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Abstract

Along with the deepening of financial reform in China, the financial system is gradually perfect.
Moreover, with the further development of the economy, small and medium enterprises in rural
financial services become more and more important in this context; small loan companies devel-
oped rapidly but in the process of development, microfinance companies face various problems
based on the data of Henan province. We take the empirical analysis on the factors affecting the
development of small loan companies. According to the data analysis, we find that the develop-
ment of small loan company was mainly affected by interest rate, level of development and struc-
ture of the economy, especially the possible target for migration problems. At the same time, it
puts forward the corresponding policy suggestions from the aspects of investment return rate and
investment environment improvement at the level of government internal governance.
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1. 5|8

FE P E 22 5 R IR 30 4R, EA KPR RGN E, HRAMR K50
R T, /N DA AT (H2 S AR A AV R A AR, Al g e i s BT
LA . PEANBEE LU A IR R, R R G A B R R X IO T R R AR
FHERRTT . BHAtEe . A ety BT RN R IS S IR B B AT, AR B 5 P Al ZH 2 th
A EE AR AL, T BB A . BT ST, BRI AN, AR RIS R SRR HE— 22 N
J) Y R ME R R R AESX LR SR, ob [ <R A R Y R —— /NG A RIS R TR AR

NG R O FIAE TNV R B ME AR < RUIR 55 R K A5 I K 1 B R SIS T AE o NG F LA
B AEES TRIBIGA, /Nl R AR T, b/l =R DURAMA TR R
PRI 55, 75 B AT A R 5% XE 1) PR 85, L2 ST AR A < il A 55 KT RS S R < Ak AR OB AR

SERENZTE R ERIEIEH, — S BN ERE R A BT BT R R . AF v Rl i) 3 2 AL AT
93 RN ST RIS AR 55 RN BT ) B R AES 1 NI R R RN BRI, 525
BANXIHMAT R RRE, RIREEFRESKIBIHER . SRR, DKIREFFHK ., RNEHFTK
JEMGERE /N R R S — 2B hisl TN IR R, it TN A R AR . AT L AR B
W BN A R 5T R IR AMF B MRS R . WX B, SFHBE Ry, /it
TER A A IR PRI, BN ZOR, (HARBLSEIFA R, I .

TERZTERE AR, W RIANIGTR A 7 K R R ENAMBIT FE 1K) GDP #E 44, T2 4L T4 [ 1
WeKFo BAKK, TR GDP HERAESE 5 A4, T/NEGTER A m R RN B, SRU B AR . BEK
REEEZ AT T 15 H 7k, HIEAFAE BRI ZE R XM 22 e A A AT 22 00T J8 2% X e B ekt
TNBGER A T RIFER, DA HRA WL R 2R B /NS K o W R R 7 o0 i e ) R85 At 7 A B T
FATERRNBITH AT KRR, X TARE SR, (et DX 5t A R #R B A BRI .

AT T . 2251 E, EEZFEGRE; B AR SCRERIR, BN
NRZEGREEMA R NI R 2 E HARITIT. AN 2 5 AR 18] G fil DL K DE R < Bl 9% 2 07
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HEATHETC: 58 =80 2 /NIBTEC A W I BUIR 24T, F2 B2 F i A ANEIDE k2 ) R A R 17 L i AT 4%
iR, SN R AT AT S DU SR SR AT, I T RN BT RO LA R R
Hu AT B AL B, SR TS BRI RS589 AR R AR BRI, JUH ARG SRR« H in i
B R, ABURFRTE . 2 5] ARG B BT 3N BB PR 250 5 5 AT B (BRI

2. HERGRIR

H RIS T AN R 2 7 B0 A R 2 A/ INERE
Horb/NISER A R 2 E DTy W Vit
FREIEFC . T /NG RR 2 ) AR R i 2 B /BB K

21, MEGERARIZLESHRWE R

ANERBY R 2 B 28 UK PR R BIT 90 R SR A L, AN A w80, SRS R
THEBAT 73 Wt e — B AP R A L REAT 047, B PR AN 30 (2011) [11A0 I #edls E.4% 73#r
JHEor e 72010 SR 42 SONGRTH A R AR, RILAEEOR R B SR/ INETT K A F ARk
SRR -JESP

FHN KRB SRR A, SHE TN A R N2 E S0 B/ NI AK(2012) [2]BAT
TR 246 FAKSINEBTER A TIAWEFOREAS, K IR TR B 15 53 7 i ol F A N2 B SN T R fa bR, BFAC
T A FIGEREE ) ZHEXH AN NGT A R 48 SRR, S5 R RBL,  HR/NEBEER LBl . KBk b
Bl DEAREE R PHARGTFEL B L DEFOM AR ST LB A NG 7] I 2278 BU3aA A f 5
Wi, HLEAR. FEE(2014) [3IEIEXTLIRE 227 ZORA/INIDTE A A3 EAT SCUERE 7T, KBS E RS
ARGTHOE LR F R, 572 g RO B 2 IR A 5K

2.2. IMEGIRARLEBRHAR

HR i [ B b @ AT W, NS SRR 0 H bR ELHE AN 5 T ——FF 421 (Sustainability) AT i 45 4E J& 14
(Outreach). & #RMFELE M55 M7 R FRRFSENE, W95 BAR: Ja# o5 BT IR S5 i = v RE 3|
BHIRITIN AR, Rt bR, W55 HArfth o B bR A2 5 6e 8 — BUE | N AMFAEE 13

—RSCHRIN A/ N R A B 55 B AR A 2 H bR 2 [0 2 A7FEA — 1% . Dichter & Harper (2007) [4]
ISR A RIS S AR G, 7 B3R AR 2K, H 2 E MR K 2 i 28 N HERRAE 2 -
PR A0 AL ANERAE BE IR S5 5 100 W e 7K P R K BE AR B O N, R FTIE 9 H A5 #% (Mission Drift) 7.
WAk, T IR 2R AP 2 X T RN & R 2k, HELETIE 1) “ 35 H 4& T (Poverty Penalty)” . (Rosenberg,
Gonzalez & Narain, 2009) [5].

J3—HB oy R R AR S A B, W /INBUE DAL R S H A Al A R] A S B 2 AR AR
Gonzalez-Vega, Schreine, Meyer, Navajas & Rodriguez-Meza (1997) [6] & I SZH e 1 AR 55 42E & 14 1) /NG
YT A 3 TS B U 55 FF 2 1 4 () . Meersland & Strom (2010) [7], Quayes (2012) [8]45 43 5l 4 I AS [ B
AR T /NS SEHLA 0 E H AR B A AE B R AL 525 )11(2009) [9]38Id % & 4 T i Mk 4R AT
BEAT ROIEFL, W/ INEGE R AT LR 38 2 (0 ) B2 22 HE T 3 B AL S U SE IR B RIS« 55 S BEARFIBUR )
o VIR, dFEEE(2012) (1018 VLIS 57 Z/ANEUT A B B BHEEEE #EAT 700, RN R A
) (R 55 R H B A SR H AR AT DA

23, MEGTRARIMRE SRR IEASMX R
B 7 NBSTHR A R M E 25, 30 WNEE R A w0 A N F#ATIT L . A A 524

AN FIAE . ADNBGTER N 7 B0 ST AT 0 7.
PERA R A E SRR RDT I DT A R LE H
NSRRI ERE. IERER A R RFEAT T
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(2013) [11]HIHH 78 R B/ INEL TR o T REREAE — e B2 FE b 25 24 b xfE DA IE L4 BN LA SR A5 BT R 4205 £ 4K
At —E RS R . AL E(2016) [12148 ] 2009~2014 FE (1) 11 A48 B BRUEE , S &K 0 1E 30 4 floxt
INGUGEER A B R R BB, IE AR 5 i B, 8T N NE T T B AN E A
A,

H BT I T8 e WINEI TR A Bl 488 R T T, #BBAE 15 J B X IR 55 R S /INBUGE A 7]
RIS, ESE AT TR T &I, NG ERA 7] R 85 X IR 5 1) & e 2 IMAFAE I — R FE AN —
k. AL E B, ESTIX R, RN TSN RN B R RS X IR B kR 22 1A A HL
KR, NRESMTY, RIELFHNK, LN AT RME. IER RS —ErEs%.

3. RS

INEGE R A TR N SRR L BN TS, ST IX RS R R B R, BAN—J5 I, NETER A ]
FH R R B B AT X IR 55 R B Ak s 555k . R X AR (s ma PR kAT 200 2 B, i 2R Bt 4
FVA] R A8 /NI DR 3K O B B AT /R 1 G i i 18 B /INEL DT KA J R B I SEARTE DL, W SR & 2 T
FEAUR RBUIRA — N E IR,

3.1. £E/NERFATER

M1 ATCUR B, AR /NS RN T S TG EL AN T, 0 AR S A RN A A o B ERAE
3%LLR, 52 HR MR R4 Y GDP £ (SN 5.5%, MEEE G IRATTRT LUK IR, TR 2N A Y
AT R FE ST F GDP B R & 2 [A A7 A —8hE .

Table 1. Statistical of micro-loan companies by region (proportion)

= 1L NRSER AR X ER SR (S
NG R X LR

2016/6/30

HhIX 42 FK HUAL B 5 b PN SECBEA L L PR L
Jent 0.97% 1.04% 1.58% 1.50%
PR il 1.23% 1.26% 1.55% 1.44%
oE(R Sy 5.13% 3.67% 3.10% 2.78%
TGS 3.60% 3.43% 2.40% 2.05%
W HIRIX 4.64% 3.47% 3.50% 321%
LTH 6.51% 5.14% 4.49% 3.43%
TG 4.96% 3.52% 1.29% 0.84%
TR 2.95% 2.11% 1.63% 1.26%
EigT 1.39% 1.63% 2.29% 2.26%
ILIRE 7.12% 5.44% 10.33% 10.84%
T 3.76% 3.33% 7.68% 8.12%
LE 5.07% 4.68% 4.46% 4.74%
ey 1.34% 1.69% 3.13% 3.17%
WIS 2.42% 2.57% 2.62% 2.61%
IWRA 3.80% 4.09% 5.27% 521%
SRS 3.54% 4.07% 2.64% 2.48%
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Continued
bobles) 3.19% 3.86% 3.93% 3.55%
Vil 1.44% 1.65% 1.20% 1.12%
IR 4.89% 8.66% 7.54% 6.96%
IR R A B X 3.55% 3.92% 3.06% 4.92%
WFEIA 0.49% 0.54% 0.54% 0.54%
E NI 2.86% 5.20% 7.25% 9.89%
N4 3.93% 6.24% 6.99% 6.94%
BN 321% 2.76% 1.06% 0.88%
PN EC) 4.10% 3.49% 2.10% 1.89%
[EEEAERELS 0.16% 0.12% 0.13% 0.08%
B 7644 3.05% 2.64% 2.96% 2.62%
Hifs 3.84% 3.19% 1.68% 1.26%
HilgH 0.85% 0.76% 0.58% 0.53%
FHEREAKX 1.71% 1.72% 0.89% 0.73%
HER4EE R HIRIX 3.19% 2.37% 2.16% 2.18%

CHERUR: N RARAT)

3.2. SR/ ATIER

32.1. BRATYE

M T ATCLE TR N A B N ECE A 2010 SFJEHE G, 7F 2011 4E, 2012 4F 44
TP K RRAS, 18 2012 4 PRt NIRE R I, 22504 2013 SF—FEH KRR, BRI mE. 2014 4
Z 5, A RN A AU R N R B B, A AR R R B, PR 2010 K E]
2016 FFH ], MK TOROE =4, K ERIAET 23%, KEEEZIEER.

ISR AT: B e
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Figure 1. Number of micro-loan companies in Henan province
E 1. uEE R ARNE

3.22. NEAREE

) 2 TR A ANEDE R A F DO 53 R SRR SR, 78 2012 4 NPt NP R SR IA, 7
257 2013 ERIPEE R Z G, 2014 EJRIEF] 4952 AT, 2 Esk PRk R, BIH /N IE,
K TR 3.5 1%, AERIEKARIL R T 28%.
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Figure 2. Employees of the micro-loan companies

B 2. NS RTINS

3.2.3. SLULHEA

w3 FioR, SPHEEFIMLA GARE, STICEE AR R BAEARFE— BB LT, KRB
KPARILE 2011, 2012 FFORFFPRR AR, 1E 2013 FE NPRUK FEISH I, 7F 2014 45 R ARIA B S g, i
PRRA R, M 2010 AFJKE] 2016 AFHEK T 6.3 £, FHHKEILT] [ 48%.

NEBERAT] . SRR A: W
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IR
& 150.00
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Figure 3. Paid-in capital of the micro-loan companies
B 3. NV AR SR FE AR

3.2.4. REAT
i 4 Fras, W EERNBISTER A B R R AUA R TE 2012, 2013 SEFFANREE, SRJGTE 2014
ZJEIIEFRa R B . M 2010 BRI 2016 AEWEK T 7.3 £%, MK RIERH T 49%.

MBS AT PR WE &
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Figure 4. Loan balance of micro-loan companies
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3.2.5. —Z =AU R A RIR EL 534

%2 A HEERAE, AT R AR A K R, m g 2 BT TR, —. .
=L R R BAT AR AL, 10 NEUGTE O A A R LA AR AL, 1 EL /NG ] A
RIEFHAES 2 = =/ IR R R, (BRSSP R R A FD, Bl
T PNEGGR AR RS = B KRR EY], HESHE WKL —ERmME, X5/
WOGH A AR EMIFIFIA B, ATRERAAAE “HArWAE” , Tl — 2 AR TR AR -

Table 2. Comparative analysis

2. MR

JilEg: GDP: % JA/Ed: GDP: % JARd: GDP:3E INERGEER N NGB AT INEGEEAFE]:

PR A4 TR RIS Tk BREE =k IREE ML A RH W SelicBiAs: W DERRRAT: TH
pUYES LRSS LRSS PRI IR T SRHOE K

2010-12 25.81% —9.66% —7.59% 20.93% 23.23% 28.79%
2011-03 67.61% 17.29% 12.91% 18.03% 17.91% 18.40%
2011-06 89.07% 591% 6.65% 12.81% 11.52% 17.15%
2011-09 —81.62% -1.28% 18.34% 10.58% 13.92% 14.13%
2011-12 91.49% —5.18% —21.59% 5.07% 7.80% 7.75%
2012-03 58.50% 0.45% 16.23% 2.59% 4.51% 5.22%
2012-06 80.02% 15.26% 7.30% 6.35% 11.13% 10.73%
2012-09 —73.68% =3.78% 19.77% 21.40% 28.78% 38.03%
2012-12 43.31% =3.07% —25.74% 13.60% 21.01% 17.33%
2013-03 54.42% —5.20% 21.35% 8.82% 18.29% 15.10%
2013-06 83.48% 9.08% 7.30% 3.52% 18.98% 19.69%
2013-09 —71.40% 12.28% 17.38% 10.16% 12.24% 15.66%
2013-12 21.49% —8.76% —27.58% 1.16% 4.61% 5.13%
2014-03 75.14% —2.40% 21.64% 1.50% 5.09% 4.95%
2014-06 71.41% 8.19% 6.31% 0.55% 2.68% 4.04%
2014-09 —71.90% —13.06% 63.31% 0.81% 0.57% 2.09%
2014-12 11.86% 5.38% —43.26% —0.40% —0.65% —1.37%
2015-03 90.67% —4.79% 35.28% —0.89% 0.14% -1.25%
2015-06 57.25% 9.04% 3.54% —0.61% -1.20% —2.38%
2015-09 —66.56% 9.75% 17.50% —2.04% -0.31% —2.41%
2015-12 10.01% —16.77% —22.87% 0.61% 1.82% 1.97%
2016-03 85.67% 1.96% 21.21% -1.96% —0.76% —0.34%
2016-06 35.08% 14.25% 4.08%

Bl P ECREUT)
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3.3, MG REBURDHT

ML T BFE 4 ar OB, R RNVERBE R 7 1 2010 SRR, ZJE1E 2012 FEHEA PR K R,
3 2014 SEFEAT R M 2010 FEF) 2016 4, TR AI/INATDT K 2 ) AR A P AT PIA BT E , W] DA
JREHBARF L, (HRMNE AT E W, #EA 2016 )5, KEHN VRS, —HLTFREERS
Ho HULER, HUAEE, MG, SRR ARG A R LU AL — 2, BAATRTE U ARG &
HOERE, W 3 Pis.

H T R NEDE AR A F )R R I DU AN B AR 18] B — 2, RATAE M /NG 8 7] R R IR, AT LA
R —ANMEER, A ERBUTHCR B E N T 5.

Table 3. Comparative analysis

3. WHEothER

MDAH MDCH MDDH MDLH
MDAH 1.000000
MDCH 0.972699 1.000000
MDDH 0.972699 0.999148 1.000000
MDLH 0.998569 0.981922 0.982430 1.000000

BdEKIR: wind BdEE, MDAH A/NEGEE A 7 MU CTRE), MDLH A/NFEEGER AT BN G (TR, MDCH /NG A 7 )
SEICHE A EE), MDDH A/NFIGEER A 7 IS AR B )

4. SCIES R
4.1. ¥gFEo

AR SCAE A AE 2 2010 4F 12 H 3 2016 4 6 H I [ 7 50508, S R, KIET wind 31
¥ FE o

Tobr LB N =28, 5 — IR A /NG A B 8 . MDAH /NG K 2 =) BN ECR (R R ),
MDLH /MBS J A B2 (T R5), MDCH Jy /N SEk 2 & iS00 A (T ), MDDH A/NEGE
RN T I GE AR AR R ) o

5 TIIEI A B AR bR A - HGDP 9 B 45 GDP(42Z5{H), HGDPF i B4 2 — )l E (2
Z{H), HGDPS MR E 5 Wi (4 Z{H), HGDPT A 5 =/ b E (242 (i), HGDPFF X
A GR(ECEZEE), TFPH i R4 [ € B R IS f80(F ), HC NH A AR B, HD
IR PR AR AT, HCD AR A AT, RHC VAR A A7 33853, RAD AT A S8k i .

5 =R M AR AR EAE - RSMD AR ST Z (6 > ), ROYD NALII LR F A #(6 > H ~1 4F), RTYD
NP IIBERRI (1 -3 4F).

4.2. HEER
ARAE AT 1) 2047, 2B DU/INIUDE R A W) (0 D8R AR BT F ) A AR AR &, 1 T e 48 1) 2 LB 4R b
AR BB AT 08T, L8 OLS &5, KA Eviews 8.0 BAFHET 4047 .
Y=axX+pxI+C+¢ (D)

Horp Y (RN 5] I PEORBICT H), WAL R . X O s R TR, T AMFRIER. o
M BRNEE, CHFHIN, & NIRZED.
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4.3. BIELE
FEANF 20T pn AR e Anir A A (1), R OLS BB Hit 47 0 Fr, mTLAfF 3% 4,

Table 4. Result of analysis
4. BEISGIRER

fif AR B A iR A 1 A 2 FRA 3 1AL 4 HRL S 1A 6
GDP GDP 0.0602"" 0.0593"
HC RN 3.5363™" 3.4732™" 331017 2.8894™ 3.67417" 3.8606™"
HCD fEBEE —2.5046 -2.2107 -33948"  —6.1321""  -3.1039™"  -1.1106™"
IFPH If] 5 % 7 BT A% HR AL 0.0173 0.0106 0.0218 0.0213 0.0283 0.0197
RSMD BOADEHAIZ@6 N H) 0.4050™" 0.4210™" 0.3454™" 0.3166™" 0.1409
ROYD TEIATERIZ6 N H -1 4F) 0.4006™"
HGDPF —7 Y 0.1198"
HGDPS —Y 0.9805"
HGDPT = E 0.4952"
HGDPFF SRk E 0.1010
C RO -35.2708 —34.3563 —40.1102 —29.4259 -35.6635 -39.8974

T10%RERE, T s%REE, T 1%REE.

M 4 TTUE W, AT A R RGGER I A R SRR LR F K IEAHR R, 5LMIERR
BEIEZENEARCR, 5HHFELRIEZN MR R. 5 GDP LIRSS, HR2EZENIE
MRFK AR BIE2| GDP MM L, 55— bFk 20, HE2RFERIEMIRR, 55 =/
fR e BB, RFEMIEMRKKR, 5B R REEIEZKIEMRKR, 5eRlikRR
REARE.

4.4. LSS O HR

44.1. PARRAREZRAOFLZ AEFEERZHEMEXXR

SRUEZS 18 R B NEUGT K A R R e S M R Z AR R E M IR R — 7, AN SRR
FAi1, FIHRZBEMEROR, TERENFARCTFEETIR R MR A R AR, HARS
& [ B R KT AR T DT SG R R 2 L SR o

I ANEUGTER A B (KR 5 R KT Z T A G R A2 N IE R, 15— R BT e A X i) o
— B PR SRR KT AR KRR R, RO ARRIETH, DR AN, 2> DR K.
(BN R 24 R )RR W S A 3K P Z AR R 2 I IR R OG &R, FIAGB T, /NEITDE R 2 W) ) R el
o, RE/NIGTHARRENA K. FNBERATEA, RSk, =RERRNTETE, »
BT F AR5 0 R E RTINS P 993 R, SRR AR, SATHRIRERS, T
BEXEIN, SR ERMEI I, Al = REE LA MRATIRAGITE, ZE A INEDTE A 7] 3R A
RLBE, SN T ANESTR A R SR, ATIHES) ANV A R AR .

442, PARRAREZRMENASHMEREFELIXR
TR < Rl ) 5 R /NG K 2 P R FRE PRt AT SR IR B2 L N R B 5 /NG R 2 =] AR

ol
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BEATWETE R, FERRARBU S, DTN, NI RA R R RE SR B A e . ARSI T8 A BUAF R A
X ANEUGE O A R 25 R DR, 0 B I e i 0 e F R NI R R R R IR At . 1 X P RE S
BTN A BT ok <. $2 08 2008 4 5 A, PN RERAT AP BARME 2R E 1 B 1 G/ TR
AR IR R 5 ANEOTR A A E B SORBON BRI A S RS, BLUECRA A
AT RS IR B . TR R AGIE R G &, #R T AALFTRBUN, FRRDM R,
AR BB A e AR B et ol e, /INETDE K 24 W) ) 58 ok IR B U 7E 4, BRI SE 9 s, AHSZ Y
KIEALHUEON IR

FEGT O INETDE R 24 W) R R A 25 (K B e 5, 3t B/ INBIU DRk 24 W] 1) Jee A5 T e R ) A Jre 7k
SPAFAETLANR R AHIEFUMAF G L A L R BT i 1 IENBI G R A m] (KA e 5 IE A et ) SR A
X T IER B R, ANIREECA A REW A R IRAE S AR A, JF B T AR IR BT A, K5 BT
55 FH i B P AR AR MY A0 S A B b S B PR A, E— e R RS AR T RN R 9 THI I P B C 25 AN AL
DRSS IR R, IE R R kA kb 7e

443, MARRAFRSZFEREVEERXXR, BWE~E “BHRRE" AR

ANERGYER 2 B R FAFAE XU H bR i) A B 2278 RN It /NG 2 ) 4 i s L ARAT R 8 o
A L S5 RO, T HE 9 AT RPER B RE T o XI55 AT P S E (KB SR 7R 5 3 SUNIUE TR 38 K
PORGE BRI, 774 “CHbs W IR (Roodman 4, 2014). A/NEBEHRA Al KE 54T K
JEACFMAFFEHIKI R R L, NI AR SL5 R EEBMIKT, B— R KT, 8=k
P Z T 58 R ARBOAMES, 528 =P MR JEACT AR RO S VI, B3 IIEM SRR R . XU g
INERGTHCON R R G T REAFAE — ERR LM “ FARAS 7 DR, 28 =7l iR R AT AR B T/ INEGE R K
ERR, MANEH A 7N E B2 E W R 125 8, BB O m Bl — 2 BAK P8 =0k,
HAR I OC R IE 7 Btk — P IR

N TSI A RRAE Y, ASCRAT 1 /INEUE R 2 7] I SR A g iR A B kAT 1 AR f Ak [ )
LRI SIFORBIS RN EEE B, WIS R AR,

5. &R
5.1. EELp

ASCA R R A NI o w) R R B T R A R R B AR bR, AR KT it SRR
R8s 1 A N A 7 S XIRE SR R Z AR AR, RIE=ANTTH S R — RN A 7
(5 e 5 BEAR R KT 2 (B A7 AE S 25 IR A DGR 2, R, ARARISCES, /NI aR =) (9 5 F
BN 22K . R NEGE A A R 5 IR R i R AP AE BON BRI R R e — 7, IEMLE R
EOR, INETDT R A 7 IO e R e, U B 2K (EHR S 8h— 5, TN e ) A R AT v
NG R IR R 2 R BRI L) . PIEAFEILANG R . = R/NIDTH A 7] 5 XA 5 R KT 2 A4
FEEFMIEMRR R, HRAREAAE AR LR . G5t R AT, INEITDE A ] R RO
FEL GG TI T, SRR IUER — Mk (A FE AT R ANEBE K 24 7 A RERE AR LEBR AR, —L =l
WK AT ER BN %, Uil REAFAE H PR A BL 5

RGBT UKL, H AN A R R A SR M R 2R “ HAnfife” BLR. T ez fmmE
PERFAE, /AR A AR A Re 2™ E “ Bhnfifs” A LRl b T 8AE R, R L
ARG PITPTHE A, R, RS IH , NSRRI RN TR — 1, H
R NIGTR N B PR, R RIS IRIBEEE 1R 1R e, W B = SRR
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BRI, AT “HRRE” . X “CHARMER” BLR, BORHEE PR, 51N A
G 7S AV DT

5.2. BUREINL

MIFTFFE W RE, N 2016 F2 )5, /NG A A A 3N BRI, AR Z0E S 7 dr /s
ST AR R R MR, HHRIE AN R A R R T Re 2 I “ BArfs” a8, XX
Lo m R A “ HbnmAs” w8, & BORE .

B—. BUFZEH . BUNE RN A FIMZEN TN, RN A F B4k, B
T NAS . R, EEREINEUDS R A R R R, UM EE3E T AR IR, BT B 1)+ 2 B ARiE T 440 AN
A, A DARH R B SRR, BURD N DT AR A F) e IR 55 55 2%, SCB AR 2 BAR RIS H AR

. ARAEREER . NS A R R E B NGRS, BN IIEE A, e
R ). BRAE N MVCACFUE R, BIRBEONERE RS AR ) fi k. thah, ZEEBEREA, A%
BEOE7 o T RAIE /NG R IICRE s, FIFHARRS . BA S W4, 5% 7 3047 8 T 1P AR 50,
FHAT R BIERER SR, — A HORIE T B SRS, 7 — 7 sl 7 #h2 Hix.

B BRI A R IR SGE . “ B AR A0 0 R T SRR R R R
B 75 BEEAT SRR, 3T A, KBIAR.. AR, gtRIlEE, =
FERRE R, TRTHAIIMINE, SRR ER . AN, BT REHUNAGET R P BIRE ], B
TR BT RGN ER R A TSR SE I = R A B e B A R AP (R e 3R, B 3 BT I B
53. B4

AR — R WL THD R 500 TG G2 0T R s SR e b T NEIBE R A mI I R R R R, I HLIE
ST T CEARREE T R, O NEDEER A F IR U AR R () R R B A T AR B ECR . AR 2 Ak
T, T “HbMmE” BB AT AERN, KA R =S5 1 5 /INED A 7 K IR JZ IROR
R, XWET BRI,
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Attached List 1. Interest rate indicator

BifE= 1. FIZRIEHR

sk Tk A BE KA 2 2 FELIA DR 2 2 HRIIGEICRIZ: RIS BRI
6 MHE)% 6 MHARLEEE)% 1 EIE@)% 3ESHEEE)% 54U E%
2010-12 535 5.81 5.85 6.22 6.4
2011-03 5.6 6.06 6.1 645 6.6
2011-06 5.85 6.31 6.4 6.65 6.8
2011-09 6.10 6.56 6.65 6.90 7.05
2011-12 6.1 6.56 6.65 6.9 7.05
2012-03 6.1 6.56 6.65 6.9 7.05
2012-06 5.85 6.31 6.4 6.65 6.8
2012-09 5.6 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2012-12 5.6 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2013-03 5.6 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2013-06 56 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2013-09 5.6 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2013-12 56 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2014-03 56 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2014-06 5.6 6 6.15 64 6.55
2014-09 5.6 6 6.15 6.4 6.55
2014-12 5.6 5.6 6 6 6.15
2015-03 5.35 5.35 5.75 5.75 59
2015-06 5.1 5.1 55 55 5.65
2015-09 4.6 4.6 5 5 5.15
2015-12 435 435 4.75 4.75 4.9
2016-03 435 435 4.75 4.75 4.9
2016-06 435 435 4.75 4.75 4.9

(BRI wind B )

i
;é
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Attached List 2. Industry indicators of Henan province

MR 2. TR = 4E1R

EEL e

2010-12
2011-03
2011-06
2011-09
2011-12
2012-03
2012-06
2012-09
2012-12
2013-03
2013-06
2013-09
2013-12
2014-03
2014-06
2014-09
2014-12
2015-03
2015-06
2015-09
2015-12
2016-03
2016-06

2016-09

Vi FG: GDP: BE—r= b
EES A

%
434.30
546.41
915.82
1731.55
318.28
609.49
966.05
1739.06
457.71
655.96
1012.95
1858.57
531.50
645.73
1130.93
1938.53
544.79
609.41
1161.97
1827.17
611.01
672.17
1248.05

1685.89

ViR GDP: 8 e
EES A

ES
3789.16
3422.99
4014.79
4251.98
4197.63
3980.03
3998.13
4608.23
443381
4297.67
4074.35
4444.33
4990.04
4552.73
444357
4807.72
4179.62
4404.68
4193.54
4572.75
5018.39
4176.85
4258.63

4865.29

JiTE: GDP: B =\
EES A

e
1781.27
1646.04
1858.61
1982.22
2345.70
1839.18
2137.70
2293.66
2747.16
2040.05
2475.68
2656.49
3118.30
2258.42
2747.23
2920.56
4769.54
2706.12
3660.83
3790.54
4453.84
3435.24
4163.96

4333.99

(BRI wind B )
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Attached List 3. Micro-loan of Henan province

PifER 3. AR NERES B

NG A E: BUEE ANEIBERATE: AN ANBIREERATE: St AMEIBEERA T BEERR

His £ i RN S R (%) & WAL ) i WAL )
2010-12 112.00 1362.00 34.53 31.82
2011-03 131.00 1647.00 42.55 40.98
2011-06 152.00 1944.00 50.17 48.52
2011-09 167.00 2193.00 55.95 56.84
2011-12 181.00 2425.00 63.74 64.87
2012-03 188.00 2548.00 68.71 69.90
2012-06 193.00 2614.00 71.81 73.55
2012-09 207.00 2780.00 79.80 81.44
2012-12 241.00 3375.00 102.77 112.41
2013-03 270.00 3834.00 124.36 131.89
2013-06 291.00 4172.00 147.11 151.80
2013-09 298.00 4319.00 175.03 181.69
2013-12 316.00 4758.00 196.46 210.14
2014-03 319.00 4813.00 205.52 220.93
2014-06 325.00 4,885.00 215.99 231.86
2014-09 328.00 4912.00 221.77 241.22
2014-12 325.00 4952.00 223.03 246.25
2015-03 323.00 4932.00 221.57 242 .88
2015-06 321.00 4888.00 221.87 239.85
2015-09 319.00 4858.00 219.21 234.14
2015-12 316.00 4759.00 218.52 228.49
2016-03 317.00 4788.00 222.50 233.00
2016-06 315.00 4694.00 220.80 232.20

(BRI wind B )

i
;é
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Attached List 4. Credit of Henan province
Pif5R 4. SAIRIFSIRIEIR

Eista R AR HIAERARF(ILIT) WEE: AR SR AR(1Z7T)
g T TP
2010-12 23,148.8 15,871.3
2011-03 25,263.6 16,185.8
2011-06 26,206.9 16,739.6
2011-09 26,271.2 17,179.9
2011-12 26,646.2 17,506.2
2012-03 28,915.8 18,131.8
2012-06 30,2083 19,019
2012-09 31,231.8 19,716.7
2012-12 31,648.5 20,031.4
2013-03 35,583 21,1435
2013-06 36,203.3 21,888
2013-09 37,057.6 22,5912
2013-12 37,048.9 23,100.9
2014-03 40,200.7 24,1893
2014-06 41,730 25,496.3
2014-09 41,618.8 26,444 .4
2014-12 41,374.9 27,2283
2015-03 45,501.7 28,687.6
2015-06 46,9492 29,828.1
2015-09 47,710.7 30,891.5
2015-12 47,629.9 31,432.6
2016-03 51,5729 32,995.1
2016-06 54,070.6 34,172.6

(B kIs: wind Ed )
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Attached List 5. Index of Henan fixed investment
Mgz 5. AR EBEERENIEIEH

TETR A4 TR i e Bt BB TR TR 4R
2010-12 105.64
2011-03 108.15
2011-06 108.08
2011-09 108.99
2011-12 104.24
2012-03 102.70
2012-06 101.40
2012-09 100.20
2012-12 99.70
2013-03 99.83
2013-06 99.57
2013-09 100.00
2013-12 100.20
2014-03 100.30
2014-06 100.50
2014-09 99.88
2014-12 99.12
2015-03 98.43
2015-06 97.97
2015-09 97.20
2015-12 96.90
2016-03 96.30
2016-06 98.31
2016-09 99.50

CHORAI: wind KU PE)
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