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requirements, the green logistics transformation of e-commerce express enterprises has become
a critical research topic. This study selects five Hong Kong-listed express delivery companies—JD
Logistics, SF Holding, ZTO Express, YTO Express, and J&T Express—and systematically extracts
quantitative data from their 2024 ESG reports across three dimensions: carbon emission manage-
ment, green packaging, and clean energy, encompassing nine core indicators. The entropy weight
method is applied to objectively determine indicator weights, and the TOPSIS method is employed
to calculate each enterprise’s relative closeness to the ideal solution. Results show that SF Holding
ranks first (C = 0.6708), followed by JD Logistics (0.4839), J&T Express (0.4146), YTO Express
(0.3805), and ZTO Express (0.3744). Packaging-related carbon reduction (16.45%), photovoltaic
installed capacity (15.25%), and reusable packaging utilization (14.04%) emerge as the primary
drivers of inter-firm performance differentiation. This study provides empirical references for dif-
ferentiated green transformation strategies and regulatory policy optimization in the express de-
livery industry.
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1. 51§

2020 £ 9 H, FEEFELT L EEAERS LA E X7 B HbR—— 15T 2030 FEHTSE
IRIEIE . 2060 EHTSEIBRRAI1] [2]. LS H G I — ZR G ST AR A2 a3z i 4 (0 (IR 3 B 47
BB W RAT B2 — o PRIEBPRAT AR s ilis i ik R A oG 2E ife, Hap AR B R B “ XUk ”
HARHIVESE. 4 (2024 SEIEBUTILE B TH AR » 2024 E4FE RS FL 1750.8 124, R K
21.5%, LA —F B AR HL[3]. SR RF S TR A AT W BRHEBUE I AR, Stk e c
T RAT L AT RS R IR R P U

SR, BEATT I 2 TH PR ) FE AR O TR A TR R SRR . MRS T 2024 4 4 H RATETAR
(RfRfE Bk dEfanl) 1, Bk B AR E 2025 45k B8 E Br ] £FE & R N2 71 22 (ISSB) IFRS S2 Frifk
SR R = AARHE S S R, PR T T A AR S AR A BT TH R R . LRI
T2 5 P 3 R 328 R G o o s e T R A b AZ A AR R A B LT A F], JRE ]
FRE R e S B B A ORI BRI [4]-[8],  BIRAFFHR G LRI SR i ST LU R it T Hidls il

SR, FREEREA SCER AT, U AAFELL FAE . H—, ORGSR 2 LE E
TR HT TG, DAL A EARI PR AR AR, % 1] 3R A8 H R s 40 40 U (1 S R0 Al S R e s L
=, ORGSR B SR S 4R T T, R RRHERCET B . (00 2 R O A TR S IR B 4 T 1
REMHEMFZ WA K=, BHE%ERERBIT BESG 5 B E M@, HZ et airhE, =
BTN AT EYE R E B LR, BT, AL R FMEMR b Sk o O FEAR, MR =
ANYEFESL 9 TR bR SR IR SUSOTE N A &R, S8 FIMEL - TOPSIS ik T B ML S HE4, DU TREN
LA B 5T 23 Bk

"https://www.hkex.com.hk/-/media/HKEX-Market/Listing/Rules-and-Guidance/Environmental-Social-and-Governance/Exchanges-guid-
ance-materials-on-ESG/guidance_climate_disclosures_c.pdf
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2. MHEREGRAR
2.1. FEMRSVENARER

LSRR BTSN WIS B AT RRR R SR A X AU A 77 W] de Souza S5 T 2 IR HTi:
XF 27 TSk AR SEBARAR AT LR HE T, Bt T AR I SR IR AR BOESE 9], B E E ARk GB/T
37099-2018 MEHE, TR, B E RN KA KRBT E TS EOmAIEWIEFR[10]. X E, F)
WS R BUR T 5, BT TS 4 A —Zd8hn il 13 A R Isbr sk i st i g2 S R R [ 117
Rodrigues 257 Bt B PR 85 rP AR 1 B & 0802 . TOPSIS S B8 (VR & v SEHEZR12]. AR, B
BTN RZ L T XIRBE NS Z T, 0T DL R P Al e 2 i B e I SR i SR 4

=H.
2.2. ESG ERS¥HRITI RS AR

ESG HEZRAE Nl B AV AT PSR R JERE I 4a s TR, IS RAEM IR IR N B2 IR AL . BERAE A
HGRMHHT 7 ESG {7 B3k 8L Wil e BRI TIIE[13]0 PRE SR POB AT LR R E T R 1R
26 TdEHR 1Y ESG 15 RHER BT & PPN A R [14]. Ma 5K ESG 4E[Z46h5 5 S5 GU8GR I HHES &, SRR
PR e B RBE AT TR [15]. SR, _EIREIT TR L R R IR AE T 2245 B AEAE SR Vvt sl o — Ailb 3 451
JE, SRR ESG i 5 SE PR R Hs RGO SROTN FabR . IF1E 2 S Al W) T 8 R 1) LA S
WETAE.

2.3. ZEMRE T EEYRITN FHIR A

Z HEM P 5E 7 2 MCDM)TEV R G RO H R R E B N 45 . Behzadian 25X 266 7%
TOPSIS M. H SRR RA LR, JoUE T 1% A2 J@ PR il 1)) 2 & [ 16]. TOPSIS ¥2:H Hwang
A Yoon T~ 1981 4F42HH, FHIEA GRS % /7 5 1 ORI BE B ¢ RIATHIF[17]. BAGEVR T
Shannon {5 S ELIE, HAZORATET 56 A AKIEFE PR Z0H 1728 J 2 B S WAL [ 18] 7EPIHAT L, Liu
H He 12 FIAL - TOPSIS #4754 B80T TR [19]: 0 —HRe i 00 FH F H i i
AL 45 BE PR [20]. _EIRSCERF W, JR5HL - TOPSIS 414 R O AR ST vh A LB S sl i 5
SR AT HRAE I 0 R T
24. XERTEEMREZR

gL ERTR, BEA R FAFAE AR A R 25 55—, ESG 15 B HELL 5 S IR SR 2 7]
A VRS ATy B, PUBAT AR e B e LB O BB = 5=, R
FUHESN BESG Hd 5 B KIS T 0T 5 R, S F X PRt b SR P03 SR 2 BT AR RSk R e 2R
AIERFET FIRTEH, SUF ML ESG b AT 8 R, KRAIRIAL - TOPSIS 771 S il 2 WA =
e 55EH4 .

3. RFE
3.1. FIRITRIER

AW FLEET LA N ARHETRIEREA: 1) 7EMEACHT BT 952 ESG #E LI ; 2) Tk AT 2024 4% ESG
it B S E RIS ST 3) FE LSS A R PR B LR B I . AT E AR DIA(2618. HK) it
FIEME(6936. HK) @RI (2057.HK)  [5]38 3856 (6123 HK) AR el % (1519.HK) LK M A FUREA
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3.2. N IBIR G REE

febrih REEREME . RGNV ATEAEMERAE R AT LR R, 225 5% T GB/T 37099-2018 [10]. [k
A IHGE L ESG P EEHEZE[14] K% Ma Z5(1) ESG - GO ML N BN BRI 15], B g iHIUE F(A).
S0 A5 (B) AN T RETR(C) =AML 3L o g be, TEILEE 1,

Table 1. Evaluation index system for green logistics performance of e-commerce express delivery enterprises

= 1. BERE S FEYIREOT N e E R

i wS Ei=f e S TR RAL Rtk BHRIR

Al BrHECREE GE R 1+ 2) tCOe/H JITCEW A ESG

ATRHFBUE R A2 BRIFBGRE(RTEE 1+2+3)  COx/HTER fun ESG 4%
A3 BHE TS FE ) b s % % 1B EEFEHEGR R T

BI SR e/ 1] ESG #1#

B Zrfafudt B2 PEF 2 BT FH 3 VARV 1M ESG #

B3 AL BT A e tCO2e E1A] ESG 4

Cl W RE R G A L E ESG

C K BE IR C2 FJeARBEN A B MW 1ER ESG i

C3 S AR/ AT A R IR K F MWh 1E] ESG i

3.3. WEPUETRAEIRIRIE
TR — PP DUE B A WA AR, Y7 Shannon 15 EJEME&[18]. H@HAET: HEfads
NP RIS = O, R BRSNS EARGE . PR
H, WERIR BRI
X=(x;), i=12m; j=12,.n (1)
B ob, WESEN. IEMATER:
x; = min (x g )

i = max(x/.)—min(xj) @

U EiEp 7S
max(xj)—xl.j
L= 3
Yy max(xj)—min<xj) )
NS HOE R E, X ARHEAE RN ES: ) =y, +0.0001 -
Wb, UMHIE 5B
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3.4. TOPSIS &1 5%

TOPSIS %t Hwang 1 Yoon $2Hi[17], FHAZOIE T FREE I PEAR MR EE HEE A AR fR B K T BN
. IR

TOASA YR A HE % <
vy = WXy ™
W IEBRARAR V5 AR AR 1V, THRRR R S
D/ = Z(V@/ -v; )2? D = Z(ij -V )2 ®)
J= =
FHOT 4T FE
C = D —, 0<C <1 )
Df+D

4. BEFKFESLE
4.1. BEKiR

B RIE N TR AL IR 5T G AT RAT [ 2024 4R BSG i, 4 LA RIYIAR B 954 75
HrE SR . EEAE R 2.

Table 2. Basic information of sample enterprises

2 BABWERER

1014 vz Bik(dzoo) RiEE M) WA RTEH
WAV 2618.HK 1828.37 — 2024 498,709
=45 6936.HK ~2297 ~133.3 2024 739,542
L RBG ASE 2057.HK ~442.8 340 2024 24,477
(53] 308 3ok 32 6123 HK 690.33 265.73 2024 19,497
W b 338 1519.HK ~728.4 278 2024 ~473,000

4.2. BURTRALIE

RHEBCGRE G — 50 I COLe/EH /I AR BN o MR fisis LS el , #2024 FH7CF 7.1
WE. KT ERAE, RASMEEANELTE ., oEdd C2 BN A ERIEE K HE 53,410 MWh M%)
R2%EER TN 51 MW, AT 5 i JR A6 E 506 5 W4 3.

Table 3. Raw data matrix of green logistics indicators

® 3. FEYRIBIRRIA BRI

ol Al A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 C1 C2 C3

ARV 17.2 54.5 1.1 52.67 8545 120,238 10,000 13922 61143.92
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I =4 5 412 412 9.5 38.2 100,000 664,184 40,439 111 70,000
FR R 43.1 474 6.5 25.5 5343 190,343 17255.33* 51 53410
(53] 368 ok 32 25.55 77.05 4.7 38.79* 127,000 263366.25*% 17255.33* 5.7 6894.95
W gt i 16.9 36.6 -7.1 38.79% 194,000 78,700 1327 7.68 1090
VE: BRVE 7 BUE A IERME EE .
5. SCUEST AR
5.1. ¥iEtrEbE
4 A RQMG) AT ZE R, 25 R IE 4,
Table 4. Normalized data matrix
= 4. TRENEIEER
Ak Al A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 C1 C2 C3
EARYIR 0.9887 0.5576 0.4941 0.0001 0.0171 0.0710 0.2218 1.0001 0.8716
I =42 0.0726 0.8864 1.0001 0.5327 0.5018 1.0001 1.0001 0.7887 1.0001
PR 0.0001 0.7331 0.8194 1.0001 0.0001 0.1908 0.4073 0.3394 0.7594
58 368 3% 328 0.6699 0.0001 0.7109 0.5110 0.6450 0.3155 0.4073 0.0001 0.0843
W S i it 1.0001 1.0001 0.0001 0.5110 1.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0149 0.0001
5.2. PCENRETTESE R
A ARG Z(6)THE S IRFAE, Z5RNE S,
Table 5. Information entropy and weights of indicators
%5 BiEmERBSNE
WS BRI fERM e j EZRARH dj BEw j BE (%)
Al TRHERGREGEE 1+ 2) 0.7314 0.2686 0.1179 11.79%
A2 TR 0 B (A Y ) 0.8475 0.1525 0.0670 6.70%
A3 TocHE TS 5 B [R) LE o s R 0.8428 0.1572 0.0690 6.90%
Bl B 2E A ] 0.8315 0.1685 0.0740 7.40%
B2 PG 25 48 FH IRk 0.6804 0.3196 0.1404 14.04%
B3 ALBEIA T R B 0.6254 0.3746 0.1645 16.45%
Cl1 BrREIR AL 0.7673 0.2327 0.1022 10.22%
c2 FeREENL & 0.6527 0.3473 0.1525 15.25%
C3 FetR/ T AR REIR R B E 0.7438 0.2562 0.1125 11.25%

B JE HT = AL AITEFR 20 59 B3 (16.45%) C2 (15.25%)F1 B2 (14.04%), &itik 45.74% . {E4EFE 21,
B 4 37.89%. C 4E¥ 36.72%- A 4EJ¥ 25.39%, B 5 C &itiEid 74%, FHLGOAREAEEREIRN
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B oAb e 2 BT S R ZE B Y 3 ERIR .
5.3. TOPSIS ZaHIRER

ETF AR EO) T E S A TR, 45 % W% 6.

Wil 1R, IR L, 0.6708 HBEE E A B E AL, HAE BB T 7 42 BARIFEE 0 1)
FEARETR, AFHAEB BRI B H(C1 = 40,439 ) AN 4% 0 AL IRR(B3 = 664,184 tCOLe) /7 T AL R 4t
PESISE . HARMIIHEA 5 —(C = 0.4839), “GE—4” BT 1600 &M H A 4 FE 1 JE TN AR BEHL(C2
=139.22 MW, 1PlEE—)$4L T 3ifk, (B BE 3C HORDAIS Ha fh 20625 5 Bk () W 1 75 R 5 850 1F
BB =52.67 5i/AF), B 4EFEAY 0.0372. ) SR AL 515 =(C=0.4146), F 2020 FEJ73E N EH T4,
SERALP IR B A W e A IL C 4R BRI T (C2 AN 7.68 MW), {HE L #5355 i i 37 5O ST 8

PO FE LI T B2 8HR(194,000 J3 ) AT . [FEH 3 (C = 0.3805)5 s PR (C = 0.3744) 73 511 26
V. 25T, PIKAN BRI s, St R W a5 i i A B, FERAN 2 HIZ T S5l
— 2 I R ) ZE AR T R e B AT s [ T, R HE LG AT AR R B (TR C1 SN E
AN s AR BE P 5 P B HE ORI R SEAT TR S5 M PE R X, P IEYE L 3 B (47.4 tCOse/ H 15 0) 5 [F3E(77.05
tCOse/ 1 J3 761 2 57 5 Al i S B G v 1142 17 SR S B il B R AN 7]

Table 6. TOPSIS comprehensive evaluation results
& 6. TOPSIS &N ER

b D* D" C 4
el 0.138380 0.281959 0.6708 1
AR 0.237706 0.222890 0.4839 2
AR G 3 0.280741 0.198808 0.4146 3
(53] 368 1ok 0.245807 0.150945 0.3805 4
Hh I P 0.257617 0.154190 0.3744 5

TOPSISERE TN — XA ECEHER

o
]
I=]

C = 0.6708

C = 0.4839
C = 0.4146
. 40 C = 0.3805 C =0.3744
0.20 4
0.10 4
o0 — N N R N .

Jllﬁ$#ﬁeﬁx SERYIR RRER EifiEE iR
(%2%) (8838) (84%8) (585%)

HXHEEE
IS a 3

1=}
@w
S

Figure 1. TOPSIS comprehensive evaluation: ranking of relative closeness for each enterprise

1. TOPSIS ZZ&TE M & M AAXT R EHER
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5.4. HEFLLEB/IEE S
AR S ANAEANFIYERE ERZ SRR, TH R =B INBR e A3 7 M8, a5 R 7 ) 2.

Table 7. Standardized scores of three dimensions for each enterprise

7. BEW=HERERSS

Ak A TrRHEHE B B A C IBVERRIR
HARYR 0.7405 0.0372 0.7442
Jigi =42 0.5394 0.7242 0.9123
s RIS 0.4161 0.2782 0.4870
(53] 308 32k 52 0.5045 0.4757 0.1392
AR Gra s 32 0.7282 0.4703 0.0063

AR\ EREIREEAE

—o— TURYIR

A-TRAFETR —o— IR
—o— riEHE

SR
—o— {RGRiEE

Figure 2. Radar chart of green logistics performance in three dimensions for five enterprises

2. AREWREBMREN = HEFRE

HARVIREI “A 5 C5E B 55”7 ARSI 5 (A =0.7405, C =0.7442, B=0.0372), A 4 &R T
XA+ ATEAR” AR R R R IE R B T AR AU E R HEL, C 4TS A T HA B E TR AL R
REEHLEAER, B YELEFIARU BB T 3C X H it 0T i 7 47 B e PR IR 75 oK o =428 J 2 i — = 4R 2 S5
JERAR(A =0.5394,B=0.7242,C=0.9123), EANITTaHER 1 40 KR EE(A1=41.2 tCOe/H /i TG),
THBREGE 2 A3 (9.5%) AT IR AR, R BBy A T 4 7 RIS AL 1 ol AR o A Skl B 48 R
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(0.4703)f C 4EEIT2(0.0063), SN A G R ANATAL T P& 5K B, Yo tREEK F HH 3 i 7 DA A&
ERFARIR . il 5 B8 T A E AR T, I N HE A e A A A xfE DL 78 40 JE B R i
X 285 PR 2t € S B B R

6. Wie 5N
6.1 BLTRET

0, ZBEMR ARG OYIRGE T I OB INFE(EE, C=0.6708)5Hi@(NE, C=0.3744)
AR ZEIRIE 0.2964, XY de Souza 55[9] “LHLAE ) R L BIEHIATIE " MEIR TR SRS, IF
HF PN 11 LE3 T R BE PR 36 E AR 3E 2 VRO 2 TH B 5 C 4 A 1A EE 6 74%, 8 A 4E7%(25.39%)
i T Ma SE[15]% ESG =4EFEFHFI BRIV AL, /R IR BRS8N AU o0 A B W5 AR At
FL B R B3 (16.45%) AR R T, RHPUSIT IS 570 5% 00 C MRS ig ik % n g 4 4
i JE R, 55 L 28t 70 2 T3 6 1R R P DS P 5 S 1) O T PR R 3 0, 2 45 2 R 5 DL PR i )
[21]HIBGE 5 A — 5.

FLUR, BRHEBGR 22 55 S5 MR IE B 20 THEE A1 (41.2tCO0e/ T J370) M T R 4R (17.2), (HERIGE S A3
(9.5%) ATz B, BEHT “iEBite s AT e SE R B PRy HE S ], AR IE TR A 140 B4 0T B
(i BE AR, KRR ESG VPN R IR AE R S 4t B IR E . ol R FRBY BO 4k (5 Bl AR RAFAE “ %
AR BN ——H e C 4EEAY 0.0063, 5I=FE(0.9123) % BH2 5k, MRV TR K FIARE F e
BRINATHE . IXFER. T Barbosa-Povoa S5[22]56 T AIFFEL LN B “ A5 rIAT LR iRik, RMERA
b 7 2 R SRR SRR

M7, Chen [23 1449858 - TOPSIS J5 ik T3 U S BEVEAT, 15 BZAR AL ANE F 4l
GEGREHT, WA TR AR S TR R AN Z IR Gan Z5[24 K H =B Bt DEA HE84
SEOPIRAE, B R, AR AT EA SO T HE /7 25 SRR b 5 N ATV A, SN TIAR
INE L AN S A HEAT 40 73 PR R

6.2. JTTRIZIL

AR, RAZEE R KA. BE A CUAR) R B 4EERH(0.0372), BHASHRITRLH
IR AL TT S5 N NN AT RS 2 MORER I DL AT S B A o B 2R il (o de 3 ) 7 s 7
TIXIBER I M S OEIRE I RS, KRR BRI, PRk sin RaE, Moua it R
S B AN — B S RPE (S 2K C1s B 29 BER AN WIAE) o« AxERAL AL (B fe) BRI RSB AT
e, MRSCIRMAEIAE RIS (B2 CATWLASE), A5 EARIRE J5 FEAT SR G AR AT HT REVR 22 A .

R, B8 =BUAENLE]: 1) drh E PGS Ak iiE (PRIBAIASE, 42 i E (ESG)
RPN (EREIAD ) 2 BI6H 9 Wi AR bR s PR ZOR MG — ST, K EEMAAT
WAE s 2) JEAL RS ITRR U], LR AV R BT A R 2y ) e R R
HEMELR BT TR WA AL SR 2.4 i, TS 4RI 77); 3) ZHAHTFURL - TOPSIS
HEZE, e 28 = Jr WU e A AT AT ML 2Rt SU8HE A

PR UK SSHE R I O ELBUR TR 1) BRSO BRANN Ik &——% T B3
AR H(16.45%), EUHEARIIBOL L0k E:, L “SEgth il + SO T A me, KR e
55 Al PR AL B B ELR Y 2) EPEB AT BRSO O i TR N LSS SRR B T, A

*http://www.cea.org.cn/upload/file/20251023/20251023161238 50134.pdf
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FHE G R R ALy T A ER R, [FINBOE RS B CE R (A3) B AR 3) £ (PR S L E
R EINE) BT HE LR OGRS B L SRt B A AR AN R REYE L LA
VPRS2 A, N5 CHRAR PRI R B INED (2510 TRARIE M B 3 a i A AR A IS 1)
JEESRARMET B, A BRI & L P G0 R A A0 A0 B Rk B S F b e A W TAS 28 L WIB R i 42

7. &g

AT LA TSR IR BT s Al 2024 SE B ESG Rl N EUE AL, M TRRHEBCE B, SRt
THVE IR 4L 9 TRARMI PPN A R, BT - TOPSIS A3 MU F45i8: Susdk4 NimEsk > 5
RV > Wi > SRS > s pis, BARRERKE . IR B AR G A ARy < i (X
TR Bk RO A RIS . AW TEE UCK ESG i Bl R G A RIS AT WL S i
P ERR, ATk sR R RLR O TR RS AT HESE . RERVEAE TR BT IR HOMBOEIE B, ARORET
ANTREE S DEA J5ik, R0 2 R AT Wb 195 [ L.

&E 3k
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