Finance xR, 2024, 14(1), 233-243 Hans iXJ
Published Online January 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/fin
https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2024.141025

FE Bt T RR FR AW

—RUEX RS A6

it

F
KGR, TR T

ks Hi: 2023412 H7H: FAHHEB: 20234F12719H; KA HB: 20244F1H23H

R

EER, REFHPTUVIN “REF” , 20224, AFI00KEH=BERE. FHF=TLHFs T RS
K BT R, REFEMKMERRES . E, BT “2F” SOUNET B es
W, B K—ERE BB RCUNEREANRE, RE TEARFSEIRGR. REMEBR
Ao HERWREFH TR FEERXGA R, FHRB R

XK ia

B, BB, B, BREEN

Research on Financing Mode of Real Estate
Industry in China

—Taking Evergrande Debt Crisis as an Example

Qian Li

School of Economics, Guangxi University, Guangxi Nanning

Received: Dec. 7th, 2023; accepted: Dec. 19th, 2023; published: Jan. 23rd, 2024

Abstract

In recent years, Chinese real estate industry crisis has broken out frequently. In 2022, about 400
real estates declared bankruptcy. The real estate industry drives the development of many up-
stream and downstream industries and it is an important driving force for economic growth.
Therefore, the “thunderstorm” of the real estate industry not only aggravates the operating diffi-
culties of the real estate industry, but also triggers a certain degree of panic. Taking Evergrande as
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a case, this paper reviews the course of the corporation debt crisis, analyzes the financing mode of
China’s real estate industry, discusses the drawbacks of the financing mode of China’s real estate
industry, and puts forward some corresponding suggestions.

Keywords

Real Estate Industry, Financing Model, China Evergrande Group, Debt Crisis

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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2. [EXRMREBENEE

rh R KA B RS BN T 1996 4E4E) MM AISE, 2009 4 11 A EBEAS B MR Ehi. Eis,
TR — EARFEE Sl 9 7k o an 15 1 B, 3 P2 AR A 2010 4] 1044.52 12,76 F1F1] 2020 4R 23011.59
.76, FEEHHE(CAGR)IE 36.24%, it TATIPEIKFE, RS /i KRR, ffidh—EHES
AR, M 830.86 {2 cH K F 19507.28 1470, & TUT 23 %, W= MR YERECE 80% A, FEGiAE 159,
2016 4 12 A, HRE5F TS KASIEL “BAEAY” B0, e GREAETERIE, (H1EK
VISR E H @, BATHHY 5K, I HICEAR RGBSR L Z M “2oi” @B, RAS
T REFEME RO, TERIEMTE “RARHTG” [1].
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Figure 1. Evergrande assets and liabilities from 2010 to 2020
B 1. 18X 2010~2020 &7, fafRiER®
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A, W ERARE RS EH, BEEKREIFRRAREE R, AAJE, EREAME KRR 56,
i =IE A2 AR Sk . AR 2021 AR A, fE A B AU FE A2 5900 1400, B —IE AR AR

B 6 A, THRK—RG PR H . 552 =R S 1 Ui A 87 7o 45 i 1 K A8 R AT S g 4, AL
R RO E KR EE T, Hk, WEmMyEL, TRBRATRIEM A RA, RESTE R E AT
1324270, FEOANTSHLAS KB ks BT, AT IRERshME, ER T, BR
H—EMR, (BIERFSM AR P T, THE O, BERNEILSIE 2R N EEHE. BREEIN
FEAR SN 71 KA 45 FEA LR, Bkl 2 AN H I “H55n” , 9 A 11 HEBEH RFUHEZ 494 400
f¢.70[3] BATNS b, bRk, BOHEKKE AP FIR T 2 N4 % Caal fl CCC, J H A T 4k
SR, ERRKM RS, 2021 £ 9 H 14 H, HUEAN S TTE 1480 12870, S v m i E 1) 10%.
2021 4F 12 B, EKFRE]—IUEEUN 2.6 12E 0 LR S E, AHE RS 6 55 =ik 1.97 Jife, 3
H L35 5000 ALK B ATAT 6000 2242 FRIAH: S 7 FH AR G PR IR0 R I, A W) 5 W 45 ot ) o VR AR i) 5 1Ay
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PERRER AN 1 TR .

Table 1. The event of China Evergrande
# 1 EAEHHE®

fif 1] FifE
2020 “F- 8 A SRR, TERAERIRL
2020 £ 9 A WA KT B, fE KRR A
2020 4 10 A TE RS R H 1300 121 RIS ST R “ ik i ”
2020 4E 11 H EPNER= RS PN N

RIS “RG” £ 1 HERIUR 29.9% L B 25 12;

R SRR A AT FVERNA R
202147 A JTRERAT IS R A IH RARAT 423K 1.32 44 An4h i CCC BT
2021 48 H TS XHE R PP R BN FifT s AT AROR IS 20 IRE K
202149 H TE R B 45 L2 S AT s WSCRE A ST R Bk 2 1480 23T

2021 4£ 12 A E K EREA S, HATF5 R

RIE 2021 4FPAFEREME, EME KRR 19665.34 1270, M 23775.75 127G, BAELFE L
82.71%, HAREEFUE IR, HIFASSEB ARG, mH, EHAIA 2.31 2Pk L4, wesk
H8 3.5 14, KHIE, HRGEELMES, KM TH SR E[4]. NARRELEWE, EEA
5 4 35 BATRGR. RS B A 5718 1470 A IR Gl R TR ) 55 3k 2200 4270 ATk B
A RLATER, 32 B9 RIAHEE N 7 B3k 9511 42,7« 14 4E T 45 B AN R AT £38 2100 1270, 4331 & HL 202k 29.3%-
11.3%. 48.7%F1 10.7%. M5 RKRE, FEREA6SS, Hh, —FHUANR6S2AE 41.97%, 2
SE R A B 53 55 AN o 30075 A, PRI K THT I 4D 2 T IR B AN A2 51 R 52 45 Fa AL o

3. lBXmEERISH
3.1. IMBIEEA
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HAxR, 2REWE A B GURSE BE, 1R =R a2 1, WA T 20k dn ARt 2Py
L, NIRRT O, WoRMAER 2Lk, N2 THOM, MR =IRALHRMMALE], WL T 5
ERE[5]. MIEK 2019, 2020 4 =I5 55 b 4= AR ER LG, X AUAEF5IE K — B 0 653 55 i B 7 SO LU 4k,
SN S5 R 2 BIAR, R Aedy Ay B T BE B, A BRI s e A R, Hbl T 6% KeiH
By RN, ERGEIR AR LB, i IR S SR s 1, (HARE 2021 4 9 ] 14 HARKHUAS
HORBERE . PRI, XS BULEHE 5155 5 2 MR 55 8 85 [B1K, — HL BRI el Rl 2 7 AR S s v SE AL

3.12 ZFMEREXSHBE~HE E

i 7= R R S R T, AT PV IR R R D R AR, i AR ISk, i
i AR AT IR K e B m R & b, Bia S BUA P A BB e 45 H oF JE e, 381 51 &
155 fEbL6]. 2019 K, B et 2, X fa RIS AN B A /i i 1 BT, 2250 M AT BN b5
Bk 55, (e RO 55 I T . BRIWA & WA E R RO Sk 2 2IREAS, 17 BAR/E F0 H £ %
(E= DUZRIly, Hofm RO T EbriR oL B, KA ST 1 DU IR, [l AR

3.2. IBEHA

321 REEK, HFHTEE

W EE R AU R R R, SMAAEE, W 2 ArAL, M 2010 SEJFAS, THOK SR W ik, K
#2021 96 A, TERMRAFGLN 1.97 Jife, RIMUGEHAECE 762 1 1. b= —osid 5 fi
BEATEB. S, RIS TSGR AN AT S 0 R SAS RATIK GR AR 2, ELAR B i b = S B AT I 1)
PE, ARTER IG5 MU AN 2 e it, S g oyl 450 b, TERIA BG4 40%, &
i TATI ) 20%~30%, TEMARR b, fERMERFZE R EIIGS T, LGSR, LN L
TV REATIK R, sl t . 48 2021 A AR EAE, A B A6 LN AR 40%, (RIS KX
FABSEAN PN 867 12, ot o WA B i 9% BBUANE &, AFAETC IR I B8 1) R, s Ak 3K 9512 12,
H SIS RAN Ny 1760 12, BRIk 7752 12,

1z
L0000 "TLERILESN Sl B
9000 r
8000 r
7000
6000 r
5000
4000 r
3000 r
2000 r

1000
0 L m L m | L M II II II II II II II_/

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

Figure 2. 2010~2021.06 Cash and cash equivalents, accounts receivable, accounts payable

[ 2. 2010~2021.06 & RINESZM. MUK R AT MERC

3.2.2. MBEAATRE
fERARR 5 77 ANk Z A fd vt . 2016 £ HIE KBTI 2R BT 07 2Rk 8efit, M R 7 e WIS AR,
BOA W LE A I BRI 1], $2SCPRE TR RN, NAZ ARG . K2 HUKSEHBLE 1T
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AR, — MR ULRT A R AT AR R R BN R, EEE =R R R K KiE A, DU AR
AT NAEEFE RN BEARE[7], BT HBAER IR, KREHRAT NS UFEEFBEE . 2017 47, H
Tk ST ) A F R s (R SR PR AL, R ORI AR 2 R R SRR ANEEAT IS AT, RURE D IR,
2021 4 6 H, JLit 6669 14, fitb2) 34%, — LU FEIA 90%. £ bk s i e IE L, 1H K HR
T BT 7 3, (RIEASR IR I R R R R R R AN

3.2.3. ZUEBRZIZFENEIER

LRI Z TC R FEINR T 655 5H .l 2 aran, A EMETE R T — A BB K™ b 35 % 0, 1
By X R RIS R RPN R B R 2 et E AR [8]. E R A E K™ &
A, AR R E AL T SRS . BEFR LA SR ECRER B e, KB T v A, X
DUREE M T H 7 A BB e LA o B L B 5 R ATIE 8 /55K, BRIE KA S A28 i LLSEEL 2 Joit
Y28 s o BLARIZ N K ML T 33t WL A AR B, B E T 0™ A ) Ml 55 L 1 S
FEEEAGE &, R KR 0 T I E E R, SEBE “1+ 1> 27 BRCR, m FEAK T & i & R Re )
AN i, AN T e KU AN SR MY 55 (K AR e 1k

Table 2. Status of Evergrande industry
# 2. BAALARR®

1l JRALI TR FENSS ZENE

G 1997 4 EPN T R T R

/N4 1997 £ (IEWNY/N4 BONIERE

wE 2009 4 TH R R ER Rl 38 12t

Stk 2010 4 EV '€l K574

R 2013 4 1HRVKR ¥t 5512, T 40 42LL

4R 2014 4 THR N5 AFEAEFART . B URAT S

T 2015 4 H R AR UL

g 2015 4 LEW N Aif& 15 AN H, AHARIRL

"% 2018 4F HrEelRiR GHEE, 2016~2021 EIHEE R 177 140

3.2.4. KENFZNMARELWAE

EHARIE A, REE Wt T EE R BAAR AT SR A, B IR @R U A
ERAHI7]. fEREVERENQISL, JEA AR HIRL (B RRI B AR T 2, B, iK%,
Pl 2% 28 22 AU, V5K BV B B 10 75 R TR R BB L] — 2 DAE, BRI PR SR EN RS
T DA B R I R A6 TEK B A L, AL A PEAR B SRR T AR AR b, JEH R 2 et
P S M PRk AR A SRS, IRARAE T AR sy, (E I 1 ok XUz, PR SCED — MoK, i =2 i
WU, A A K PR A s 783 1 SR A S N SORURG st AT . B, RECRIRIIATREMESE R,
Al A 5K R AR IRt B K9]

3.25. FERKSLITH

BE, RAMEEINE . KIS MIRYTE, WA RERIE, RRBRFRE NSO,
%3 PR, REEKR B LR, B 2016 45, HARGERERR AR,  HBR SO 2 mk 50%, 1 [FAT
PR SRHBEEAE 20%~30% 2 [0, 1EKBLEmEHAFW, HHEAM, 1L 2018 41 2020 41k,
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TEAERARELEOHATITY S, Rl TR PR, BAKE, ERELE NS RRHRL
T RAREAT R DL A N 2L, WA 1E KRR 58 B sl A L T TIOR3 40, T AN T s fk
fgElRs. T WREIIAE AR KRR, R tfln, P LI IRA A B2 VR BN AS,
R PR LLAT N, R A7 HABRI G A R E A AE, Xt RAR KA S s R A el f L — o XA R
DUATN, BB T VBRI, AR REE LARIL 1 A W) 48 RS A AE — € 1 ) R [4] o

Table 3. Evergrande dividend situation in 2010~2020
= 3. 18K 2010~2020 FEIREER®

Fr LA (T) At (o) Ji B
2010 0.01 0.08 9.47%
2011 0.15 0.59 25.34%
2012 0.23 0.94 24.98%
2013 0.18 0.76 23.84%
2014 0.54 1.00 53.97%
2015 0.55 1.08 50.34%
2017 0.45 0.85 52.71%
2018 1.58 3.25 48.53%
2019 0.71 1.47 48.37%
2020 0.18 0.73 24.69%

3.2.6. BB KSHM M EIBIRTL

BEE A B, KA NJE IS HRAT SR W 55, B DU = (8 5 (R R0 20 ok A A 7 5k
JH K — ELE I INAT A 5 s 5k, b M 2009 1 0.5 A2°F 5 K36 E] 2018 £ 3.12 12°F 7
K, HHRZHALT = LI, X PEERMAZTRE AN LR WatEz, BOH . iy sk
MR R T AR B SUBIAE RGN, RUETE A BRI S, RO A BUEEHE, K
M Ay sk, AW (G Emes, Maal. R, ERMAE R A EE T8 —, SR04 H K
AN, ALAHI S AR AR AN AL .

HARE, RE6RE E, R AR AR 80%LL I, fii%mi; 2010~2020 4, Jishth®x
FE BN LR AW R, JahtEZ M 2010 19 1.59 RN 1.24, #zhhR M 0.63 FFEF] 0.43, (KT HH
17 2 F0 1 B bR e, IR LR, FUE KRR BELLENE IR, KA L nT ek, &F)
Re) b, ERMEFZE, HEREEZIE TRHMES, ATHET 10%, SEFEHRZ, §T7r= R E
TR RIR S, BN BERAR . T &% T KEIFKE A2, 15 H ™ &R e /15510,
BN 5K S B AR S ORI 55 g R, AR TR ORISR, IR T B SRk 55 A . LA IR
Jf, RS EENFIERAZEE N A, WRERNNTRERE, ZE SRS LS
BRAR, B ARSI SRR S R R, AN . 2020 AEAT AT IT i RAB R G55 fEAL, TERATHT
Bhr, M SRR, B AR ISR LA L, AAEIENL T, fE R AR 4%
LHAR, HATZ IR R, RIS — P

4. [EAREFHRI
R R A5 55 e ML) BR324 RS 5 K L 9 A A7 LK B, AL
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ARSCAE T TR NFINT TR AR A, DUSE ) g 25 3 [ s b = A7 i R S A A2
41. ARSBRTEAE

TER FZELUMER, RS0 ST . HRBHE =2 ISR E ZaRFEIGHER . KAT6F.
W T AR RAT e LA R FeAh Rl 2 v& 3y, ARHE 5] 3 mI %N, 2010~2020 4, A [ fE KRl iE S I i
NEKIE K, JEHSE 2016 ETT4E, SRE4ERRAE 5000 120 LK, R EHE K. SR T I1E
KAEFEFERAWIIEK, M 2010 FH744 197 12.5] 2019 374 4970 12, T 25 f5, CAGR A 34%,
A5 2018, 2020 “EAHLGHT—A AT R, (HAIA3) 3400 124 L, Hra (5 2R G 0 mh 5t o mi ot s A e
BIREEAE 80% A A7, ARl A TS AN 2] 10%, 7] WLAE KX 5 45 b 8 (0 o FE AR b o 7 i 55 12 7
T, Kk 2018 F 2020 FFAEIE AT 01, A AR R AR T35 O 2 A3 1 A 3K 60%. %7 £ it
TR THEMMW A, B EHLCk, HEfGRKHES AT, 2019, 2020 4, fi5R5 55 0H
7999 12\ 716514, zifm T IR T o 3X 5 BIOA By o A5 R P AR PP K 1 £ AR R R, AT A AN BT
A, BRI R
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Figure 3. Evergrande new loans, repayment of loans from 2010 to 2020
[ 3. 2010~2020 F{EAFIELIFR . BT IE R
4.2. fEREEEERX
Table 4. Evergrande bank loan data and proportion
F 4 EARRITEREBAR ALY
LEPN JiE
Ty HATIER(LT) Bfbi(eon)  SATEERG RATHERALT)  BAfi(ZT)  RATER S
2011 517.27 1441.66 35.88% 226.96 2283.75 9.94%
2012 602.74 1972.99 30.55% 459.68 2966.63 15.50%
2013 1088.17 2688.06 40.48% 417.85 3737.65 11.18%
2014 1560.65 3620.84 43.10% 369.19 3925.15 9.41%
2015 2969.06 6148.93 48.29% 357.28 4749.86 7.52%
2016 5350.70 11583.36 46.19% 729.82 6689.97 10.91%
2017 7326.25 15195.44 48.21% 1121.37 9786.73 11.46%
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£
2018 6731.42 15714.02 42.84% 1379.62 12925.86 10.67%
2019 7998.95 18480.40 43.28% 1404.1 14593.50 9.62%
2020 7165.32 19507.28 36.73% 1361.3 15193.32 8.96%

BRAT S FAMAE FRAE TR Rl R Ee B . AR 4 B30 v DA HHPER AR AT 3K i S e e 2R
29 40%, T RAT IRHT 10%. 2020 4, HAismstd, W4T LA R 2. hEfTRE. 7T
AT 5743 B 5067.24 14 1512.77 14 450.11 12 135.20 12, KHIIE KGN EBERRIT(NEHE
). REEATIER R, fhdt 7 00 & DLREER T 32, p b= 4ol il s 75 22008 K Bt
SRE. EH. B, e, HRZEMVET K, Mo REFATEANER, FIEA KT RE R AT
Wi AT . AT PR AR BN IRIE . FEAX 8, ARG Gral GO e AR . ERA
Wik AT s LA, B R ARAT I BRI AT o BREUTAT K, TE R R RATIR R, 4ovEE
G RETEIN 3 £, AN RAT R RBURA B & R R, R R 2, 56 288 IR AT 1R AR S fa 5,
{H Rl 9% AR B =1 [10]

4.3. REHARAFSIE

MR G M, TERHIGTSS At EE RIS R R 4 %, 18RS BRI sh S aE 4Rk
WEHE I, A 2010 £Ef¥) 574 12 T3] 2020 4F ()8 15073 12, Hhn Y 25 1%, CAGR 414 35%, SIS
RIS . MWAXECRE, TE KRS 767 5 oS B Ee Bl s 2 A _EFE, A 70%45 4 80%, B4R
H—ErRR, HRERE, BRI BRI, XRS5 6 0RO AW TR, 20580
BN 13~1/2. MHITH 2021 4FH 4R K15 55 S PR &5 44t T LUE ok [6],  AF LT I 6145290 50%,
KIAG G LLED, B s R S5 MRS & 2
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Figure 4. Evergrande debt in 2010~2020
[ 4. 2010~2020 1A S fRIER"

4.4. BREMABS

MENBE AT, 1E R 55 Rl B K A B . BRARAE 2021 ARAE AN R R B ZLLL, (A F ) i I
B TR, 5 2020 FHIARAE, RRTE GRS INAE 7 B a6, RMERR AR 6. BT
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KA RATE RS, fhm EBE RIAAL[7]. [FIE, st At m AN, o T 300 v e 2 e 1 XU
IR R R Ak B8 TR 2 DA R R A e, M R tntk, HEERERAYZ) 8%~10%, i JiRHKFIRKT
7%, [ fRFFAE 5.6%~7% 8], W WoAE KA A Ak T8 7k

5. REREMAEWRFERNAE

5.1. RAEREHE—

Gtk R B R RV ARA TR R HEE KR IS & 7K [11]. =472 — N EERTIL, N TIAF]
EEEKE R, TS AG. WA, SER. KA ‘=K KERR. @ KER
T+, ERERE, SHERP—ANREERRRTE T KERSHEFS[12]. FHirs ik EAE R
SE VAR S T, T BAS T 3 AN 5 38 A0 LA il 5 IR 2208 kR SR Hh PR Alk R BRI £ MK AR AT
T, R 2010 FFJR, EEFEESRAU GRS Ll 20%, HRATITEE & e R B AR
70% [13]. XELEWE — HARTMREEZBIENE, Bl s g mARE:, SEESENE, 5|
KRB XS o

5.2. BB AT KBS A ILED

Bt AT Wi e i B A . LR SRR BRI R S T AN E
WAL o IRAERL BT EG, FUFRRSTE & TS BARAI T, B 51 3 o XS m i H . R,
AR b = A R A N R OB R 0 o (HSE PR b, Dy i ol A ORI B8 o5 EEAS 21 10%,  AH
B fiigeRhst ik 80%, MG FEISHTE B, B, —BEA5a sy A EALERR, 5 A7 L Aok
ZFEANSEHL, H 2 BRATAIG G

53. AELMTAE, MBENEERS

Lrdt Ak oy 7RIS SRR <y HEATHEIEE, AT SRR R, RIS M T R R
T I 55 3 PROSCRROR S SRR 8 < R /B A B8 e T UIRR, AT DA ERAT FR I DR AR e 1 <
I 1) ANUT C ) i B[ 1410 IXAE A5t AT M i sh S fo o b id vy, — B D@ B R, 58 ki, 4l
WA S el Bribzsb, it nds s LA AR BE, 3 AR OQBCH b 3t DR B AR RN 3 S5 4
SERLTERS, TFR A AR S SEIL DGR EN T A, D MAR SEAR IR S5 AT AT o R M foll s 1t e
PRz (E % O I REGE 1R [14], ISR ESROREAR L, FRARAE R, fem iR,

5.4. MEMAS, BIEERK

i i b Aol (9 B8 ok T ERARAT VGRS A B 6155, WS IR ], i T
AV AR ALAT, HRR B A R FAT, A T e Ak i B ROR AR LB, — FRAERRAE 6%~10%
[15]. BRUELZAN, MhAITEAE KRR AR ) R4 45 B IR GE MR eMteaTr, mT e, ik
FEFE A, IR ) A B Eim . BT 5O = 1 7 BEART IR, “BEA” . “=
TBLLLL” WA G A B O R I 2 fE — @ R R B3N 1 s A AR BT, it “ =TELLE” L
SRELHXT i 7 (R BT AT IR, X ARG S5 R B A s Aok, kR — KiTdi, HEWRESIK —
/N s AR

55. IMRSRAMAS, KX

H T ] P R A RO, — 2 s T AR TR BEA R B, (R BTN AR BT A, BRALE A, 817
FEIS R] AR | e R pAS o XU A58 5 48 5 T B 75 S5 75 5 20210 4 b 7l oy 1™ Ao lb B B89 R 53 ) Ay 5.32%,
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Forbr, BEAMETIRRlEE BAS N 6.88%, S5 SR RATE A 4.06% [15], ] LA HEE AR BT poAs B3 T 5
Wo TR, SAMTRRBEL TR, — MR BELE 1~5 FFIAERRER %I, 2021 424 K& M fi
%281, 153 3000 104 b, ECRRIMEGE A 7S T setE . iR4E Bloomberg ¥ 7R, 2021
FERAN) 25 AT EICEL T4, H 14, bR 56% [15], AR AT AR & T £ 14k
R EI.

6. XTHE Bl R BRI
6.1. SEEMEXEEZEM

RS b ™ T AR BT AR e A Fe . BARG BL5E 38 5 b i bk R FRAH 5% A A ORI B A 7 T i
PR, S S SR A VR, B i A Bl B SR A A R A7 I AMBRR BB . T
o A TR ALAT () IS 30 75 BT 5 1 7 R B O FRN A R B, KRt s st A O B, SR R
0 (0 RS PP A 2R, ] 5 < PR R VSR P S i DA BR ) Ox i  F) LE B BEAT RILE et o b 7 A i 9 )
RPER JE[16].

6.2. BEEMTMATIAER

TEEREMEATIHER, NEMESR RGOS, (RS ATHIERRE, 1—F R 55
HoAh g ot 7 N Lol . — 23 DA FRERAT (5 SRR S BR 0 68 oy o8 3, A b =iE 2545, — 4%
M 5 BARFE T M5, FRAK D5 1= A b s R AT @l 55 7 SRR (171 7T LA A 20 R b = Al 7 2
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