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Abstract

The quality of logistics service is a major criterion to measure the logistics industry. This article
explores the correlation analysis between the factors affecting the quality of logistics service and
the express business volume. Using reliability, economy, timeliness, flexibility, information avail-
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ability, recommendation and praise as latent variables, the structural equation model of logistics
service quality-express business volume is constructed. Five dimensions of logistics service quali-
ty and the correlation between customer satisfaction and express business volume are defined,
and a distribution survey scale is designed. The entropy weight method is used to process the data,
and the correlation and regression analysis are carried out on the processed survey data. The re-
sults show that flexibility and information availability are the key factors affecting the volume of
express delivery business, thus providing reasonable suggestions for China’s logistics enterprises
to improve service quality and increase the volume of express delivery business.
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Figure 1. Details of the distribution of the logistics performance index by country (World Bank database statistics)
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2. NHkEEAR

KT R e, E NI AR f BT TR TE

AT S FENE PR 55 T & (0 DA 3 AT AR I, WnZ= 4k K 568 N (2017) 2k T~ 2540 7 B AR X 36 =074
T A B R AT T, R R RS I B S L RZ A K 2K [1]. Zhou 55(2020)% T+ LDA #5i%!
TRIT T W0ime AR 55 JoR BP0 67 T i D] 3R [2] » S I45(2019) 3 T 45 Wy 77 R R 7R 75 H R RN AR 55 SR B RN A%
JAg 2 S0 S S M A 55 o P 2 IR ER[3]. BRI (2019)38 . = tH LSS AT 5 R AR, X =
T AR LR = R 25 0T SR AT R BEALI 4] 5 055 N (2019) 2% T 15K Kano AL 5 IPA 43 # 7 VER 5t
TN A RN A A 5% T R T R e R S RE AT RS BE[5] . Zheng (2011)55 AR “ BT B IR S5
GRRLIAIBEN " HR 5% o D 5 v P IR 45 T R DR R AT A [6]

EEANR T A RILEFEIR TR RS R B s ma K2, W90 T IR SS R SR . s = R
Z IR AR DG, o B ™45 N (2020) 5 - A B0 A0 A X0 1D e I8 AR 2% I s EAT IO 7, 122 52(2020)
BT e BRI AR R RANME . BRI R R A X 6 AN YRR IR
%5 B EAT T VEA[7] [8]. Duc %% A (2020)iz FH 4544 77 FE AR AL (SEM) F AR 22 70 43 Bt 75 1 Bk v 1)
O AR S5 AT ML AR 45 TR B 5 % P s BRI &R Thao 25 A(2020)i FH B IR AR 55 o B HE 2R X R
7 T I R 55 T R AT T R FE9] [10].

A 223 WA R T XTI 45 o g AT 1 PR 9, 4= 445(2019)12 F SERVQUAL #5224 5 4
BUEX PRIBARN IR S BB VEN AR R BEAT 7RI 5E[11]. Wang (2019) A SERVQUAL H3 hyBE i,
X5 =T AR R PP PR PR AT T SO [12] . ARSIk (2019) DAAE EF FE RS A, 8RR RESEER S VRAN T
LR DR IR 25 T i [13] s T35 i(2016) A6 (2014) 5 T & i B (A AR . B B VTR T DU iRt AR 55
JRE[14] [15]. Li (2016)iz H nl ¥R i8, #EE 1T RISPmRS B ETPN R AL[16]. TEE. KRS
(2013) 43 7l F: T SERVQUAL #5212 H FAHP 14 DA K 8584 7 FE 0o s Ik 25 o2 B g AT ORI PR [17] [18] 6

CUA MR 7R R 2 B ER A IR 55 W e (R 2R . DA IR 45 o -5 i 20 A 2 1 (0 A G M
FELL B RIS SR S PP PR T, R Wit AR 5% 01 5 Bt 2% B A SGVEIE 9 . TR SRR PR AT
Ml R 2% AROE 7 AR AR B T ELEC I A R TR 2 L 2 G ROL R 3%\ A8 i i iR vt S5 3 Al B0t B5 2%, 4 £74(2020)
S N R IR T 3 B P R A A it DA B BRI 9l 7K ST A e L R AT b ) R R 1 B R 3R [19] . BRI
(2015) I F K 0, S I 3 Wt T 1 R IR 8 5 7K S A s b e R 7K P ks TR 6 [ 20]

LA (R O PRt A 55 o1 B X — R A A E I B, HA PR T s ma DS 32 B4R 7, A SO i R 55
JREFAT NI, S E AR S T s AR P55 B 5T . AR SO TP IR 55 o B s BN 3R
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Table 1. Service quality factors affecting express business volume
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Figure 2. Logistics service quality-theoretical model of express business volume
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Table 2. Variables affecting express delivery business volume
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Table 3. Logistics service quality-express business volume research scale
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[N B 3R R 45 SR A AR I CR AR A 2, 9 TARIE BRI 2, 18 B3R R INT 1 B B ME
FUR BT — RS . PRl ER 354 4, HARARER 354 1, ARy 100%. HEH AR
A, BN FAEA I EEAE BT :

FEAREE A, @bk 54.8%, Bk 45.2%, 2T 5P, 19~40 & 51k 89.55%, R
P F B AES - PEN R TGRSy 274, (5L 77.4%, XA R E APl
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Table 4. Partial scale scoring results

F 4 BOERITHER

F5 gl g2 93 g4 g5 g6 g7 g8 g9 gl0 gll gl2 g13 gl4 qgl5 gl6 qgl7 g18 gl9 20 g21 22 @23

$1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 5
2 5 5 5 1 5 5 5 5 1 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5
3 5§ 3 2 3 5 4 3 5 3 5 3 5 5 5 65 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5
4 5 5 4 4 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 2 5 5
5 58 3 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 3 5 5 65 5 5 5 5 5 1 5 5

3% 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 4 3 2 2 3 3 4 3 2 2 4 3 1 5
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k2 2 4 3 2 3 4 4 2 4 5 1 5 1 3 5 4 4 2 3 2 3 1 1
33 2 3 4 2 3 4 4 2 3 4 3 3 1 3 4 5 3 2 4 2 3 1 2
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BRI HERR.
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Table 5. Express business volume of China in 2019~2020
Fz 5.2019~2020 FHRE RSBV F =

Ay 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

2019 4 452 276 486 492 523 546 525 53 56 576 712 673

Ak 55 (1L 1F)
20204 378 277 598 65 738 747 694 724 809 / / /

BRI HERE.

AR H HER TGS i S R 55 B 2 IR DG NE , RIMARTE — 3 (8] S AEAE A L R R 2R
DRI 4 Fp BBt B R B2 AR IR £ M A R rh i A2 B (R /3 EAT AR BE, Ja PR AT A B R AR I
HRTHEANMERREELR, REESHEEEE, AR RN ERYERBE 2B R K
Wil MEAEE 5 BRI AT IR — e A PR R Aoh  HActi  FE R) ek s — ALV AR AR AT IR T . 2%
KE R QS B SRR 8RS —, FR BRI R 6 Prx.

Table 6. Partial data of preprocessing results
2 6. FALIREERAVER S BB

FPs  AEEME(X)  AUFIEK) WRUE(X)  RIETEX)  BEAAEXs) GFPFIE(Xe) HEFENE(X,) LS E(Q)

1 5 5 5 4.85 5 3 5 5
2 3.67 5 3.93 4.66 4.69 5 5 5
3 3.27 3.72 4.27 5 5 4 5 5
4 4.45 3.99 5 4.85 431 2 5 5
5 4.03 5 441 5 5 1 5 5
350 2.79 3 2.90 2.84 2.75 3 2.74 1
351 3.43 4.04 3.57 3.48 3.07 4 1 1
352 2.64 3.77 3.60 3.09 231 3 1 1
353 2.64 3.77 3.10 2.88 2.63 3 1.44 1
354 2.97 4.04 2.36 3.45 2.69 3 1 1

5. MELSRDH
51. FESME S
A —E 4R FR Cronbach’s Alpha RECHIAT(S FEALE, Z5H WL 7.
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Table 7. Cronbach reliability analysis
5% 7. Cronbach (SE S

s KIETUS AR (CITC) O T LB P o R 4K Cronbach o %k
gl 0.803 0.964
) 0.758 0.964
g3 0.743 0.964
g4 0.683 0.965
g5 0.675 0.965
0.966
g19 0.670 0.965
g20 0.801 0.964
g21 0.625 0.966
g22 0.760 0.964
423 0.715 0.964

M EZRAT RN S ARHMEDY 0.966, KT 0.9, BT HIWT Fe B /5 B AR o |t “ I I ER IR o R
B AR, AEEATMIER S, (S EREBOPRAWIEK BT, RIS I R A R A S5 AR 0

BEXF “CITCHE” , /By CITC EIRT 0.4, UM B AR A REFHIHOR O R HAS EOKF
Rif. L2 Lpnk, WefdafsE 2 8UemT 0.9, WHT 20,

ARSI SRR AT R A G, AR N2 8 P

Table 8. KMO and Barlett’s test of sphericity
3% 8. KMO 71 Barlett Bk 4256

Barlett ERTEAG L6
KMO N kY -
EALE T H Sig 14
0.928 6939.141 253 0.000

 ER, RS ER IR I 4 KMO 158 0.928, KT 0.7 H. Barlett BRIEAS 36 1 45 H
FHER KA 6939.141, BEM Sig /M T 0.05, UHERKIBERL, ST SLEBUEEIE
BT 18, {XAeIREL 5 ANEF, HB¥ P iRss s m 5 NMErsE, RInSEME. S5, st R
EHEAVE BT, H B E R FRIESH) 66.03%, A TERE R ITIRSS B 5 MNEBEAR R .
R, R FE B A 7 R e 3R 5 N AR, PRSI E gk 9 ok .

Table 9. Logistics service quality factor analysis table—Rotated component matrix

* 9. MIRERS RER T A R—he ERI AR R
JR 5y
1 2 3 4 5
ql 0.489 0.618 0.358 0.275 0.165
q2 0.271 0.744 0.153 0.197 0.060
93 0.142 0.711 0.257 0.188 -0.105
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q4 0.109 0.770 0.021 0.091 -0.070
a5 0.480 0.507 0.532 0.296 0.204
g6 0.023 0.314 0.611 0.066 -0.127
q7 0.125 -0.027 0.720 0.140 -0.146
a8 0.522 0.540 0.487 0.267 0.207
q9 0.717 0.222 0.122 0.066 -0.121
g10 0.687 0.036 0.041 0.168 0.094
gqll 0.697 0.155 0.214 0.071 -0.130
ql2 0.736 0.270 0.157 0.167 0.023
g13 0.478 0.511 0.450 0.351 0.193
ql4 0.175 0.139 0.010 0.764 0.035
ql5 0.270 0.209 0.067 0.693 0.080
q16 0.094 0.093 0.255 0.740 -0.078
ql7 0.017 0.150 0.162 0.677 0.034
ql8 0.500 0.530 0.519 0.269 0.205
ql9 0.375 0.295 0.498 0.048 0.212
920 0.192 0.148 0.593 0.165 0.189

R T WURIES IR KT 21k, a lEFETE 6 B AR k.

IR L L J7 o0 B B R R PN AR R HEAT R 7047, H KMO {B79 0.893, KT 0.7, BEHILLL
A BAT R RUE, W AT T AT .
5.2. XS HHFEYISrHT

ETEBE ST EE R, ROWNA Rl i RS BGE AT FACBE,  FEPRUALER 5 i HEAT AR
PEI T, SRR EGEFE IR 10 Fos.

Table 10. Correlation analysis between dimensions of latent variables and customer satisfaction

10, BT ERHEZ B LREHEENEXESH
nEEM &5 RE R BRSNS S HEENE Q
Je R AME SN 1 0.495™ 0.6177 0.645™ 0.636™ 0.040 0.678" 0.682"

AT EEPE
Sig. (W) 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.457  0.000  0.000
. FREMEGHE 04957 1 04957 05347 05847 0025 05397 05907
e Sig. (WE)  0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.639 0000  0.000
N BeRdbiAoctE 06177 04957 1 06267 06537 0035 06547 0.660
R Sig. (WE) ~ 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0510  0.000  0.000
‘ Be/RdbAHOCME 06457 05347 06267 1 0643" 0013 07777 0801”7
R Sig. (WE) 0000 0.000  0.000 0.000 0812 0.000  0.000
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FOREMIETE 06367 05847 0.6537  0.643” 1 -0.020 0.6947 0.710”
5 Barfa

Sig. (W) ~ 0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000 0711  0.000  0.000

JEoREMASEHE  0.040  0.025 0035  0.013 -0.020 1 0.007 | -0.015
W Sig. (WE) 0457 0639 0510  0.812 0.711 0.893 = 0.774
" RIREMSEME 06787 05397 0.6547 07777 0.694” 0.007 1 0.860"
fleastt Sig. (W)  0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.893 0.000

o R 06827 05907 0.6607 08017 07107  -0.015 0.860" 1

Sig. (W=) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.774  0.000

vE: **0.01 FH(UB MR E . MRE: 354,

M ERATRL, SR A A R LR 3, (HR PRI — A R B AR, R AR
bR, ATUABEATEDR M. AT A M2 fl, 48 23 MR AR S e TR BUEREAT UBUAR B,
RGN 7 MR EHUEIF S5 2 AR A PR 55 B N [ AR AT A

(B dEIEWREVSE

Q=aX + X, +yX;+0X, +eXs+uX, +9 (1)

e Q WS E, av B yv O+ & p P HARGRATEENE, Q0PI IR, RUENE. (BB,
HEAE MM EE R B, O AR R 2

NRHIE FAREETTRE, EEX 6 MEREHITEANEIL, FREEREWE 11, % 12 Fix. @il
P11, # 12 LA, 8 H2a, H2b. H2c. H2d. H2e. H3b #7E P <0.001 /K F LR, H VIF<
2, WHARAZHMLEM, H 6 MELEM F{E5 74 306.510. 188.164. 272.380. 629.595. 357.856
H1999.066 #R7E P < 0.001 H/K-F E 2, BB EEME. S5k, Btk Rigtk. E RS, #
FEMER s 55 = AR IR, R R SRR, S Bk,

Table 11. Regression coefficients of express business volume on various factors of latent variables

F 11 B SEMNBRTELEFHEAREY

- FRfEL R B . sig i FLLk Mgt

Beta VIF

CIE 3 0.682 17.507 0.000 1.000
25 0.590 13.717 0.000 1.000

R 2 0.046 16.504 0.000 1.000
RiEME 0.801 25.092 0.000 1.000
EASTECacs 0.710 18.917 0.000 1.000
HEFENE 0.860 31.608 0.000 1.000

Table 12. Summary of model parameters of express business volume to latent variables

F 12, RiBA SEMNBTERNERSHLE

N 4253
Bl R R? s Rz IR el
e Pl SEMF AR
EIE SR 0.682 0.465 0.464 0.8175 306.510 0.000
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Continued
2N S 0.590 0.348 0.346 0.9026 188.164 0.000
R 251 0.660 0.436 0.435 0.8395 272.380 0.000
RIETE 0.801 0.641 0.640 0.6695 629.595 0.000
(EISCIEEXEA 0.710 0.504 0.503 0.7873 357.856 0.000
e 1E 0.860 0.739 0.739 0.5707 999.066 0.000

fe 12 AT %0, %5 R® 9EE 2> %) 0.465. 0.346. 0.435. 0.640. 0.503 F10.739, X it/ NN
T N [E] AR 5 55 5 ik 55 B I N T 46.5%- 34.6%. 43.5%. 64.0%- 50.3%F1 73.9%[HfiERE 77
Ak, BRI H2a, H2b, H2c, H2d. H2e. H3b fHRI5GIE, {EFRENL S EPGE KB T, YRk
55 Joft R LA B J 5 R 4% I X B L 45 e 5 I I A

ARAE I FOASE AL DL S AIF TR U HL, R0 IR 5 o R 5 5 2 (R PR R EL R o 7 2 et R
F s N RN SN KU B, RIS, BRI RIE N AR E, R EE
RAEIE A E N R &, FATA OCPE K A b TR 45 1, ITE P <0.001 /K-F R, ArblE
BEHL 8oL, BIWI AR S5 ek sy, i e R R A A R, TR GG R

HWR, ZREnSEME. G5E. MRt RGN, BRI, HEENE 6 METERAX PSS E
FIENE 2B, Wi 13 Frw.

Table 13. Regression coefficients and model parameters of express business volume on latent variables

13, RiBU S ENETELEAFHEIERAKLRESH

AAREN R AL FrRAELL R )

i t Sig 18

B Beta
A FEE 0.106 0.064 1.822 0.069
2 0.130 0.089 2.906 0.004
A R 0.074 0.045 1.279 0.202
REM 0.398 0.252 6.289 0.000
{5 B3 0.149 0.095 2.507 0.013
e 0.576 0.478 11.099 0.000
R R? P8’ E R Sig 14

BT

0.898 0.806 0.802 0.000

A4S [EE TR N
Q =0.106X, +0.130X, +0.074X, +0.398X, +0.149X, +0.576 X, + & @)

Arbe 9 Mt R . fk 13 1 Sig (B AT &N, IR bReadolb 5% 5 1) S i R L AE DG SAR AR AR
5B EAEER 2, A RS E PGB AT ML KPR 55 B SR ROZ 0 Fe SR S R e TR 55

5.3. MARRFZRES RSN S E D

MRPEE 10 PRl 55 B0 VIR 55 B ) (B SR 4 Beta T 45, PIRAZ @D SS BT b, 0 R
Wb 5 B R R R AR R R A, L Beta {E0 0.801, IRAEAWI T KN ER RS, AL
FRIETE SR 5 o B R R I RIS R, R I NEEAMEAIE SR, ™ IR S5 (K RS Mok E &, L
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UG5 AT, K Beta fE09 0.710,  H AT ERATILXS 5G X PLEEEHAR R 51t D iovIlse, Fr
PUNATTRHE S T SRAS P SN2 o AUBER i R h HERR VR IR — A ORI R E i P . 55
FIRER, FCREmRE LT RAETE, e HL BOrml o, 4 m A i e B B ARAS P el 2 4 i P IR 55 o
e AT, WRPEREIE R SR, ARIERE H AT R TR N A E SR T
(EESENS

PRI, ARFE T HL R IO A7 A2 B RO R, BRI PR il B LA 5 T EAT 250t -

P Pt AR R e RE T, BOZEE T RIEVE R e, BREEAH s it A S s ah, )
FEAA AR S S INE E, RO R Tl 55 S MK LR @ RAT I RYESE 4 6e 77, kA
I st i Ml AE B v 5% TP AR KT B TR 75 A B3 AR AR 55 R DA S K n R Rl 55 1) 22 R

Al SR NS BT A, RIFE S AR P S BRI, RS B TR AR A R
FEANF S B AT 6 DL~ R OR B B BB RE . MASCHE LA R, fE B ATHL. i
B REA T AL IR TR I B EL R A

F ] s A 75 23 EAD AR 55 o AR P A R ok AR A i 2, FLrh AT Rk, IO,
ZeutE, RiEvE, {58 RS VEXHERENE KR R R 1 (Beta {H 0.777) F{5 B AT 73 (Beta i 0.694)5h, T
SEVER) Beta fEL 0.678 fK, % T 1 82 ) Al 55 ot 2 B i (0 R A i 55 e Wi 8 B e ST SR A e
WRIEAHIE TELE R AT UG, HEREVERT DU 55 5 (i oK, (B B R P B R i iR 55 o i T )
5 MNEFZRIACE, IR Al EAE QAR IS AR Rl b, XM B B e AR L B Bk
HATAL, TR B S Ak ik %55

6. &it
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