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Abstract

In order to enhance the efficiency of commodity delivery and reduce cost fluctuations caused by
delivery uncertainties, a method for selecting cross-border e-commerce logistics grid points con-
sidering delivery uncertainties is proposed. Taking the minimization of construction cost, opera-
tional cost, and delivery delay penalty cost of logistics grid points as the objective function, and
based on constraints such as grid point delivery capacity and the number of grid points to be built,
a mathematical model for the selection of cross-border e-commerce logistics grid points with a dy-
namic delivery scheduling center is constructed. The improved particle swarm optimization algo-
rithm is utilized to solve the mathematical model, obtaining the optimal location of cross-border e-
commerce logistics grid points with the minimum total cost. Test results show that this method can
achieve reasonable location selection for cross-border e-commerce logistics grid points, with the
dynamic scheduling center and logistics grid points operating in coordination. The number and dis-
tribution of grid points adapt to fluctuations in delivery demand, and each grid point is capable of
handling daily delivery uncertainties, thereby enhancing the stability and efficiency of cross-border
e-commerce logistics delivery.
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Figure 1. Cross border e-commerce logistics grid structure considering customer
delivery uncertainty
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Figure 2. Flowchart of particle swarm optimization
algorithm

2. REFRBEERIZEE

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656 2050

e


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656

XU

4. SKBIsHRr
4.1. WA XESHHERIE

4.1.1. R X

DI T A E R = E(EE. M. DRI 5 g iR % . X =ANE% L
5 b [X 5358 P O BB N R I 173, 2023 4F = [ (5 555 L P A8 5 A i o AR e X ) 65% LA .
REMEEWTARESE . BHE. WEHE D%, WA HERT. WA, DRVEEAFEREE. . Bl

A
ST o

4.1.2. BUERIE

A S R HHE R T DL R LA 5T

1) ANV I S B R & R IR A AR R, SR T AN EA B L RIEN
ML E L R AN S B A

2) JisaT A IR TS & 2022~2023 SRR = E P ST B , GFERE HAT R B A6
i 355 Bsf 1) &5

3) A EEE: WNSE SR W0 E B R R T A E AR . AN O A5 R R
K5

4) 5 EAE RS T 7 SR RN E M R R, WS s . KA, Il B
T B R M 2R 0 A B4 -

4.2. FRSHGE

4.2.1. Eft8#HRE
FR PG X IR ) Se i i, W DL R S B £ 3.

Table 3. Parameter table of computing power model

F 3. BhORBESHE

SR BAESHHiR E~E| ] P JiRIA
{3k 5 FReA e 6 10 4> 8 A 124
E Ik €8 P 500 4~ 400 4 600 1~
PR S I B 50 Ji~80 Ji It 40 Ji~60 Ji It 50 Ji~70 Ji G
kS B PEAE A 5 Ju/fE - 4 5 o/ - 4 5 Ju/fE - 4
Ik A R A T R 4 - Hia ks 10 JC//N 10 Jo// 10 TG/
PCI% A8 w2 & 11 R EL - VIP % ) 50 JT/NE 50 JG//IN 50 JG/7Nf
=R 8 R Bh bR % H¥F R 15%~25% HIBIFRE 15%~25% HIIFTERM 15%~25%
28 A #% 55 K ALI% Rt 2000 {4/H 1500 #4:/H 2000 1/H
e 51 ph T RH k 2.0 2.0 2.0
28 e IR & 0.2 0.2 0.2

4.3. EULER SR

4.3.1. PMRSELS R
BT SRR TR VA SR B, 153 = E YIRS s RN 45 R AR 4 FTos

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656 2051 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656

RUJEA
Table 4. Grid point site selection scheme
4. MIERIEIES R
TP Herh RS R WA i B 8
Z=H 3 S THE, EE R SRR FIEACHIBIX L 5 8 iR IX
i) 2 BIEHITT . A R Bl S )
TR PG I 3 RS B BT SRR KRB . S

BEK =AM R BT 248 HEMEES. SUERE MBI, AT ST
AL, BB P R T LA B2 A KX R R T IR T R EALES, RS S5 AL A X Y
B WD TECIRBE RS T B A R I, T R AT DL R R R A R O K
TS P9 A P90 s 2 300 5 15 3 B T AT P o 0 25 T S T i R AR A T R 5% v o, 3 PN AT

P PR 15 73500 2 i e S A B0 90 2 R T, SB[ R PR A
LR UM = AN PR AL T BRI BN L. SRR E OV E R, R E M SSEARA s BAL T
ORG-Sy pU AL, A F ) AL AR LG BT T R P B R, FEDETIN S R AR

FLERTT o =A% s AT R BENE A3 R0 ot 5 R PG I ) 3 0 T A2 5 [X 4
X HACAEAR AR, TG 3 A IR R 2l migtt, HoRE WK 3 por:
i

285
EES ‘
I
\/ ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ%
/ .
AN
=E L‘\\' II &
=l \ B k
DAL AN !
\
e il \ !
N \ Il
\
AN \ i
#Ll AN \ !
\\ \ |
N \ |
\\\ " i
N ]
N
L
——————— EwE (ER-E) B ERef
[] B ehE

TWEEL CEINER)
AR 28 =

[ ]
Figure 3. Grid point distribution diagram

B 3. M= E

4.3.2. RATH
VAT bk 25 5 5 R 2% FE RO AN 8 VE AR Grik il T iR AT X E, AR T an 3R 5 BT
M3 ATRUE H, ATTVE RS A R AL G T AR T 8.4%. HAREE AN T 6.7%, HAIEIZE
FRAS T 325 FE 2 A 55T AR 23 B BRAR T 15.6%F1 33.3%. 31X A2 RN A I VAR i bk IS5 1 1 Bo s AN e v, 731

WAL EMIZ T RE Sy, BARIEIN T B, (R A B AT R AN A, BRI T8 E A
ESREaia

2052

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656

XU

IEARTEST A, &SI T BRI

Table 5. Comparison of cost methods

5. RATTEMEEE

AR FE 5 J51%(J3T5) JA T3 70) A ZE 5 (%)
[i5] 7€ B A 450 480 +6.7%
BB E RA 320 270 -15.6%
P36 SE R FE 1 A 180 120 —-33.3%
SA 950 870 -8.4%

4.3.3. FHREMRX NS

NS AUE AR J5 06 Bk AN MR RN g 77, e DL R R

1) TREW IR ERESABPIERAES) T HCY HIT R B 40% 150, 45007 VA A a5
H T TR L I ZErhBE )1, TR SEIR A F] 25%, A7 vk Zh A B vhots I AR s R k08
71, FFEFORRIEAR, ELIE AR R HITE 8% AN .

2) B (5RO N 5 SO R A 1 A R T 1 2 I B P A L. AR G TVR
VIR TCVEALI B3, SR RO B R s AR 5V B 45 1R R O SN BE BT s, B Sz R T B
FH AR, BEARBCE AN T 12%, (HIEIT 8 A, E5RAHN 0.

3) BB 1E TR P A A% S R ZE R e T 32 ) N R 30% L. ARG iR L
P VAR, SEOT R s ATy I i XA R TR B E U, ARSI 1 75 R R L XA AR S 1T
B R T ECIEAT S MR SE R, ZEIR AN 5%,

4.4. BRI

4.4.1. FEAEMKEREIZER R
PRERCIE A KT, Fr Ho ik bk 45 A sem . 8 SO e YK N T SR sh bl 2= 5 H I 7
SRIELAE, BN 10%. 20%. 30%-. 40%, SKAEMESIHE AR S SEE R 6 Fin:

Table 6. Impact of uncertainty level on site selection

6. FHHE MK X EIR

AN RE KT BRA (3 70) W r
10% 820 7
20% 870 8
30% 930 9
40% 1010 10

Bl ANH e MEACT I3 5, B A RN RS B ) S0 _ETH a4 o X RN AN G /KT 18 st
T 2 e RE 1, NS SR DA R AR RLE R M, T S BRI, A
EVEIRT I 10%BE 1N 2 40% ), SRARIEIN T 23.2%, M SEEEINT 42.9%.

4.4.2. FPREE X EUE R AT
RS PN B T RS AR L, 0T HOR R S SR o KIS AL BB 0 BB 12 /N 24 AN

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656 2053 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656

XU

48 /NI L T2 /NI, SRS B B AR I BCIE IR (] 0 7 R

Table 7. Impact of customer time window on site selection

* 7. BB SRR

P ] T 1 BR )58 % NOshn)| PSS BE I I [R] (2N )
12 /N 950 10.5
24 /NS 870 18.2
48 /NS 820 325
72 NS 790 45.8

WG 5 B 1 7 (DTS, Ak BRAS 2R T AR, P B80T 8 BT R R R o 3% gt TR Dy B ) 2 R B A, %o A
[ ZR AR, o/ E I 2 MM s R EE )y, AT FRAR T A . Al AN 12 /NP s 21 72 /s
WP, ERAPERAR T 16.8%, (H-T-XIELEN MBI T 336.2%. KUk, 7ESEBRM S, 7 EARE % 6E
LI R ER,  AE RAS AR 5% 5 B 2 TR 32E AT R

5. Zit5RE
5.1. EEMRSG L

AWFFARH T — P FERCIE AN P S S R DR RS s Bl T, R BRI

1) PRI TTHR: FAFE T Rl I A T 106 T8 5 Hh o P 55 45 FEL PR A0 DO s B B S AR, B RS T R AR
BNASIEE A IS I R AE T AR 2R B itk 0 TS SR IR R IR, A e MR T
Rt AL TR B BB HESE

2) JOIHT: Vot 1 SO R RS, SIS AL . HE R S KA T SN R R
MU, $8 7 B0 B2 AN A e P 1) SRR RE 7). S GENEM, SOl EE ISR S T
20%~30%, fARIRERI T 10%~15%.

3) SEEAME: JE AR =SB HT, SR T ARV . S5 IRRE, AL RN
XPBCIE TR SRIE S B R W A E Y R, SRR BUE R ITIE R 18.5%, FLikZEIR AL 32%, N
15 358 v s AL A AL X 48 A SR B 4t T R A

5.2. ERER

1) SEHESRRE: P58 R P AEREAT VU A% U, 78 45 R BRI R P AR e e R R,
GRS RN 5. AT CLEM TR — € 22 RE T LIRS sl Z IR U R AL AR 2 05 2K, S Wit
RGO SRR G KU e

2) FRNH: IERAI AR B ORI B, AR . PIBE S5E BOR SEi SR AL IE 5 B AT AN
SETER R Bl , SEILECIA T RMEh A . RN, SIASEBERILILENE, R m el oS ARl v A
.

3) GRS S PR PR L AR OC AR, SRRSO FUIE AN e PR R BBkl JE
e/ AN VN 52 e VA T T a7 T D B B o T T4

5.3. RFKARBE
1) ZREMBRY . AFFRCER T B—r MR 5, KRR ZE MR, £ SKU

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656 2054 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656

XU

MR 25, 5 8 R RPN BCIE AN A2 PR R R0 o

2) Zizf/r WA DT Prista . [ A I AN A S e s 4 2 8 77 XK U (R BE e R, S
U 3 fik 2UIAN 928 10 AL .

3) SERMRALENE: SRS, B ESEEOR, P RSENARALENE, SEEITR MRS RO IETT S 1
AR, P RGO SRAAN FE kS K M B

4) FFRFEIR RS RO (RBRECIA S W RREOR IR N B AR, WF FE A Ay R )
S5 L DA XA, R TS, A A BRI R a3

&E ik
[11 #hgk, 255, B Ae - R 5003 8as Haho< R[I]. R & BRI, 2025(17): 185-188.
[2] &3 SRIRMUA TEBEEEE A MR SR RG], RJALETT, 2025(9): 143-144.

3] tREcT. BB RETE B AL N BN E 2 oy BT S A R SR X O ME ARSI ). AR AR,
2025(9): 120-134, 137.

[4] BAER, sKF. BRI T E SN O 7T [T]. S5t 2025(5): 42-51.
[5] HEL. EIIESEmEsgs e @RI 7] mimmR, 2025(14): 82-84.
[6] Daskin, M.S. ¥R ARG THE: @ SMIIM]. Jba: EERKFEH R, 1995.

[7] Bk, PR skt HREBSEYRG BRI ALPHE R R ET 1372 KESTBE i iz s
PG4 HT[I]. BT, 2020, 36(6): 49-64.

[8] AFUhh, BRMIE, EFHPE. ESSE e AL R YRR AT T[], RACRF SR SFREEEAR), 2021, 23(1): 52-60.
] HUERE, TEr, AW, & 2 HEN SR P OELER SR, 125 58, 2020, 29(5): 74-83.

[10] Snyder, L.V. Facilities ZE3E o] B AT E M S RAARIBENLARI[]. 1BE 554K, 2006, 10(4): 485-496.
]

Diaz-Madrofiero, J., Lozano, A. and Puerto, J. (2012) A Robust Optimization Approach for the Fixed Charge Location
Problem under Time Uncertainty. European Journal of Operational Research, 217, 339-347.

[12] WIR 5, FZteE, Prdil S RIRTAHE K 2 R 2 0 nOE YR M 4 i A it L )], 8% 58 2, 2021,

30(9): 73-79.

[13] BAR, Tk2Ty, Wmss. LRAFEFEECE T KW YRELE-BAE SRR [)]. B TR, 2022, 36(2):
225-237.

[14] HRF, AEHE, AN 3 — B8 0N FRE 5 57 f i i e S A E T 7T D). BRI S 405, 2020, 42(10):
7-13.

[15] ZERKIE, Hhhik, W& RE SR REC L& AN RGEACH s AHLEIT]. T ERBAG, 2020, 34(5):
32-39.

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656 2055 TR 4TS


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.14113656

	考虑配送不确定性的跨境电商物流网格点选址研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Location Selection of Cross-Border E-Commerce Logistics Grid Points Considering Distribution Uncertainty
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 前言
	2. 问题描述
	3. 跨境电商物流网格点选址方法
	3.1. 网格点的特征
	3.2. 考虑配送不确定性的选址场景
	3.3. 问题边界与假设
	3.4. 数学模型构建
	3.4.1. 符号定义
	3.4.2. 成本函数设计
	3.4.3. 目标函数
	3.4.4. 约束条件

	3.5. 模型求解算法
	3.5.1. 改进粒子群算法原理
	3.5.2. 算法改进设计
	3.5.3. 算法流程


	4. 实例分析
	4.1. 测试区域与数据来源
	4.1.1. 测试区域概况
	4.1.2. 数据来源

	4.2. 模型参数设置
	4.2.1. 基础参数设置

	4.3. 选址结果分析
	4.3.1. 网格点选址方案
	4.3.2. 成本分析
	4.3.3. 不确定性应对能力分析

	4.4. 敏感性分析
	4.4.1. 不确定性水平对选址结果的影响
	4.4.2. 客户时间窗对选址结果的影响


	5. 结论与展望
	5.1. 主要研究结论
	5.2. 管理启示
	5.3. 未来研究展望

	参考文献

