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SCOPE AND OVERVIEW 

This S&P Global (China) Ratings methodology generally applies to ratings on insurance companies. It may also apply to the analysis 
of other issuers that have similar characteristics where we deem appropriate. 

This methodology describes our approach to determining the stand-alone credit profile (SACP) and issuer credit rating (ICR) for an 
insurance company or a similar institution, including a consideration of the potential extraordinary support from the insurer's parent 
group or government. 

The methodology considers the operating environment, the macro factors of which we identify as industry risk. The methodology also 
considers other entity-specific factors for insurers, which include competitive position, capital and earnings, risk position, financial 
flexibility, management and governance, and liquidity. 

The assessments of the SACP may consider: 
− Industry risk. 
− Competitive position. 
− Capital and earnings. 
− Risk position. 
− Financial flexibility. 
− Management and governance. 
− Liquidity. 
− Holistic adjustment. 

We may also consider the potential external support that an insurer may receive, which could include ongoing and/or extraordinary 
support from the government or group. We may incorporate other factors into our assessment for insurers in start-up or run-off. 

We may assign other types of ratings to insurers depending on the nature of the obligation being considered. The ICR may be raised or 
lowered where we deem appropriate. 

When assessing the creditworthiness of an insurer or a similar institution, we typically analyze its business risk profile and financial 
risk profile, the results of which are considered in aggregate to arrive at the anchor. We then determine the insurer’s SACP based on 
the anchor and assessment of other factors, such as liquidity, and management and governance. Where we believe the insurer or 
similar institution may benefit from external support, which may include group support or government support, we will also include 
these factors into our consideration for determining the ICR. 

Where we believe external factors may influence the ICR or issue rating, we would also refer to other relevant S&P Global (China) 
Ratings methodologies, e.g. General Considerations on Rating Modifiers and Relative Ranking. 

 
 

 

 

 
  



 

 

Chart 1 

Insurance Ratings Framework 
 

 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

 

 

METHODOLOGY: SETTING THE ISSUER CREDIT RATING 

Determining the Rating: Key Steps 

This methodology typically considers the following: 

− The business risk profile (BRP) is typically derived from the combination of the assessments for industry risk and the insurer's 

competitive position. 

− The financial risk profile (FRP) is typically derived from the combination of the assessments for capital and earnings, risk 

position, and financial flexibility. 

− The anchor is typically derived from the combination of the BRP and the FRP. 

− SACP is typically derived from considering both the anchor and other assessments such as management and governance, 

liquidity, and holistic adjustment. 

− The ICR is determined by combining the SACP and the evaluation of potential group or government support. 

− The ICR may be adjusted higher or lower where we deem appropriate. 

 

1. Business Risk Profile 
The BRP considers the risk inherent in the insurer's operations and therefore the potential sustainable return to be derived from those 
operations. Insurers with relatively high- or low-risk product offerings, or target markets with unfavorable or favorable competitive 
dynamics, can be assessed as having weaker or stronger BRP. To determine the SACP of a group member, we typically assess BRP 
from a stand-alone perspective. We assess BRP on a scale from “1” (very low business risk) to “6” (very high business risk). BRP 
typically reflects the risks inherent in the insurer’s business operations and the potential returns generated from those operations. 

We derive an insurer’s BRP by combining the industry risk and competitive position. The table below illustrates the typical approach 
we apply to our BRP assessment after considering industry risk and competitive position in aggregate. For example, the combination 
of industry risk of “3” and competitive position of “2” would arrive at the insurer’s BRP at “2”. 

 

 

  



 

 

Table 1 
 

 Business Risk Profile Assessment 

 Industry Risk 

Competitive 
Position 

1  2  3  4  5  6  

1  1 1 1 2 3 5 

2 1 2 2 3 4 5 

3  2 3 3 3 4 6 

4  3 4 4 4 5 6 

5  4 5 5 5 5 6 

6  5 6 6 6 6 6 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 
 

1.1 Industry Risk 

The industry risk analysis typically considers the risks faced by insurers operating in specific industries, e.g. life insurance or property & 
casualty (P&C) insurance. We may consider the following factors: 

− Economic risk. 
− Systemic risk. 
− Return on equity. 
− Product risk. 
− Barriers to entry. 
− Market growth prospects. 

We assess the industry risk on a scale from “1” (very low industry risk) to “6” (very high industry risk). 

Table 2 
 
 

Industry Risk Assessment 

Score Typical Features 

1 
Very strong prospective profitability with extremely low potential impact of competition and 
product risk, and very supportive regulatory environment. 

2 
Strong prospective profitability with low potential impact of competition and product risk, and 
supportive regulatory environment. 

3 
Moderate prospective profitability with medium potential impact of competition and product 
risk, and comparatively supportive regulatory environment. 

4 
Comparatively weak prospective profitability with comparatively high potential impact of 
competition and product risk. 

5 Weak prospective profitability with high potential impact of competition and product risk. 

6 
Very weak prospective profitability with potentially material impact of competition and 
product risk, or unsupportive regulatory environment. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

1.2 Competitive Position 
Competitive position assessment may include the consideration of some or all of the following factors (or other factors where appropriate): 

− Competitive advantages, which may include market position, brand name recognition and reputation, and strength of distribution. 
− Operating performance. 
− Business diversity. 

When assessing an insurer’s competitive position, we typically consider its market position, brand name recognition and reputation, 
strength of distribution, business diversity, and operating performance. We assess an insurer’s competitive position on a scale from 
“1” (very strong competitive position) to “6” (very weak competitive position).  



 

 

Table 3 
 
 

Competitive Position Assessment 

Score Typical Features 

1 
An insurer's very solid competitive strengths make it highly resilient to adverse operating 
conditions. It has no material competitive weaknesses and substantial business diversity. 

2 
An insurer's solid competitive strengths make it resilient to adverse operating conditions. It has no 
or very few material competitive weaknesses and broad business diversity.  

3 
An insurer's competitive strengths outweigh its weaknesses and make it somewhat resilient to 
adverse operating conditions. 

4 
An insurer's competitive strengths and weaknesses are balanced and make it somewhat 
vulnerable to adverse operating conditions. 

5 
An insurer's competitive weaknesses somewhat outweigh its strengths and make it vulnerable to 
adverse operating conditions. 

6 
An insurer's competitive weaknesses outweigh its strengths and make it highly vulnerable to 
adverse operating conditions. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 
 

Typically, we may first assess an insurer’s market position before incorporating other supplementary indicators into our analysis, and 
determine whether further adjustment to the assessment outcome is needed according to case-by-case consideration. 

Factors that may have a positive impact on competitive position include: 

− Larger market share than peers. 
− Business advantages relative to peers thanks to solid brand name recognition and reputation. 
− Consistently high retention, e.g. maintaining high policy persistency rate. 
− More than half of premiums contributed by controlled distribution channels. 
− More extensive business lines and/or greater geographic diversity compared to peers, allowing the insurer to maintain stable 

revenue across different stages of an economic cycle. 
− Operating performance consistently and materially outperforms peers. 

Factors that may have a negative impact on competitive position include:  

− Smaller market share than peers. 
− Poor brand name recognition and reputation, resulting in material business disadvantages compared to peers. 
− Consistently low retention, e.g. significantly lower policy persistency rate compared to peers. 
− High proportion of premiums contributed by a single insurance product type, or remarkable geographic concentration relative 

to peers. 
− Operating performance consistently and materially underperforms peers. 

 

2. Financial Risk Profile 
We typically factor capital and earnings, risk position, and financial flexibility into our analysis of the financial risk profile. 
We view the FRP as the consequence of decisions that management makes in the context of its business risk profile and its risk tolerances. 
These decisions include the insurer’s capital adequacy and the way it is capitalized (factoring in prospective growth and retained 
earnings), its risk position, and financial flexibility. 

The starting point for the evaluating an insurer’s FRP is the analysis of capital and earnings. We then adjust this assessment for the risk 
position and financial flexibility assessments. After the capital and earnings score is determined, we typically make negative adjustment 
to our FRP assessment if the insurer’s risk position is assessed at above “2”. We may adjust down the FRP assessment further if its 
financial flexibility is assessed as “moderately negative” or “negative”. 

Table 4 

Financial Risk Profile Assessment 

Capital and earnings assessment “1” to “6” 

Risk position  

1/Low -1 

2/Moderately low 0 

3/Moderately high +1 



 

 

4/High +2 

5/Very high +3 or more 

Financial flexibility  

Neutral 0 

Moderately negative +1 

Negative +2 or more 

Financial risk profile Capital and earnings + Risk position + Financial flexibility 

For example, an insurer’s capital and earnings of “3”, combined with a risk position of “3/moderately high” and a financial 

flexibility of “neutral”, could lead to an FRP assessment of “4” (risk position score of “1” and financial flexibility score of “0” are 

added to capital and earnings score of “3”). 

The cumulative impact of risk position and financial flexibility adjustments does not improve the FRP assessment 

below ‘1’ or weaken the assessment above ‘6’. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

 

 

2.1 Capital and Earnings 
In assessing FRP, we typically analyze capital and earnings, including regulatory capital requirements. Capital and earnings measure an 
insurer’s ability to absorb losses by assessing capital adequacy prospectively, using quantitative and qualitative measures. The factors 
we may consider in our capital adequacy assessment include available capital resources and capital requirements. 

We typically conduct forward-looking analysis on capital adequacy to assess the insurer’s loss-absorbing capacity on a scale from “1” 
(very strong capital and earnings) to “6” (very weak capital and earnings).  

  Table 5 

 

 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 
 

In our capital adequacy assessment, we base our judgement mainly on the insurer’s projected solvency capacity, which we view as the 
most critical factor to assess, before taking other factors into consideration. Typically, we may analyze the core solvency ratio and 
comprehensive solvency ratio. We generally give more weight to core solvency ratio as high-quality capital is assessed in this metric. The 
analysis of comprehensive solvency ratio typically considers whether an insurer’s projected capital adequacy is able to meet minimum 
regulatory requirements. The failure to meet such requirements may lead to a constraint on the insurer’s business expansion. 

We may also evaluate the insurers’ profitability as a supplementary metric for capital adequacy assessment, based on which we form a 
view on the insurer’s endogenous capital-generating capacity. Our assessment is forward-looking. 

 

2.2  Risk Position 
Risk position assessment considers factors that the capital and earnings analysis does not incorporate or specific factors that it captures 
but could make an insurer’s capital somewhat volatile.  This could include factors such as investment portfolio quality, leverage, 
investment portfolio diversification, foreign exchange risk exposure, and risk control. 

Capital and Earnings Assessment 

Score Typical Features 

  

1 Projected capital adequacy is far above the minimum regulatory requirements. 

2 Projected capital adequacy is above the minimum regulatory requirements. 

3 
Projected capital adequacy is slightly above the minimum regulatory requirements and able to fully 
meet such requirement under stress.  

 

4 
Projected capital adequacy is able to meet minimum regulatory requirements under a base case but 
at the risk of breaching such requirement under stress. 

 

5 
Projected capital adequacy is able to meet minimum regulatory requirements under a base case but 
at moderately high risk of breaching such requirement under stress. 

6 
Projected capital adequacy is at high risk of breaching minimum regulatory requirements under a 
base case. 



 

 

We assess the risk position on a scale from “1” to “5”, where “1” indicates low risk and “5” very high risk. 

 

Table 6 
 

 

Risk Position Assessment  

Score Descriptor Typical Features 

1 Low 

The insurer's prospective capital and earnings have low volatility risk; there are high 
capital or earnings buffers that are likely to limit the impact of any potential adverse 
developments; there are no material risks that are not incorporated in the capital 
analysis; and the insurer has no material risk concentrations. 

2 
Moderately 
low 

The insurer's prospective capital and earnings have moderately low volatility risk, 
there are no material risks that are not incorporated in the capital analysis, and the 
insurer has no material risk concentrations 

3 
Moderately 
high 

The insurer's prospective capital and earnings have moderately high volatility risk, 
certain risks are not incorporated in the capital analysis, or risk concentrations 
exist and these may be material. 

4 High 
The insurer's prospective capital and earnings has high volatility risk or certain risks 
are not incorporated in the capital analysis, and material risk concentrations exist. 

5 Very high 

The insurer's prospective capital and earnings have very high volatility risk, or 
certain risks are not incorporated in the capital analysis and significant risk 
concentrations exist, or some risk characteristics exist that could cause severe 
capital stress. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 
 

Risk management generally is the main factor to consider when we analyze the insurer’s risk position. Our assessment considers the 
effectiveness of risk control relative to its risk exposures, the ability to limit losses across all risk categories to a certain level, and the 
management on potential volatility pertaining to its risk exposures. 

Factors that may have a positive impact on risk management include: 

− The insurer maintains a prudent stance on risk-taking in terms of business written and asset allocation. 
− Strict risk control and effective risk identification system. 
− Well-diversified investment portfolio that helps sustain the operating performance at a fair level amid cyclical movements of 

macroeconomy and capital market volatility. 
− Exposure to foreign exchange risk is limited or has been effectively hedged. 
− Exposure to natural catastrophes is small or have been well reinsured or otherwise mitigated. 
− Sufficient reinsurance arrangements. 

Factors that may have a negative impact on risk management include: 

− The insurer is aggressive on business written and asset allocation. 
− Relaxed risk control or poor risk identification capacity, which may result in failure to 

effectively manage material risks in a timely manner. 
− Significant issuer or industry concentration for asset allocation. 
− Substantial exposure to foreign exchange risk that’s not been hedged. 
− Insufficient reinsurance arrangements. 

 

2.3 Financial Flexibility 
Our analysis of financial flexibility may consider the balance between an insurer's sources and uses of external capital and liquidity. This 
may include consideration of capital, liquidity, and financial leverage. The financial flexibility is typically assessed as “neutral”, 
“moderately negative” or “negative”. 

We may apply quantitative measures for assessing financial flexibility. For example, we may use financial leverage ratio and fixed-charge 
coverage ratio to assess the insurer’s indebtedness and the ability to pay interest. We typically form a forward-looking view after taking 
into account the insurer’s financing plan, financial management policy and financing capacity. 

 

3. Anchor 
The anchor is typically derived from the combination of the assessments for the BRP and FRP. A BRP of “1” and FRP of “1” indicates the 
insurer’s extremely strong credit quality, equivalent to an SACP of “aaa”.  When the insurer’s BRP and FRP are both assessed as “6”, it has 
very weak credit quality that is equivalent to an SACP of “b-”. 

 



 

 

Table 7 
 

Anchor 

 Financial Risk Profile 

Business Risk 
Profile 

1 2  3 4 5 6 

1 aaa aaa/aa+ aa+ aa/aa- a+/a bbb+ 

2 aaa/aa+ aa+ aa/aa- a+/a a-/bbb+ bbb 

3 aa aa/aa- a+/a a/a- bbb+/bbb bbb-/bb+ 

4 a+ a a/a- bbb+/bbb bbb-/bb+ bb/bb- 

5 a-/bbb+ bbb/bbb- bbb- bb+/bb bb/bb- b+/b 

6 bbb bbb-/bb+ bb/bb- b+ b b- 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

 

4. Stand-alone Credit Profile 
We may adjust the preliminary anchor after considering management and governance, liquidity, and holistic adjustment to arrive at the 
final SACP. The SACP may be higher or lower than or equal to the anchor. 

The SACP may reflect some significantly positive factors that are not fully captured in our assessments of BRP and FRP, leading to the 
insurer’s SACP being higher than its anchor. Where the insurer has very weak liquidity position and/or maintains poor management and 
governance, which may negatively impact its business or financial stability, its SACP could be lower than the anchor. 

Table 8 
 

 

Anchor “aaa” to “b-” 

Management and Governance  

- Neutral 0 

- Moderately negative -1 

- Negative -2 or more 

Liquidity  

- 1/Strong 0 

- 2/Adequate 0 

- 3/Less than adequate -1 

- 4/Weak -2 or more 

Holistic Adjustment Upward/downward or no notching adjustment 

 
SACP 

Anchor + Management and Governance + Liquidity + 
Holistic Adjustment 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

 

 

4.1 Management and Governance 

The analysis of management and governance typically addresses factors such as management's strategic competence, operational 
efficiency, financial management, and governance practices, and how these factors shape the insurer’s competitiveness in the 
marketplace, the strength of its financial risk management, and the robustness of its governance. 

We usually assess an insurer’s management and governance as “neutral”, “moderately negative” and “negative”. 
  

Notching Guidance for SACP Assessment 



 

 

Table 9 
 

 

Management and Governance Assessment 

Conclusion Typical Features 

Neutral When the insurer is not assessed as “moderately negative” or “negative”. 

Moderately 
negative 

The insurer displays material shortcomings in its management and governance. 

Negative 
The shortcomings in management and governance are so severe that the insurer’s 
capacity in implementing strategy or managing risks may be weakened, posing a severe 
risk to the insurer. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

 

4.2 Liquidity 
The liquidity analysis typically considers an insurer’s ability to meet its liquidity needs in normal and adverse market and economic 
conditions. We typically incorporate the following factors into our liquidity assessment: 

− Coverage of the insurer's confidence-sensitive liabilities. 
− The possibility that the insurer would need to post additional collateral. 
− The implications of restrictive covenants and ratings triggers (if any) in the insurer's financial arrangements.  
− The ability to convert assets into cash to meet the demand for its cash by policyholders and creditors. 

Liquidity is measured on a scale of “1” to “4”, where ”1” demonstrates strong liquidity position and “4” weak liquidity position. 

 Table 10  
 
 

Liquidity Assessment 

Score Descriptor Typical Features 

1 Strong 
The liquidity ratio is favorable under stress and there are no material 
liquidity risks. 

2 Adequate 
The liquidity ratio is adequate under stress and there are no material 
liquidity risks.  

3 
Less than 
adequate 

The liquidity ratio is unfavorable under stress and there are negative 
factors that materially impact liquidity. 

4 Weak There is a severe risk to the insurer's liquidity. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

 

 

4.3 Holistic Adjustment 
The main purpose of holistic adjustment is to provide a comparable framework for assessing the rating factors, before arriving at the 
final SACP. Different holistic adjustments may be applied for different SACP rating factors, which facilitate the insurer-specific 
analysis. We may also conduct peer comparable analysis in this process to determine the final SACP. 

5. External Support 
The analysis of group or government support factors the likelihood of support from a group or government into the ICR on an insurer by 
assessing the relationship between the parties. For example, when we believe the group or government support would enhance the 
creditworthiness of the insurer, we may incorporate that factor into our ICR assessment, leading to the insurer’s ICR being higher than 
its SACP. 

We arrive at an insurer’s ICR through combining its SACP and support framework. The support framework determines the extent of the 
difference between the SACP and the ICR, if any, for group or government influence. A positive influence indicates that the insurer may 
receive group or government support, leading to a potential uplift to its creditworthiness, while a negative influence indicates that the 
insurer may see group or government interference, which may weaken its creditworthiness. In most cases, the group or government 
usually has stronger capital and stronger credit quality than the insurer, and thus the likelihood of the insurer receiving external support 
is higher. 

We assess the potential external support for an insurer as “critical”, “high”, “moderate”, “low”, or “limited”. As the external support 
increases, so does the potential for an uplift to the ICR.  Each level of external support on the curve below indicates the range of rating 
increases that can be applied on the insurer. We typically determine the extent of uplift within the range after considering external 
factors in aggregate to arrive at the ultimate ICR. The ICR may not necessarily fall on the curve depending on a case-by-case assessment. 



 

 

Chart 2 

Support Analysis Framework 

 
 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

When assessing the likelihood of external support, we typically consider the insurer’s importance to the support provider, which may 
incorporate the consideration of the following factors: ownership relationships between the rated entity and the supporting entity; the 
rated entity’s revenue contribution to the supporting entity; whether the supporting entity has the right to appoint senior management 
and board members for the rated entity; whether the rated entity plays a critical role on behalf of the government in implementing policies; 
the rated entity’s systematic importance to the overall financial system. 

 

6. Holding Company-Specific Adjustment 
The ratings of insurer’s holding companies reflect any possible difference in their creditworthiness relative to the group's operating 
entities, since holding companies are not directly involved in operating activities. The rating differential is mainly due to the increased 
credit risk at the holding company level which is caused by possible regulatory constraints to upstream financial resources and 
potentially different treatment under a default scenario. Holding companies are typically reliant on dividends and other distributions from 
the group’s operating entities to meet their obligations, which causes the structural subordination. 

We combine the group’s SACP and external influence to arrive at the unadjusted group credit quality, which doesn’t include the structural 
subordination factor at the holding company level. The ICR of the holding company incorporates unadjusted group credit quality and any 
downward notching adjustment related to structural subordination. 

We may apply a downward notching adjustment from the unadjusted group credit quality on the insurance holding company to reflect 
the structural subordination of debts at the holding company level. We also factor in risk mitigating factors for the holding company, 
which may fully or partly offset the risks arising from structural subordination. In this case, credit risk differentials at the holding company 
level may be narrowed or even eliminated, and the final ICR of the insurance holding company may be lower than or equal to the 
unadjusted group credit quality.  
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Table 11 

 

Rating Components of Insurance Groups and Their Holding Companies 

Rating Factor Description 

Group SACP We analyze the group’s SACP on a consolidated basis. 

Unadjusted Group Credit 
Quality 

After we combine group or government support to the group SACP, we arrive at 
the unadjusted group credit quality, which doesn’t include any adjustments 
related to structural subordination at the holding company level. 

ICR of Holding Company 

The possibility of increased credit risk due to structural subordination may lead to 
lower ICR of the holding company compared to the unadjusted group credit 
quality. Therefore, the ICR of the holding company may be lower than or equal to 
the unadjusted group credit quality. 

Source: S&P Global (China) Ratings. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 

ISSUE CREDIT RATING 
We may refer to S&P Global (China) Ratings – General Considerations on Rating Modifiers and Relative Ranking when determining issue 
credit rating. Issue-level rating may be equal to or different from the ICR depending on case-by-case assessment. 

 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
This methodology is not intended to be an exhaustive list of all factors we may consider in our analysis. Where appropriate, we may 
apply additional quantitative or qualitative considerations in our analysis to fully reflect the creditworthiness of a particular issuer, 
issue or security type. The rating committee may adjust the application of the methodology to reflect individual circumstances in our 
analysis. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This document is an English translation of the Chinese original and is provided for reference purposes only at the discretion of S&P China. This translation is not 
required by law or any regulation, and should not be used for any regulatory purpose. While reasonable efforts have been made to ensure the consistency of this 
translation with the Chinese original, certain elements may not be translated accurately due to fundamental linguistic differences between the two languages. The 
Chinese version will prevail in the event of any inconsistency between the English version and the Chinese version. 

Copyright © 2023 by S&P Ratings (China) Co., Ltd. All rights reserved. 
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The Content shall not be used for any unlawful or unauthorized purposes. S&P Ratings and any third-party providers, as well as their directors, officers, shareholders, 
employees or agents (collectively "S&P Parties") do not guarantee the accuracy, completeness, timeliness or availability of the Content. S&P Parties are not responsible 
for any errors or omissions (negligent or otherwise), regardless of the cause, for the results obtained from the use of the Content, or for the security or maintenance of 
any data input by the user. The Content is provided on an “as is” basis. S&P PARTIES DISCLAIM ANY AND ALL EXPRESS OR IMPLIED WARRANTIES, INCLUDING, BUT NOT 
LIMITED TO, ANY WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE OR USE, FREEDOM FROM BUGS, SOFTWARE ERRORS OR DEFECTS, 
THAT THE CONTENT’S FUNCTIONING WILL BE UNINTERRUPTED OR THAT THE CONTENT WILL OPERATE WITH ANY SOFTWARE OR HARDWARE CONFIGURATION. In no 
event shall S&P Parties be liable to any party for any direct, indirect, incidental, exemplary, compensatory, punitive, special or consequential damages, costs, expenses, 
legal fees, or losses (including, without limitation, lost income or lost profits and opportunity costs or losses caused by negligence) in connection with any use of the 
Content even if advised of the possibility of such damages. 

Credit-related and other analyses, including ratings, and statements in the Content are statements of opinion as of the date they are expressed and not statements of 
fact. S&P Ratings' opinions, analyses, forecasts and rating acknowledgment decisions (described below) are not and should not be viewed as recommendations to 
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update the Content following publication in any form or format. The Content should not be relied on and is not a substitute for the skill, judgment and experience of the 
user, its management, employees, advisors and / or clients when making investment and other business decisions. S&P Ratings does not act as a fiduciary or an 
investment advisor except where registered as such. While S&P Ratings has obtained information from sources it believes to be reliable, S&P Ratings does not perform 
an audit and undertakes no duty of due diligence or independent verification of any information it receives. Rating-related publications may be published for a variety 
of reasons that are not necessarily dependent on action by rating committees, including, but not limited to, the publication of a periodic update on a credit rating and 
related analyses. 

S&P RATINGS IS NOT PART OF THE NRSRO. A RATING ISSUED BY S&P RATINGS IS ASSIGNED ON A RATING SCALE SPECIFICALLY FOR USE IN CHINA, AND IS S&P 
RATINGS' OPINION OF AN OBLIGOR’S OVERALL CREDITWORTHINESS OR CAPACITY TO MEET SPECIFIC FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS, RELATIVE TO THAT OF OTHER ISSUERS 
AND ISSUSES WITHIN CHINA ONLY AND PROVIDES A RANK ORDERING OF CREDIT RISK WITHIN CHINA. AN S&P RATINGS' RATING IS NOT A GLOBAL SCALE RATING, AND 
IS NOT AND SHOULD NOT BE VIEWED, RELIED UPON, OR REPRESENTED AS SUCH. S&P PARTIES ARE NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY LOSSES CAUSED BY USES OF S&P 
RATINGS' RATINGS IN MANNERS CONTRARY TO THIS PARAGRAPH. 

To the extent that regulatory authorities allow a rating agency to acknowledge in one jurisdiction a rating issued in another jurisdiction for certain regulatory purposes, 
S&P Ratings reserves the right to assign, withdraw or suspend such acknowledgement at any time and in its sole discretion. S&P Ratings disclaims any duty whatsoever 
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As a result, certain business units of S&P Ratings may have information that is not available to other S&P Ratings business units. S&P Ratings has established policies 
and procedures to maintain the confidentiality of certain non-public information received in connection with each analytical process. 

S&P Ratings may receive compensation for its ratings and certain analyses, normally from issuers or underwriters of securities or from obligors. S&P Ratings reserves 
the right to disseminate its opinions and analyses. S&P Ratings' public ratings and analyses are made available on its Web site www.spgchinaratings.cn, and may be 
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