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Abstract

The high logistics cost and the lack of conceptual awareness of logistics cost management are im-
portant bottlenecks restricting the development of China’s express delivery industry, and the oper-
ation costing method is considered to be a cost calculation method that can effectively solve this
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problem. This paper takes the financial data of a certain period of logistics company A as an example
to analyze the application of activity costing method in the modern logistics industry. On this basis,
suggestions for improvement in the application of activity costing are put forward, including strength-
ening the collection and management of basic data, reasonably selecting cost drivers, and paying
attention to staff training and communication, so as to improve the application effectiveness of ac-
tivity costing.
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1. 53|

B HLE RN 1 R 8, P E R S AT T A R B YRR B G K, RN A B
BE Yo R HB A . 2020 4, EPE TS RN BT 8795.4 42T, 2019 fEAfTk 5%
WS 17.3%; 2021 AR P ATk S5O Rt 10,332 1270, ALK 17.5%. 2022 4R 41T
Al SN Bt 10,566 127G, [AIELHE K 2.27% [1]. 4id ZEPGE KR, REANOE MBS k5535 ik
(R T , SRR AR R R (D BhHESS o SR T R B PO AT W AR TR T VR R AR G AR I, 3
U KA S TR A RS e, B2 0 5 Ve S I TR B S B R RS (5 RE N S . ALk
AV GERE 56 A IRANX — A A2, A7 i e A% B OA (R A P BT, AN S 4548 B AR A 2
RGLEAT PSR INF T A R e, BEREAT STk i AR S 77
2. XA

PENV AL DL “ AT AR, ARMPIHFERTIR " vt 5 A, #e SO “ B Tissh i A s,
NG NAE M A o AT [2] o Al AR AR P2 08 A i R R S PR RE B, Tl 7 A AR R A i R B
s B AR R AR TR [3] o FEARTE B 7 A K 7 i A P A R P A A 1D A AR Al FL R AR AR B A
AR L [4], SRS AR 25 A AR S I BB 70 BE[5], e Ja FEER AR il F0) EL R A T 3 H e 4 7 il A A2
FERRUA o ARV BRUAE 0 58 A UAVE I ik, DL BRI, A Aol g O T SRR I B LA A Ak 2
B E6].

—HLK, BEEREDRPGETIE R, KT R A A B e 2 . E N4k
X AR AVELE DA T S TR ETR N, R 2 B e

[ 41 Gilmore (2002) [713t 3Rt A VAR M T 350k, Y CNMITER B KRR, Aehs i (i e e 2
BIEF N E . 22 B B2 P22 (2010) A A (DR AN LA b, DABE— A R, X B b 14648
FRASEFENY S AVEAE FH AN R SE R, B U0 AR ML SOATE AR Bl AR 58 AR 34 (8]

B, 2010 4, FRPAKEFRATIONE], O/ AR R R, 455 5 i 3 E AT L3
L8 B A& S A ML ARV T 75 L2541 [9] - 2012 4F, HEL. KRR % SR TR E MR A 2 %5
FEAE R Ie) 8 ) A b, 52 AEPIRAT MV S FE AR M SOA AL SR AR I TV [10] o 9% TRV ARV AE [ Rt
WIRATI IR A, HT™ L SRARAREESE H 1 2 T B AN E B I AR L i (activity-based costing, ABC),
RFFLLE FOAMME R A [11] . SRR HRET G T AR GIROF M A &R, S T S & L sAIEfE
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18 118 75 (economic value added, EVA) FHE R BA AL [12] . 18] AEAE L AT 54T 55 AR S5
R T D RAZ I M-A BERIAESE[13]. E@FERGK IR ME T 45 A P 18] 5 7 AL )
TSR T-A B, AR SAS, $EmRlES B TR [14]. 2021 5, Bt DA IS 2 Al
F, ELHA R T AR AR ML AT A B AR M AR T P A S TR B I SRR, R R T G
ZE M T[15]

O VT 2 W F0 8 A MW AR S SR L 7 TR 7 K& a8 TR, (B2 H arREA o 70547
E—SRE, WA RAEIE . RN BENEEIE. ST 0, A Je R A VL 7R P 4
M A S b BRI AT AT, ARG CL A WA W] — e AR S s e, b T AR AR
TEIARAT I R I8 B B0 FEAE L IEA b3 R B as Ak A5 B AR b BA R R R I SadE s, DASR:
fE VMY AR T () 87 FH R

3. fEM R AEEMAR R ITI N A EKTENR
3.1. hEYRTI R BRIR ST

14000 50.00%
12074 45.00%
12000 43.50%
40.009
10332 10566.7 %
10000 35.00%
8795.4
30.00%
8000 7497.8
24.70% .2 o 25.00%
S 60384 4.20%
6000 1.80%
4957.1 20.00%
3974.4 7.30% 7.50%
4000 : 4,269 15-00%
10.00%
2000
5.00%
b
0 0.00%
20164F 20174F 20184 20194 20204 20214 20224 20234
OB (26 [ EL RS (%)

Figure 1. Growth of China’s express delivery business revenue

1. EBRE SWNBARIEKCE (B RIET CSMAR HiRE)

B R E LT AN R D, BN ERAE R AR, EARRETSERITGE R, [FR A
KBURFrE: /7, WIEEREE R Ees2 E R &, PR AR K B . B 2016 ELCk, FRIEHR
HRHER KR 100 1040 7 47, I LR — B A BRPUE L 55 5 58 — I A, RS IR R U K 1 5,
HHER, %, HEREERKET AR SA,

w1 R, AR IR I TC A 22 B AR UG FE IR AN G, PRI ML S A 5 AT R 1)
17.35% )38 . AP E X Gt m%idE, FRE 2021 PSS TS 10332 1278, R K 17.5%; [FRI4FE
Pk E 24t 1083 144, R 29.9%. EAR 2022 4EHRis 5 e NI -K 258 3 B sh Ik, (H Rk 5k
MNAARFRJFUKHE . 25 2023 45, PLighll SR NG K2 Cik B 14.26%, PUBW NI — ek, ANRZHK
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Figure 2. Market share of major companies in China’s express delivery industry

2. pERBITIEZEWHIHSBERFRLEIRERIET CSMAR BIRE)

2009 FIRIEFr CHEBLEY Mifi S PASK, 3R BR BRE LS 55 = 75 Bk foolb BT A @K
Kl 2 fiiR, 2020 4R55 =R Al T 5 A 39A 20.6%, BIAHEAE AL, BRGS0 E, B#E
FEAWI T, REmETT AR SUER, EARGEE N “Rp R L 57 5, IniREE eI g
A M ARSI BT A R, R PUE AT B AR (HEEE %R
Al R A, P Al A By D R BRASE B A Sk R R I, S BUS IR RS R R RS . R,
— B i v AL A R 1 A B A AR

HHT, LR AR, BREAE L RAE R & BT T QA . TAEYTRAT L,
UART A 25k > AV AZ T A B ADIR BRAS O T ARk 2 E ) E b 2 1] 2000 A RART, [ A PR A
N EEONMREL,  RE RIS AR e (AN, DR Py R Aol 5 [ AR M AT A L AR ZE B A
Jo Rl A P A BT (K 2 0 o

A, FRIE 2 Heid ik b i AT 577 3Q0 (B R AR GERIAZ T30, M SR TT A mAE T 1 5 5
A, AR S A 73 BT UL —, oA s B R B AR R AR R, HLs R S A
WA HER, AFT B R AT I R FTEL, AT LA A R Aol A Fe Ry s (K AR T S A
R, MAEME BRASIE RENS 56 4o R ATH L ER IR O 75 22, OO LR I R SRAT W3R B 038

3.2. BREMWREDRE R AEIRFER e
2020 4F, A E P AT L S U St 8795.4 427G, TR EEIEK: 17.3%; 2021 FEFE P 447\ k 5%
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WA R 10,332 1275, ALK 17.5%. 2022 i 4ol 55U R it 10,566 12 7t[1] (BA - HdE ks
T CSMAR ##i %) tHUL EdE T LA, FRE P Ppim v 2 P 7l R it B, ARt s A i i
N R FRLE . R R EER R . AR AT AR AR 1 ) R

(1) FOAE B RESS . BAE B H M RAR: V2 Ui Aot -T B4R B 0 S MR 2,
= R EAE SN ITE. SHEEEE RS KA 5 A RIRTE, 102 T A
M EM . HRZERESACRAES “— 1017 7 X ERRA, SEGHE I RA IR B IER
VI o

(2) WARZERRMEA G —: ASFEIPREEDDT AN 2 7] BRA AL HARMEAFEZ 5, 2 AT G — HIAZ S
Yo IXFPANG— FEOME AT R AR EL AN AT, 52 T ROAR T i B RCR

(3) PN ERMLAI A A . SR = X P I S AR A AR PR A+ Al P S R = A 20K P A % | R 8
B, SEORARTIR ™ EH, S8 MERHE, FEOTENMRIEEEIEE S IEAE, = F%
DAE B RGASRE, SRS ERUENY, S0 T RO ) S A fff 1 o
4. Ve RRASEAE A TR A 53R
4.1. A RRIEAEBIR

1. A A fEifr

A AFT A ERIERE T ARA ST L, 2 m WL R A B AR R s s
%o F) 1996 )5, b E NP R BN RE KR, ERPusilSETg ErE R Enal),
A AEIFFETEE NI RIS S . S L THERRE, A AR CEER—E M, EENYRTS -
BABSRITES 1. WAFPIFRRE K, A A7 HETRBE TR A E MR P+ 2 RS, EE AR
1Pl SHEAEA B . AN, A ARIEBREUVEFEE BT TR SR PR G2 E T B L, R KRR
PRAE Al R 2238 1) R TG DA S A AR A/ 350 P 358 i e 8 2 1 B 208 SRS

2. A A AR BREIR

A AR SAM R EAREEmE . S, EESR. PLHM. Ras@gy . MERH
o FAR MR RS A,  TE AR AR TR, 8 R A AT 1 S G T TR
EA AR SRS, H 2 E bR it 2 — g 28, B CATE A — 0 0k e ad F2 v o T A A%
R U SN T o2 i L]

T A AFNEF RS RE R RATT HVE, FERARE AR S E AT P AR R A E A
FRAS o AH 2 AV )= SR BRI, ARARTCIE BAR DX AN = S (R BOAR 177 06 ZEE AR AR 7= it A 7= B 1 S s
VRTHAE AT BRI, TIAREI A I R AR R b, AN A 2 AR BRAN S R AT IR

4.2. A BRI S5 534

W5 1 A A ] 2018~2020 4 2 Hs DUSAH LA SR IS 0L, ikt A A RIE = 4RI R T A%
PEHEAT AR 7347 2

M1 TATAT G H AU E R, A 4k AE 2018 44 2020 4R 1A, 2w BNV 2B H,
EARREH, Ak BB A B S IEAS . B AR S Ko BT B b, Lzt i A
WP RO, AT AE A AV A B — e .

1 ANV AT 575 353 Ja T 08 ) R R A

BENZHEWR AR R, A A FHER RS W AF 7%, BT AR A RS A,
EBAFAERZ S GE R A HER FEATRCRAR S ML, ok e B SR A i AE B B R A /e, DRIt Te
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Table 1. Analysis of Company A’s financial statements
= 1 A REIMESIRERD

R E 2020 4 2019 4 2018 4F:

F AT YK (%) AT K5 (%) AT
(1) BN 15,398,687 37.25% 11,219,340 23.37% 7,127,263
El s A 12,881,003 39.03% 9,264,962 24.13% 5,690,510
Tt <5 B Bt Jim 37,897 35.53% 27,962 25.78% 20,086
HENH 225,238 12.79% 199,689 9.37% 138,709
EHEH 1,159,976 19.59% 969,927 15.27% 675,095
R 2 H 174,156 45.95% 119,328 21.23% 64,893
T 45 2 H 85,255 24.83% 68,299 138.45% 25,904
EPE PR R 3506 -80.37% 17,862 830.91% 7153
(2) EAE 1,013,550 36.81% 740,861 27.33% 646,140
bne EEAMRA 22,923 7.62% 21,300 43.87% 12,797
W AN H 32,607 66.96% 19,530 98.03% 7593
(3) Fife A 1,003,866 35.18% 742,631 26.56% 651,345
W PR A 310,662 72.44% 180,152 28.37% 175,815
(4) HFiE 693,203 23.24% 562,479 25.99% 475,529

IRPEH BAT B AL I

2. SR L HIBRIA

TR Al A% e 55 LH R G AL AR 75 70 2w P ab M B, B AT BESL, SRS T ) T B 55 N
M A A FEE PN SRS A, B 555 AR IR % ek, JFRARTE 2 7R FEBT B i AN IA]
B TN B AT MR IR S5 T A P 42

3. ZE B YE MR A IEAT

A N FEHEAT L AR R SE AL B AN U T T AT S R A, B T B T B e A AR 55 o A
BVET BV P B AG AR RIRAR Y, TAR S7 R I 28 B 75 ARV BN KRB A AL 2 5 B I8 far e
DA G TR BUE . BTEL, N TIEE A ARIBSLRAE RS, LUETHem A ml ik 5 iR s/ 2R
AR EANL T -

4.3. A DTRIFEN R A ER R 94

A R FEIRSERAT WAEA 2GR, EE N B BB AR TR EE M. A ORI A A FHE
B 7p o3 F 2B AR A, i A F RIS AR AN .

F—b, BB A R S SRR Rk, IR EE 2 ML IE AR A
B, ERE BRI, BLA ML SRR RONIRYE, TR A ki E R LR N AME
Ara[2], W0 2 s

B, WA SRR AR R . Bz AR E N AT AR S TR IR SR, IR T RIL A,
OO E . R BRI, ikt B LRI IH RSN R E . Ik 3,

=P, Wk 4, iR BB PITRIEL K SRS AL, I DL AR R AR SRR 23 BN
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FIFE At e ARIEZ A A R E RS AR B AR IR T, $R3N &AL A S i 2 (5], B AR 1) B2 5 50
.

Table 2. Job center summary

=2 fRlrCRE

PEMb L Py PREFIE SRS PRAFE K IZ iR s G ERet
T LRI RRRAER] 23 IS5 ERAT AL PR %

el PDA H Hh e iz H DR JSSDES P LB Ty 3 RIFIRIE
PRAFAH AR ISEENE o4 PRZE TR Bl g

e AL Ak P iz U H

Table 3. Summary of resource consumption

3. FRHFLEE

WHFH PH (D)
HR T35 3,268,374 Lo 2 DU IR LARF) &
HHH 1,387,584 TARF . B IHOK R K LAl A A 9
WHRUEB R 83,458 e NN SR & S
Aottt 92,000 EALES. GRS
S 7 1,939,824 WA ZE A 9 Sk s 5
PriH 121,844 FINLAR I S LR ATIH 2
At 6,893,084
Table 4. Resource drivers table
4. BmEMER
BHRFE TR H RS
H T35 TAERS K ()
& 5 AT AR
B YEfs B YE1B TS
it CAETHAR
bR i bt fi R
PrIA 2 HLES LAERK

Une 5, AR i AL S R PR A ARORE 7 A PR 25 BRI AR S BB B, FE AR O
VAR AR B R TH AE R LB IR B R MRS ) 73 2 %Al
B, KBRIR BRIt o AR Alb A 2278 TR rh I S 2% B R T AR R DL K 23 ) B E
e/ bl | PN P O w7 | STy TR S 12 S RN SY<i7h 7781175 1 s BN A0 S W B2 K (BN I8 % S P A i e vi ST
FIRMECR = 77 sh BHERE SR H ST 5E ) 53 IR B PR
FAR AL R EE = 2P ORISR * MR R. RIED I E I,
B B SR AR O [ B T B AN 22 6 T :
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Table 5. Resource driver consumption table of each operation center

F 5. BRI L FREEIEFER

PRk A T RATHE fBETH [ipA PR ES P TAER K

WIREN A (GNi5)) (N) (GNi) (CFITK) (AH) (GNi)

AR GEE 11,806 76 314 498 12974.9 850

GRS 9276 78 472 308 19643.78 1026

USERAEA 18,550 94 534 652 0 2486

Pefrdt ik 13,492 82 440 268 15188.32 1214

b e 16,864 116 882 0 55718.86 5142

VNGRS el] 14,334 104 504 0 37354.74 2138
it 84,322 550 3146 1726 122773.68 12,856

Table 6. Resource consumption allocation table

6. FRHFENER

T3 3 EHRH W& AEE T At
Pl S 38.76 2522.88 26.53
AR GEE 457608.02 191738.88 8329.88 657676.78
GRS 359543.62 196784.64 12521.36 568849.62
PRAT 73 5 719009.72 237150.72 14166.1 970326.54
Pefrdt ik 522958.44 206876.16 11672.44 741507.04
18 % 2 653659.3 292654.08 23397.96 969711.34
Pt 555594.9 262379.52 13370.26 831344.68
it 3,268,374 1,387,584 83,458 4,739,416

HTF SR AL, AT AR B G ST TR H M B 2 = (3,268,376/84,322) * 11,806 = 457608.02
JG, WE 7, HAp AR E I E.

Table 7. Resource consumption allocation table (continued from the table above)

7. FRHEFESERGELR)

Rl &%t EiIEE At
SICE 53.30 15.80 9.48

PR 26544.62 183866.48 8055.96 218467.06
GRS 16417.14 221677.16 9724.02 247818.32
USERAEA 34753.18 0 23561.3 58314.48
Pefrdt ik 14285.06 215243.12 11505.82 241,034
Bk 0 789631.02 48733.8 838364.82
P 0 529406.22 20263.1 549669.32

&t 92,000 1,939,824 121,844 2,153,668
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FIoL, BES ML O RTEAE TR R, IRARIEVEL RRASERZ S St SR SR 2 B
IFUL R T BE U, HAR ST &AM R O B FE B R &, AR — s Lk 3 R VA SR
VRNV RRA 7 B RS [R5k bt . B35 8:

Table 8. Cost collection table of each operation center

8. &Rl LR AR

YAk H Ly PR G PRAFUL PRAE 5 35 Pt & 18 % 2 PAFF ik
TEME BRI PRAF A AR () PRAT LE B KR RS AR
U4 ZN 876173.84 816667.94 1028641.02 982541.04 1808076.16 1,381,014
BV B R & 420,000 2,880,000 1694 2,880,000 2,022,470 100

FNob ALY AR 7 BE AR AN R SRR BT S A S AR . BAZ AT TSR Al AR 23 e
FOIRAE , FERAFE AR ML A 73 531 4 3 BP0 b AN STAE AP SRR BT 8, SR e 20 Joll A B3 7 A T B £ o
PR o

TRV A BE A = AR A R R, i m] L3 45 2 Ak rh O R A DAAS TR B R b
R ENRIEEATRI G, Al S R A RS R (AT B A . I 9:

Table 9. Product costing table
=9 FRERATER

LITES SO
K S5t % ISR S BC &40 2y 5 %L S BC 40 it
PR Y 2.09 315,420 659227.8 104,580 218572.2 877,800
PRI 0.28 1,988,360 556740.8 891,640 249659.2 806,400
PR 45 607.23 1164 706815.72 530 321831.9 1028647.62
Pefbdt ik 0.34 1,988,360 676042.4 891,640 303157.6 979,200
b 0.89 1,314,606 1169999.34 707,864 629998.96 1799998.3
UNGEseu] 13810.14 82 1132431.48 18 248582.52 1,381,014
it 4901257.54 1971802.38 6873059.92

HRAR N OB, AR ELBE R A 3.05 78, TITEMELHARTE R, MR b A= i ok
R, FTL, PERHARTE ML A TE F i S45 H
PERKBRRE = EERA + WK RIS = 552 6/
SRR = FEERR + SCIFKITEE AR RS (R M = 5.26 T8/

PG THEIE R, IR I BB A N

Pk A = 3.05 + (6,893,084/1,988,360 + 891,640) = 5.4 Ju/H

XHEE LR P AR SE SR AT LRI, AR AL S, WA Bl S SO SR i 2 A A, I HoAT
DI 31 LB A A A R Gl DL OR SR AR IR, A T8 BB AE A h 22 8 S R o] BRAS 4%, {8
TR AL 2 ER DL & N R o 2938 AR GERATEIN,  Abolb A7 R 25 Ao o (4 A AN BE A5 A1 LAl
AE AT 0 28R 7 B RAR T REAE RAS I A T HE B
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5 GRSEN
5.1. &g

EREFrIR, RTUAE L ARk AR AR A B A RS G AR BB AT %

(1) ARk eAE AT BLEE i st 2 ARk At BUADE A AL R 70 o A M BAS I FT AT I A
AP R RE A RE— AP0 SRR TR, e R T W A T A2 ELWL AR R

(2) AFb AL RT LA I A Wb T SO RA, AL S o BC S I B AR B AT DO 7 A e
FEF I PR AT A%, WAL G BRI SUhRIE, WD PRATE 03 TAE SR i TARRCR M5 00 T RE fRfr
TARR R e AR 53]

(3) ARk SAE AR T B 5 A0 TTHA ST o AL GERI AR 22 R “— 1007 K ARk Sy Bl eAs, e
EEARS BRI 2R B o AR AR TR RE A 7 i A 1 R R 2 (4 B 2 S 21 451l
O, AHT B AR T

5.2. @i

NP AR ML AR AE Dt A b e AS 7 B o g L ROR i PRz 4 ol AT USRI BT i i R AL Ak
JAE

L nsEFE AR RN AT A S B AR, TR H AR A B S E N AR R M K T B
PERCAS, Wi IH . 4ed B A AR B RO BRPE AR, e BAR B s, Bl e IR g i
PAIE R HAE A i, 9D AN L BRI S

2. KRR TR SERE A A s SR RAL BSASE XS ML D A BEAT RS AL 2, R A 7y
P2 B R L& Sl b, 3R AN E BERS IR . B TARML AN IR, vt ad FH il ) A B B R
AH 3 5451 A 6 I A S 3 ) O ) N 2R

3. fifbizhmis e ikl @SB O E RS WS NEHIYITIEE RS, SLITH A skt
BB AR, B N T BRRA ST RAS . st e, b iR, femich
B, MWK A . B AN RN M EE RS, W RHAHER. &7 28 5L,
FEAR B ik A

VN G| PO i = 2 R 7/ 5 N 1 £ | A0 i L i A N S =R o R 4
AVE IR0 58 T 52 TR ING BN, B 03 T oA B MISE B ) T A AN AR A

5. SETE N ERALA] LR A R AR AR AL, O R TR AN BAE AT . it
MRS RE, BT RSB AVEARTIEYE, DU N T2 .

SR, R DL R RS, FRE RISV A A PR DA B — e R G, ATt
AN 584 770 T DRI AR AL L A AR AT BA B, R 2 45 Aol B AR E DURA
Wroe s, IXREARENS B IE AR B BT I HOAE

SE 3K
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