0.02
=AUl 0.76 0.75 0.75 0.72 0.49
WA K 1.13 1.14 1.13 0.99 0.89
R 0.95 0.99 0.97 1.02 0.91
=AUl 68.81% 68% 67.94% 64.76% 75.42%
TR K I 52.87% 51.9% 62.77% 64.58% 64.82%
stat 63.63% 64.58% 66.28% 64.14% 66.03%

4.4.2. BRI
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Figure 3. Changes of BYD’s profitability indicators from 2018 to 2022
3. bEIiE 2018~2022 B FIREHIRIFEL

WK 3 FroR, AT RLAIE Bl A FE 2018~2022 4F 2 [A1IX PU IR & Al br R F D AR Shfa s, ¥TE
2018~2020 FHc [ 5T, FETE 2019 SRR S, 7F 2020~2022 FE 2% 57+, HAE 2021 R EME A
15 2019 4F, REAHR e (A 52 2 Al 23 DL J HoAth— S8 R [R], A7 SR Br R R 32 8 7 sem, [FR, E K
LT P HE AN, RETKEATIR R, BRIbZ A, [ ST B BEVR T4 I MU b v - B
VT T BUR R BT RV AMI, 25 BVl A Wik T AR Jy . 2021 4 W Ae IR ) it bR
RN IS ER T, AR T A THEEARCR IR, B EAEM A RIE TR JCH 2T R M2, 23
I R A GRS . AR EE R A, ST RESEE, NMINRER
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e 5 PR, SHRPIRSFEFREIEFAL, KT RIBIE, T RRER. ERE
3 R 25 IR R AE 2021 4F~2022 45 (K138 i BE 32 e+ At Py 5 Al XA 3 Pl 3t 28 =] 1 8 Jeg A
W, H 2022 SEAF A PRI A, TR TR REIING . R B R AN B U R R A BT ]
PO 3 (¥ % e i 2 IR R 1, BT R IR F A e

Table 5. Comparative analysis table of BYD’s profitability indicators from 2018 to 2022
5. LEIiE 2018~2022 & FIRE SdeARaf L TR

I 55 4 b A 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
EL 7t 16.40 16.29 19.38 13.02 17.04

B BRI (%) K 16.69 16.22 17.21 16.16 19.37
R 13.25 12.15 9.03 9.63 9.61

EAALl 2.73 1.66 3.84 1.84 4.18

HEFNE(%) Kbk 5.37 4.76 5.19 4.93 6.01
R 5.45 4.27 4.04 4.47 3.17
EL 7t 4.86 2.62 7.43 3.73 16.14

IR 3R (%) K Ik 10.27 8.45 9.58 11.26 12.66
FiR 15.67 10.53 8.02 9.19 5.84

EAAll 1.91 1.09 3.03 1.60 4.49

SIS (%) K, 472 4.03 4.02 4.08 4.58
FR 6.43 432 3.30 3.70 2.40

12.00
10.00

8.00

6.00 e AT T 3K 2 3R
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B R
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Figure 4. Changes of BYD’s operational capability index from 2018 to 2022
4. LEIIE 2018~2022 EEBREIRIFEL

nlel 4 P, B3 R ROSONRJE B2 A 2018 #£~2022 SFRFSE BT LUIEIH 20 =] 53109 o5 BUE 2 1
WA, RECT IR 2, HECIEd i R 7 BN AN S SN, T L g T LR
FERAIATROT 2, AL R A . (B E 2019 ke, AR R ARSI RSO BB, ATk
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IR 18 5, KRS > 1 Al R SO SR JCHAE 2021 42 /0 2022 4F & 7% L E BB, 2N 2021
SRR 2022 AR RETR SRS AR TE, R T AR AR AT 2R o Ll I () A T R R R R e R
fh ERE BT, RO AE SR 7 0 FRL T, 2019 4E R BRI SR R A2 35S 5 S R T IR Y
ZUFMIERKE, MR EHERE TR, SBUEARE, SERANRD. 2022 FR8 57 HHERE
T 1.07, —J5TH2 2022 FEAFHF A =R, B8 T Haedivi s, BUbA RS 5K 7 =g n T 4=
FREIRVR A LA 2%, (G BT = A N, 59— 7 T2 2022 R iR 8 e LA, s T e
N

Nz 6 pn, SKWGREM EIRERI ST SRR AL, LG R SISO R A A7 57 8 i e mAiC,  1X
i B B IV Jalt %) 2 WS 3 R A7 D BRAE R ZEAT M P b T 55 3505, R Db St 75 AN B 57 38 5% 92 SO Sk R A B
A BT 20 7E 2021~2022 AR H[A],  BEV I8 R 6 557 o) v T Ad I A4l F BRI 2021 4R AN
2022 LIl T REIRVR 4N & B, TIX 5 Tl A B 208 S B AT 48

Table 6. Comparative analysis table of BYD’s operational capability indicators from 2018 to 2022
= 6. LLIVIE 2018~2022 FEGBRESHERRIEL AR

I 55 H b A 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
=AUl 2.40 2.74 3.68 5.58 11.30

I IR K 3% ) e 2R (%) Kb 3.67 29.10 28.98 21.75 15.3
A 14.16 15.21 15.27 15.36 11.95

Al 4.14 3.28 3.64 4.24 4.87

TE 1 R ZR (1K) Kk 16.26 14.92 12.02 10.29 6.05
A 14.13 12.81 10.63 10.9 8.98

Al 0.70 0.66 0.79 0.87 1.07

SRR (R) KI5 0.89 0.86 0.77 0.83 0.76
R 1.20 1.03 0.84 0.85 0.78
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Figure 5. Changes of BYD’s growth ability indicators from 2018 to 2022
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Table 7. Comparative analysis table of BYD’s growth ability indicators from 2018 to 2022
= 7. LEIIE 2018~2022 FRKREIHERRXTEL AR

T 45 Febm AH] 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
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Table 8. Comparative analysis table of price-earnings ratio and market value of the same industry in 2022
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