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Abstract: According to the analysis of the relevant literature on CNKIL net on investors suitability
rules from 2009 to 2017, it is discovered that research priorities focused on extraterritorial experi-
ence, improving the system, the legal nature and other fields, rarely involve rights interpreta-
tion. Optimization rules is important, but we can not ignore the rights appeal of various stake-
holders in rules inherent, because its rights maintenance orientation and specific rights lineage are
the bridges for the expansion of appropriate rules for investors. The core of investors suitability
rules centralized highlights the right to know, right to choose and the right to fair trade, and this
happens to be the core to maintain investor property rights. Structured predatory lending products
lead to “bias in information” and its binding with “door selling” indicates that there is no funda-
mental difference in their nature compare to investment-type financial products. Therefore, it is
necessary to expand suitability rules to the class of predatory lending and other financial product’s
sales,

Key Words: investors suitability, right explanation, predatory lending, property rights protec-
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