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Basel III: the Reform Direction of International Financial Supervision

CHEN Bing
(School of Finance Shanghai Lixin University of Commerce Shanghai 201620 China)

Abstract: The global financial crisis has exposed the flaws of Basel Il the global banking supervision has been
promoted through reflection on the financial crisis and Basel I Basel Committee introduced Basel Il on Banking
Supervision in the end of 2010. This paper shows the regulatory reform direction of Basel Il from two aspects of mi—
croprudential and macroprudential supervision and analyzes the possible impact on China banking supervision. Fi-
nally some suggestions about Basel Il * s further improvement direction be proposed.
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