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Abstract

Whether a carbon trading mechanism can substantially affect low-carbon supply chain network de-
sign depends on whether the carbon price signal can penetrate baseline operating costs and become
adriver of management engineering decisions such as facility location, flow allocation and green tech-
nology investment. To address the lack of an operational quantitative criterion in existing studies, this
paper proposes the carbon cost ratio 6, defined as the ratio of net carbon trading cost to baseline op-
erating cost, and adopts 6* = 0.1% as a critical benchmark in the proof-of-concept scenario to con-
struct a dual-state threshold measurement framework covering the structure-locked state and the
structure-responsive state. A bi-objective mixed-integer programming model integrating production,
warehousing and transportation is developed and solved using the non-dominated sorting genetic al-
gorithm II (NSGA-II). Numerical simulations are conducted on a light-industry network with 5 candi-
date plants, 6 candidate distribution centers and 10 demand markets. The results show that when the
carbon price ranges from 60 to 600 CNY/t COz, 8 reaches a maximum of only 0.014245%, which is far
below 6%, and the network topology does not change structurally, indicating a structure-locked state.
In a comparative high-emission industry scenario, @ is approximately 1.8%, and the system enters the
structure-responsive state. The findings indicate that the impact of carbon trading on supply chain
network structure depends not on the absolute carbon price but on the relative penetration intensity
of carbon cost into baseline operating costs.
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1. 5|8

EERTRIGEAR RAWIRAL, RS 5 RSk, B2 oR I MO s A B i 4 [R5 1 3
A R BE R 2 B TE . X E B TR, SR R A AR 2 5 BT, RS 5 R
TREN AL B LE 7 B E L IS SV 2R (b R IR S5 R AR B P BB RRAHE U 53 78 R (EU ETS)
A CLIZ) 5 BT/ COL THEE 100 BTG/ CO, VAL, B w137 5 2021 488 3 R Beaiin #5817
JEBH TR, B 5 AR AN AT\ A R BR AR B35 2257, mRARREAT LB A (38 A L il )
15 1% E, TR THEEAT AL 0.02%, PIZRATEAS BN 5 (0 NAZEAFAE T 20 [2]. 7 & S
1 Power BI B 5L 4% (UL SIBE A AT, DA FTH IR G (Al KA B T BRAR A L PR SR AR [ 3]0 ARIRAE LT
PR i 2% (BN BRI SRR, X AT 1 IXBRBE RN AT S ISR ZE S (4] ERRBT T, BRiNRE
T AL EM R SRR, B HTBOREE. AR S A MR AR 45 R R S [l 4

AT AVAAAE =T AL - S, B0 Bt AR HE R BN G — W (5], B HIE R
TR 2R B AR AT 2252, TS IR T U - HEIK Pareto AT A EE ZEIEA . [ YRR I 4k
et 22 R A TR AL HE B e, AR BE 78 73 X 0 AN ) AR S8 200 Wit i P 22 5, R 7 X LA 220 ¢ €. 5
ARIENE [ 7 G B RAS Z ] IR AR (6] 28—, ST RIA ANA 22 1k 10 A 2 2 SR P B Wi S e [ 7], %
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WM B P BN TR E L ZNE A A AL . 2=, B RRBERE, BEA BT R TE R 0% B AT S Ag
5y FRAS A G T B AhI2 8 BRAR B 00 R I B Fab, R 3 LA W7 B AE Sy AL ART s 8 % 3 1 52 1 o) 4% 45 44
RIFE[8].

ECB AL B 0 2% BE VT AFE 7T )32 BINBIRHETZI R 5 2 HFRRALAESE[2] [ 7] [9]. Lee A1 Ham R A GBM
LSRN R Z B AR V(1] BN S IR T AT, FEMRSEM R T R IR EINE S 2 L
DEMATEL f/NAHE BRI [10], 5K SRS TBUF S il s o265 5 R Bl 1 = B i g Asi 2
[11], BXGEZEHR]H NSGA-II-TOPSIS J5 7t Jig St filie 2 B it T BEAR A 12]. 7EEFRIFFiH, Chaabane
S PR HERAE Sy WL T A4 2 T R i N B A AR [ 13], Hua 28 M EETE Y BEALA 204 T B8 Sy BRI T B 55
HEBGR SR 5[ 14], Zakeri S5 LUEE T BB AN SHEREE 2 P 2RBUR I BRI I 52M[15], Brandenburg
FH B AR RN T ERE 7 7 ARER A N BEBC B I B[ 16], Dekker 25 RGMiFE 118 B AL 5 A8 SR F 1)
S FH[17]. Benjaafar 548 i, BRAE 5y 120 7 e FE MRS HE OGRS M b K 2 B, (EARG H H RS T M
25 SRR LA T A BRAE PR B AL IR 8]. DRIE, A SCIR AR ANZRIF A EER I R ik 2 SRO0T (it I 5 R ) S
I /2 7 Benjaafar 548 MUAF 75 (020 b, #E— D3Rt —ANArTH5L, THUBL T AT 2 Wi i B DA &
TEHEZE.,

BT b, ASCHREMBRARLE 0, F DA R BRAE 2 15 A AR T IR RNE T RO W 5 A R, RS e
EE ST IIANGRRAE 0% 4 0 < 0*Bf, MR FEH RS ERARZE SR [BE #%RARIZ i A
HFEYE, RERINGEWBEDS: 2 0> 058, BRI 5 A REN R HERNIZ & A RGBS, BRAME
SIS M BT E AL S, REHENEMRBA . ZHERE “Bras GLEE A %07 gtk
FIWT AT T AT RO IS EA A, AR PPk B AE S AR X Bt I I 2% IR s ER 4 T Ak
TH,

2. HEE
2.1. AR SRS

AT T AR AR B B DX 2 0 25 A2 = T X343 P O (distribution center, DC)AI 23 75 3K 171 =
MNEH . Hrp, T M0 RG-S ks, FRTIAMMES M. RFEE T 2 e Rk ik
EWHIT BT S, FFRCE T RIE 7 i, DL ST oR. NS E AR s £ 2ok B L
JTAEFEL G g DT SRS H AN A8, Horb, AR PR RIS AE IR IR HECR ER R Bt
T ERBRA LRI KR, BIERAARE, @ SRE R AR L SR iRHCR
BRNG—HH, FEHBRESIUE. ER ST, M ARYEIT R B fe 3845 % RO 19]: =
HE B0 I BOAGUNT $2 2N T SERC A, M HEBUR T RO AU 3232 H o B RIR LA, SEAM 5 S22 A7
T ot %

PRFET DU N s ik Bttt B A B L [8E i AR S e B RR E s & 7R SR i 7 i 75 SR
& HAM AR /2, ARVPERTT; S RE T BT A=A R e {p,j} 5 &5 7085 O 7 B fili Bk
HR R e_{w, kO8N, H 55X RO BORA 2 A K R BRHBCRE o NEHE L GRECAZ
FE A Bt = e Lu gl 43T, 23 o e R BT AT B 5 SR IR J LRI A BAIZ 3))(geometric Brownian motion,
GBM)FfNLIEFE, 32 AT (1 -spread)fi: AR g 5 JAER A 28 B8, 87 A% 18 22 i TG
Bah i AP AR . FR 1 RE NS TR MR B AE T AR %5 375 2850 IV Yo ) 8% 35 ) i J82 P 52 1 L 1

2.2. FF5AA

FEMHARTS K 1.
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Table 1. Description of model symbols
= 1. REFFS UL

inss X
J K, M BT . BRSO, TR TARES
v {jkY, z_ {km} T B ke B k BIFTSRTTE m 7 RS ()

prod_j, inflow_k
uje{0,1},v ke {0, 1}
gk
Cap j, Cap k
et
e {p,j}, e _{w k}, e
d_{jk}, d_{km}
D m
0
p_buy (s), p_sell (s)
E

VANVA)

TTj MR REES_ky_ k) 80 kB NERES_mz_{km}) (1F)

WRTRE: REERTL) /ot k
T js S8 k I E B IAR (T 7T)

T e Re EIRL a0 kA E BRR()

B AT AR CGT) B IE i AR (TT/(1F - km))

TR SR RO RS SRR T AR HE R B
T B R ke RSO & BT m SR B (km)
TR m 7= ST R = ()

MV ZJAF ) S 2 B B AL
15t s NRRECATSE AN FISE A (J6/t CO2)
BERIHE R SR (t CO2)

FOZE AR BFR(T TG, 8B 5 A RLEBRHEIL H A5 (t CO2)

L (t CO2)

2.3. B¥ReR#
EREAE

B/ ML BE SIS E A 20 (JT78).

Z =3 _jf _ju_j+3_kg_kv_k+{c-2_mD_m+t-[S_jS_ky_{jk}d_{jk}+Z_kZ_mz_{km}d _{km}]+C _c(s)}

/10000.(1)

C_c(s) = max(O,E—Q)-p_buy(s)—max(O,Q—E)'p_sell(s) o 2)

A, AP IR S [ R R A, B = IR A A, R

TIRERR PGB A, e — TR

WAL G A . B EHR E BIEECE O I, VAL KA p_buy(s)ME LB 2 S HR E KT A 0
i, AV AZSE AN p_sell(s) BT RTLAOF RGN T, Hrh s SRRSO 5 LB 5= . KA 22
(spread)ffi p_sell<p_buy, MIMAERCER - BUAK R HTER BEE LG . LA HRIR, 0=|C_c(s)l/Zi,
base x 100%, H.0>0, FF R 5155 H A T E L.
Fbredid 2: s/ MEBENBE BB Za(1 COy).
i} -prod _ju_j+3_ke_{wk}-inflow_k-v_k+Z_jS_ke'-y_{jk}-d_{jk}+Z_kS_me'-z_{km}-d /1000 3)

Z,= {Z_je_{p,]

BRILAFA T OIS = A RS

—INNAZEAEL o ARG A T HE R R B 3

TEAFETARLL, I T SRR O EOR R FME . #e52, WHHBCREEARH T s, H Rk

R AR S ) ] RN, HILTE R 20 5 Z, Z A Pareto ALAT[7].

BRI o WG —H L

I i 32 A R 3 A S ) ST P % e B BT

2.4, HREH
(1) TR LLH:

S _kz_{km}=D_mNmeM 4)
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Q) METPHLAR: T jrar-eS TS ash otk &z Mprod j=3 ky {jk}), 28H
O k BB NPEESET H % fF R i & & 2 M (inflow k=X mz_{km}).
(3) PPRELIH:
prod j<Cap j-u_jNjelJsinflow k<Cap k-v_kVkekK (5)

(4) BRECH UL
0=%_jq"-Cap_j-u_j+%_kq"-Cap_k-v_k ©)

b, g2y g AL REXT B O AR 7 T AR 4
(5) KB ELW: y_{jk},z_{km} ZO;u_j,v_ke{O,l} 0

2.5. RIEFE

AR W ZE T EXS 0 HLHI#AT IR S5 708 55—, R GBM ZIBEBRAT AN E L, BAN p(r) AL
IR N
p_buy(t+Ar)= p_buy(t)-exp[(,u—JZ/Z)At+0'x/At-£J. (7

o, w REIEIKE, o REBENE, o~NQ, 1), TEMFLERET, I SREF RIS T4 B St B 1%
IF LA BRAR LS SR A% 1)~ SAMEAE Dot S, DAARE 22 S it f i 5 ARG

5 K H AR SCRCHEF 18 AL SR (NSGA-ID) R i H Fr TR -G B HOM K 1) 7L, $R13 AR 0 7K-F T ¥ Pareto
B T E[20]. POAREISKEN T+ K+ K-M+ J-K =101 452808, 1 J+ K72 0.5 BE 14
WG IT IR, eS8 TRoRmEN RO F]: RIS BE T A R 5 RS A, BLgl S Fh
R AT AT XIS Sk, BIRTT VIR SS T 1A — Bt F H bw, RIRGAIASTE] 0 7K P AR R I 28 S5 44 () mi ROTR S
ARCRVERE RO AESE S, TR 2 B AR 85 SR 20 BB AE 5 A 5 3B U8 . AELY AL # 7 18,
I S A s A — A g A TE R P B SR E: TR IR Y, BECR B E AL 51 N 2 T4
AR 5 A AETT I, PARAE Pareto B AR 277 AE LI A BR .

2.6. LR E

AR AL 5 AMEIE T . 6 AMEES A O 10 MFER TSR . SHESHR
Tk SRS B R (BT P AL 6~18 kg CO,), FH T RS BB AELLAE A 0 AKF R IPE L] & %ik
it PR B AR B HE T R B S B S RIS AR B SRS, R AR . HESOR R
LT AR R 3 BN T g i . i T S8R 2, (g a oSO E 3, HihS%
W% 4.

Table 2. Parameters of candidate plants

FT2 ARET 8

T BERA fj (FiTT) F=fg Cap_j (1) BNH e_{p, j} (kg CO/f)
T 127.84 288 6.54
T2 134.05 214 6.12
T3 140.34 208 5.81
T 4 118.47 262 7.62
s 117.02 257 7.08
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Table 3. Parameters of candidate distribution centers

F 3. ARESHPIOSH

L k BBRA g_k (Ji70) R Cap_k () BATHEI e_{w, k} (kg CO/1F)
DC1 43.74 199 1.695
DC2 48.01 297 1.632
DC3 65.97 208 1.044
DC4 53.74 293 1.168
DC5 58.08 181 1.085
DC6 66.92 292 0.844

Table 4. Settings of other parameters

F4. HithSHRE

¥ BEH AR
FALAE P AR ¢ 120 Ju/fF MES MR, 5 AL =R IR
BARLIZFRA ¢ 0.8 7o/(4:-km) %% Fahimnia Z£(2015) [7]
AL 0.0240 kg CO/(4:-km) %% Lee F Ham (2023) [ 1134 L 5] 4%
WA GBM HILE1E po/u/o 60 7T/t CO2v 5% 15% Zx v [E A E RTINS ER S P LR
SESEM 2 (spread) 12% 22 RN TIT 3978 &) BE R AR
FRrRIsERES 200 ZFaE A e
TR B AL AE Qo 2T J3 Wt RE I 90% 375 73 1L Y27 B8 90% 51 /3L
RN X E A 5 p_high 600 JG/t CO2 FT B 43 A
NSGA-II #f NI EL G 120/200 S M i B (LB A)

2.7. BRRRASEL 0 BIRE X
TE/ AT Pareto BIVEZ T, ASCHI N TR 5 A % & B8 T M FE br—— IR A LL 0:
0=|C_c(s)|/2, .basex100%. (8)

Hrr, Zbase TR ANEE WA 5 A KI TS E A, LA B 2 BN A . A7 AR MZ A .
T RS G (AR LA 2l T SRS, 3 5 A RIS 2l & R
WS, RIS . RAVAHME IS, 0 REW MNABHA LS —ZEIRAZ 55 5 K FERE, A%
RN T IS0 . 0 R, DB AE S A HEN T JE S 8 AR O SEMA ORI 2% 0 THRT E
RAEGEHIVEN R . A ST 0% = 0.1%E 9B IR UE S b il SR 9, 2 BUE IR AR AT W E w8, T
AT 2B AT R G NE B TR AR R BEH I, J5 SRR 50 AR B AT s i — AL
. RGURER D I 5.
Table 5. System-state classification of the dual-state threshold model
5. WEHEERNRGRTSR S

RGRE 0 &AM P& IHT R
Pareto HIWY 3= 2t Bl 4k (U H R 22 5« T At BORRAS RIS i AR TRE s R
AR BN AR R e 0 45 3 41
TAN RO IR 28 v (Y AR B C AR Bl P RE A R B bk R A &
fic & A %

SEMBES 6 < 6%(8* = 0.1%)

SR RLAS 0> 6%(6* = 0.1%)
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3. BR 51118
3.1. Pareto BB 5 0 IGE

NSGA-II 5K JEE R B 18 MNELECSRN Pareto FIUY. RIVEMENI A RAICH 681.77 Jijt %
BN 759.74 Jit; HERURAE N 8.09 t COy. HiF AN 8.37 t COx; AES N 77.97 Jit, HEMESE R 0.28
tCOy. 455, Pareto BT 32 22 1 Wil 4% 4 R /K- 22 5 0K B o AR AR ity ff 6T B 681.77 J3 TG RUA N 8.37
t CO HER, FH 15 it 4 A B i ) o] 5 o A 2 A1 AL T 2 s v PO 1 s ARHETBCm AT B 759.74 T3 76 LA Al
8.09 t COL HETif, F 15 it 2H 4 B8 i ) il 2 B A 258 v AHL SR HETBCB AR 174 1

TE[Al— Pareto BUHTEEMN b, Xt =FiRAE 5 18 5e AT 0 J b3, 2R WK 6. &5 0 [HIK TG
BE 0% = 0.1%, N 0.014245% (K RS 55), KRGS TS5 -P10E &

Table 6. @ values under different carbon-price scenarios

6. FRIRNERTH 0 &

=P oS B G/t CO2) REM 71, base (FATL) Zx(t CO2) RN 0 (%)
A: BEEGRN 60.00/52.80 IR B AR i 681.77 8.37  0.000963%~0.001424% 0.000966
A: BEGRMN 60.00/52.80 I HE o 759.74 8.09  0.000963%~0.001424% 0.001056
B: GBM Wi 63.80/56.15 IR B AR i 681.77 8.37  0.001024%~0.001515% 0.001027
B: GBM Bt 63.80/56.15 I HE B 759.74 8.09  0.001024%~0.001515% 0.001122
C: JEIMK 600.00/528.00 KA 681.77 837  0.009626%~0.014245% 0.009658
C: JEIK 600.00/528.00 ko 759.74 8.09  0.009626%~0.014245% 0.010555

71, base NEERGIZE A 0= B HIFMA)Z1, base x 100%; BROFE “/” #5505 AN 5 L.

B 6 AL, = Fhih s R Pareto fRFEIRIF— 50, B R AR R R R SCIE R RAHTIETE RS o Bk
A G AR BTV AR R A B bR 7= AR BN %, ARl R Bt e bk B B e Y A f e A . R ERE T, 4
0 A FHBARACEIS, BRANME 5 WK1 8] 5 BA RN LR IS 8 AR RS, X248 Fh 0 32 B2 bl et R 2 S5 A ]
E ARG IYE ;s R 0 85k 0% =0.1%)5, BR3E 5 AR 1] 68 T AR BE 22 3 o X 268 1 TV B 250
M [A 2 . Pareto HIVYZE R ML 1.

Pareto Frontier: Cost vs. Emission

—e— Pareto optimal solutions
Y Minimum cost solution

8.35 1 Y Minimum emission solution

8.30

8.25 1

8.20

Total emission (t CO3)

8.15

8.10

680 690 700 710 720 730 740 750 760
Base operating cost (10,000 RMB)

Figure 1. Pareto optimal frontier of the multi-objective low-carbon supply chain network

& 1. % BEFRMERAEREEMLE Pareto HXLETA
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3.2. HlBIERE

O W FEAEFTETH “BL HHHR SR FeAb N TR E SR . ARG, a2 E AN
681~760 Ji7G, TSHBEZN 8.1~8.4 t COy, FEUKAL J) AFE B A I 5 ELEUIC, 6 Sem i
0.014245%, WAL T Im S BME 0% =0.1%. XSt %5 Tl SRR R 25 th SO ORI AR - HERE 1) -
I 7 152 it #3  R R A1 S A ISR, T SR 7 ot HE TSR B AR A, B3 5 A 25 5 o it B A A
BRI A LA RS g DX ) 19X 265 4] PR 280

FHEEZ R, DAAFEF= 10 ST ARk o], 25 RN L) 2 € COo, MIAEHER LN 20 Jild. 78
[ Y BRAN 20 90 TT/t COL [ 52 R, BRAS 5 AL 1800 J3T0/4F; A5 VAFEFEREE S AN 10 1275, U
0=1.8%, CHIL0*=0.1%MIGARE, REFNGHWPIZ. EHRET, BINESEEM%EH
FEAE SRR IR Re e . FHUETT L, 32 T S ERAT I B AR A S5 P R HE S 0 B 22 SR K, (HI TN
A SCHEH ) 0 SUASHESL3EAT AR RE

3.3. BIRMESREMRSGE

A TN RE SRR E e, BADN RS, BRSO AS IS e . 2 17 e i
BRIV BE LR . SIS ISR AHESE, b AT RERE T HUPBRAY . BOR S ST i 2 M B BEA
AL TR R AR A, AN TS D) % 45 R e 2 AS TR A — PR KR, T AT RE 2B “ W - i - ¥k
M B BRI — 3 A B T R SE rh b T B A e S (A IR B BEAT

H, AT HRBEASOR RIS —B0E, MARX DA, Bk, KEgEZ Rz . R
Krl R OB PRAE SRR B, MR Wittt - B 5 - AR RS IR, (E 4
i R G S PR N R B S AR IS AR A . TR BRHERG. R AR MR AR A S T A AR
ZESE, HMANTTHE 2 503 Pareto VTS 0 BRAE ML A S5 KM AT 9 o

R, GBM AL R 2 E i A AL S 5l (EHEBL 7R 70 S BRI [B) & . BOR o o AT R i sh S5 451k . 5
Gt FUR B S ANSE R RS . BEERY UL R s R S AU %, IR S RS e . gk
T7 M2 JA SR AT, % o BUEREAT BE— P RE . RIRIBRAN TR 0 HLHI R A R Z A, (B
BT 3R T+ BRI 545 SR pAT W& B 1 5 BUR ] R .

4. &g

AT R SA L 0 B S BRME 0% = 0.1%, 5% A SL3E X 266 5of B 58 2 WL 047 e 12 K1) 73 kg 45 ) B
MG RNES o B T E IS R R, Pareto HIWE EZ iRt s AR ZE 45, AW N 77.97 75
JC, HEUEETE N 028 t COp; HERINMALT 60~600 TG/t CO, XA, 6 N 0.014245%, B BAR T IG5
BIME, MBI RR AR mHEAT ST SR, 0 2008 1.8%, Hillk S, RG4S
FAMA NS o BIFFER I, BRAS Ty ML T (AL o7 o 44 15 T F 52 i A E BAY 8568 7K S B s, g B
AE Gy BRAR X FE RIS T AR B A X 28 3 e

B
3 PR R SO B RIS (U R 4 TR S SBT3 30N
S5 3k
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