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2 2006 -2015
MBS ABS MBS/
2006 3 1893 4 3229 8 3760 4 8425 1 6545 29 1591 28.73%
2007 3 4248 4 5167 9 3726 5 2543 1 9566 31 7420 29.53%
2008 3 5172 5 7836 9 4576 5 4175 1 8230 33 1488 28.53%
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The Practice Comparison and Enlightenment of the
Housing Mortgage Loan Securitization

DUAN Yuting LI Sihong
(Institute of Finance Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China)

Abstract: This paper made detailed literature review about whether China has the condition to develop housing
mortgage loan securitization which pattern should be chosen the main risk of housing mortgage loan securitization
and how to draw lessons from the experience of the United States. Then it introduced the development of securitiza—
tion of housing mortgage loan in China compared and analyzed the relevant practice between China and the United
States. On this basis it provides some policy suggestions such as improving the quality of the asset treating financial
innovation carefully promoting the reform of the legislation and strengthening the supervision.
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