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Abstract

Aiming at the problem of credit risk assessment in Internet finance industry, this paper applies
RBF neural network, takes the data of Internet finance industry as an example, analyzes the statis-

MEFIM: BA, ®T BT RBF 2RI XS IS ILD]. RS 15, 2021, 10(2): 257-267.
DOI: 10.12677/mos.2021.102027


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/mos
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2021.102027
https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2021.102027
http://www.hanspub.org

WA, ®F

tical data of online lending platform, evaluates the credit risk of the platform, and puts forward a
new method of RBF neural network model early warning, which makes up for the lack of objectiv-
ity and comprehensiveness in traditional early warning methods. At the same time, compared with
BP neural network algorithm, it optimizes the credit risk model, reasonably predicts the credit
risk situation of the industry development, and provides reference for borrowers. Through the
construction of RBF neural network early warning model, the credit risk prediction model is given
from a new perspective. Finally, the effectiveness of the method is illustrated through the compar-
ative analysis of an example.
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1. 5|15

o i B EL I N R AT ke, B P2P MBS AR, MBI KR TER, 4 13
o i, BT EERN ST R R G iR AT, REAeIEE, HAL T R P Bk
SREWE PR ST o 7T ELIDR DR G AT MLAS FH XU B #2848 it BT 7 TR AN 2, KBS T 7 VR HE A R — B AT
(IR Ao A G R T T VAT AR A U TR DX 6 i XIS 7 4% s = R 28 1k . AT LK BB o % EL B
SRR —ANF Gk, R 7 BRSSO B R S b AU B % AR, WEAA ATk — B AR A e 8 Tk
e o & =i NP il Rty Ay e A bl R QG e o N e b Sl S R S R N B 2 o Y P T Pt
S 110 AR T AT 504 IR I e A T Ml XU B 4% b 21 5 v S T, K] b ko B DR < i~ 5 B A T XU T
W FEHZAT A B RIS FH

I IGF ELIP X G A 7 M ) A5 FE RGBS BE TR AT G0 R L T o e HR 9% T N AT RS FH 4 28 0 8¢
TR, I S U N T TR N 2 A RN BOAE AT T B APAR [2] . kSR N EE A
WA AL VLN BP A L8 AT A4, X A& RN B4 RS 34T T VP45 [3]. Chengi Jiang 55 AN 45 &4 4t
P ARAT DR IE FEARHESE T Logit BIACAI I L TE EF ESH BT, KAWL, PRI
PERBG 4] FKPEAE AR H 3L T B 4E L VAL SKohonen #1285 W25 (1) £ 2k KU Ak AL [5]

KT R G 6 1015 BB T A R 7 R FE A BB, i, 5kPHER A B0 frik e
JIEAE I 6 RS PET LIPS 7 TP G ET 1 RS PP [6]. 5K BEIEEE T 2016 hitff) COSO-ERM HEZE
Xof ELR I 4 i p R P & BRASER I (R 3RO $e 088 AR 6 S AT T RS [7]. v SCE R —
TR AR, WIRTEE MR, WP GV TE R RS HEAT T [8]. HRESEIE T A 240 A X O & X
W R R DR 3R EAT T ARDE[9]. FIBAE NIz FH AT KU S B0, MANIRIZEREA A 1 BRE 21 6 1 P8 XU
EIAZR, XTE XSS HIT THRFT[10]. Chen Dongyu 28 AWFFT 1 80T & XIS IR &, 45 R A K
N HE F AT A WL B45 2 B K [ 11] « Daniel Felix Ahelegbey %5 A& T e BAEAY, MR/
DRI 25 10 2 (AU B SR X 2 SRR AP AN SRR A AL X, $ 8 T B S PP A Y e Tl PR R [12]

KT HBM GG A XL, MURTFEARS, E2RedEE AT, gl s ®
FIFH SMOTE By 5 BENLARMAL &, M T FIEI SRl A 5] R 55 RS TS A [13] . 18 o B SR AT
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CHMREAYE” 1) R NBNA " WL ES A IR R X G AR KU ) AR CF & RN AT 0 A
[14]. B2 H 5% NFE T HE G B A0 & KU (R 520 8 3 g AT 1R IT, BT 1A FEX1- & R AT X
[ PEft[15]. Cathy W.S. Chen %5 A3&T logistic A1) (LQR)A AL 45 & TN 77 i,  Fo ik 2494k 2 A 2 K mi 48
AT AT RS PEA, BT 9T T A R 2 301 78 o) 3 24 KUK () R [16] - Kwang-Ho Le 25 A\ 5T 45 44
TR, GE H BIEA B e S g B R TAMEONE E R BEER 56 WIS L RN KR
HEAT TRRFR[L7]. BARE G NEE T 2 3 RS BN S B U 0 1 207 G 3047 WU AL, 45 R BRizH K 3
(B SR IEE BN E N 2% A S S B AP [18] . B 7 LA B XU VRl 7532 AAL, 38 3 R BLAS 5 0 i &
W 28 5k ELIEG X 4 i XUR: 1EAT T BIF 7T, Bk — 33T Logistic BEAYAT BP 122 0 48 X6k ]0 551 4 1 I 55 XU 3E
17T PR FE[19]. 2R NS GA-BP #1142 48 AL ERRHEZR NI 2015 F R g7 B 72, 153145
RUEM R =T BP #1881 [20].

gr b, HERM G RAT M IRAT B S 9 S BEAE TS F RS 732 7 T AT 98, AR S DL ELEC ) 4 il )
BEF 6 R ), E R RS PEAl X — i) DR S RBF MR M 4%, ML R AT T . AR SCRH
MATLAB #fhH5 RBF #HZ2 /4%, K AT 2 RBF #Z M4 S 1) BP #H4 M4K k3 TX b, 18
I HEI SR AL G 22 45 TR, de Je B SR RBI 44128 I 265 5 N 21 FL I 4 R~ 5 (1904 FH XU
T2 b, @IS FH RBF 4128 W 2606 FLIC N 4 AlA T A5 RS AT TR 5T, HAbAT A5 R VR A
PRAtH .

2. 9% RBF 2N {ER KR TERE

RBF tZ 2%, NFRAGFIEME ML, RATBAMEMNEE—F. 5 BP MM, RBF #i
25 X 28 [ L i N 2R M T o 2 JE (B AR R T BP AR 4% R AR /MEL ). RBF #1148 I 25 12 FT A
ZL i EMBRE EHRs, 5 BP AN IZE, RBF HAENBNE —NMadEmMAEZ ZREE,
BN T SEBAH IR DR, RBF #0228 I 24 5 75 225 2 (MBS R M4 T

RBF 2 28 PRI s a2 W 2 B U RNt (AT B R, 75 S N DRI SRS 20E D, e T 1 45 2R T LA
WAEIESE, KPREEEPRMEuikz, S S nT DUBEH .

A IR RBF #4511 B @G B R T 5 BP I RS ANF] RS TR Y, B4 T e &R
e EMa B H X — T, AWNITFEIIZRE e R 0 MadEMarn, EREREN T E 31
BB E EMA TN, A2 RRERE, REEMETMNEOERI TN RE, X#Z RBF #4
DR 285 1Y) o R

£ MATLAB ¥R A 708 newrb BREHIE — MR MZESHZ 2% . RO RS, 2R
B R TN, BRI 280 L 2R . Begel)= 1O VE 2 A0 M & MIRZE m B 2 4E P, IR4EZR 1A
Ao LR S AE A T 4 1, AR R PR .

net = newrbe (P_train, T_train,30);

P_train fI T_train [F] BP #1445 & B 1 —FF, 437 E VIZREE Ffm N 380R1f ik, 30 /2 RBF #H4
I BB spread, XS HE MATLAB 6% RBF W48 I 2 B 356 W e 1 1), HRBRIAE A 1. spread
UK, REEUAEE, AR2EREREKR, FENEBMEITHRE, HEMHEK. spread #/),
PR AL IR T SRR, (HRIEIL S RS A, M PEREZE, SHBISENILR . B DA EAREEAE )
fi 0T AN[E] () spread {EHEAT 25, spread RJEE R SIMdi45- 4 28 707 A5 Wi 2 1) A\ 9 L R 9% 78 o 2 6 K IX
B, [FIRHANREROR, TS AN e E A B S B 5N R) B B X e, ANBIE ST RBF 2 o 2% v {gk
FEHIHER 0, AARKESHEAC. WS HBEN 1, REXNRIR .

DOI: 10.12677/m0s.2021.102027 259 e RSE TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2021.102027

WA, ®F

FEAR T, K KRENRG, 53 RBF #4422k, i 1R, e 1AM mA
7, 10 MEGEREMATT, 1A MR E.

Hidden Output

Input '

10 1

Figure 1. Structure diagram of RBF neural network
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3.1. IEFRRYIE BN IRFRIE R BVESL

WRARAS RS TR AR AR I B R, 9 ORUE PG B 48 br BA & R PR AT rTERfdde . APk,
HEPESEIEN, 456 RBF MR FL R 75K, AR SORHEECCL T LA R BRI Fidebs, K5
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Table 1. Credit risk evaluation index system of Internet Financial Platform
1. EEMEMTaERREITAIERERSE

HkR K Heh 47k WAE
o SE I [ (X0) 3 L2 F 2 A BIE T S
5P G A o o
TEM A (X2) P AL I R A S
o B A H(X3) TET BRI AN
YN P Lt : ) )}
53 A e (X4) TET B I AKL
NS5 4 H(X5) TR EFN MRS
NS & 5(X6) TR B S
5 AT X B IXT) BTN = HFMHE ST - HERE S,
A1 4K 1 (X8) Ak AT 155 1
FEE A L (X9) R A ARSI H

N T ERIHERIE, ASTITER 9 MEREDVERTEIR, HhAREREUE X — R hr2 it T
ZF T AR R R BUX — P8 b W6 8 (1 TG B 200, AR AR (VR 2 65 2 52 BT A A (8
1k 2019 4 10 R A HSEH R -

3.2. HIEAVIRENATALIE

T P2P MGG B ERIE 2, N T HFFIA RO DL & WA , AR SC AT 3 B A 70 B 1 2019
£ 10 H 30 Ho AC@idC R4 ZEMHIRI T “MIT 2 K" “PIRTRIR” 255 =77 Wk B A R A
—FHdE. FEGSREEZES AT ISR,
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1) S3Hr R B ARG R A R 8 B ZEE BRI TR, AR SO HUR O ANFE AR AL 18 X HHE i A it 3 i U 1)
WAL, Hd, SFEWFX—IRiE AR R, T T wmis, @REF & rfEs o,
G A 1, DU B 2 H 25 SR AR LU

2) EIIC B R A M 2B =05 P IR i i € R SRR 2 J5 , BEREDN Excel A% SREUTISL
350 09 585 =7 Wk DR % 22 R R P B R IR T A AT 1) B 5 280808

3) AR PUAL RS & B se B e . — 30, I A SO . O T ARIEBE Y sE B, IR ELE 80
FARRET- 6 BIBHE 2K B T 5 =77 Wi HE2 SERT R EdE, 50 SR 1) RT & BB 2 H L in JERT — AN H 2%
TR bR EE . B2, KBl o RN SRF AL, T UIRGS AR PE, JEE 60 4LEEEF & .
40 AT G BRI B BTN SR, A 20 TG 10 48T & B8 Rk, n
% 2. £ IR,

Table 2. 100 network loan platform training data statistics

%= 2. 100 R A INGEIES T

NBRBE NI Frig

o EEI B B ” 2 FEIER RN HEANH TEN
FE RO ko Oy A fskiiy a Ol Ol
1 HOEM 101 12809  —14973.46 3.9 417 5.13 0.36 113,617 121,413 0
2 Fakit 66 50000  —2842.42 0.89 0.32 1347 015 1,324,806 474,981 0
3 BRI E 59 11000 219.27 5.56 0.65 1383  0.30 531,811 62,568 0
59 AT 42 1000 0 7.01 63.75 12 0.04 20 182 0
60  BFHEE 39 6000 -30.82 1.55 12.21 26.1 0.07 102 801 0
61  A&fEZdk 35 1000 —466 4.83 21.1 10.80  10.80 3367 2506 1
62 P GF 22 400 159 59.61 4.29 2.88 2.88 8508 1851 1
98 AEMEM. 21 1000 -179 24.18 10.02 7.42 7.42 3 1 1
99 JmTstt 1 500 —48 1.61 1.82 1.38 1.38 6 1 1
100 FIELE 18 500 292 14.24 8.89 3.47 3.47 9 1 1

Bl skis: W52 5K 2019 4F 10 H 30 H %

Table 3. 30 network loan platform test data statistics
7= 3. 30 KM G A MR RS T

e Bt B THEIE o
EEM M wemmags NIEE AR PRI e o A%

e Fa . - i & S IR RREXEA
m(H) A Jt - = a5 ke A A
(R) #{737) ) Uit oin () W
1 EATNIN 58 20000 —-318.7 1.09 16.38 0.10 1.12 8879 9163 0
2 K& 61 5000 -102.08 0.22 32.82 0.01 16.71 595 45184 0
3 B AT 73 10000 0 6.93 2.92 0.31 3300 3 1428 0
19 H B 64 2000 —450 2.24 3.14 0.25 58.75 48 1258 0
20 AL 5 62 10000 -190 6.84 3.39 0.21 43.97 61 392 0
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H T b B ) SRS — B, T AN [R) B 1t P R P PR B B AN AR R, i A8 I 28 T VR AE
SNEEAI 7 UNZREE AN SR 2 ) 5 ZEX Bl HEAT ) — (AL BE
AT

[p_train, ps_input] = mapminmax(P_train,0,1);

[t_train, ps_output] = mapminmax(T_train,0,1);

BE A AW

Y =(X =MIN)/(MAX - MIN)

o))

X A JRIEFEA R, Y AR X MU, MIN AR MSSEERE R /ME,  MAX AR ISR B i Kl il
TR — AR 5 T B 2 ) 22 e /M o I 0 ARERTESG, 1 ARGRARSG . T &5 P B 4f #7E [0, 113X A
DT Ay, R AT DA R 8 I % ok S T ot H5e4fs 1) 9300

3.3. a4

K RBF MR8 T kAT RS TS 7T, AU ZRBR I BUR AT 7 — 15 2 A S RBF #1242
I IRINGR, FEATEBIRAE, RBF MZ MR 2 Fros.

Figure 2. Training process diagram of RBF neural network
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Figure 3. Training effect diagram of RBF neural network
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Figure 4. ROC curve of RBF neural network
4. RBF £ M 4&H) ROC HhZk[E
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figure;

plot(1:N, dataY"’, 'or', 'MarkerSize', 12);

hold on;

plot(1:N, predY, 'sg', ‘MarkerSize', 12, ‘MarkerFaceColor', 'g");

legend({' E51H, "FE'D);

title('RBF #1225 [0 2% F50 % L &)

saveas(gcf, T %t Lt K. png?);

23k MATLAB Bl 45 515, RBF #4244 1 45 B an i 5 B

RBFHIZ: [ 265 T B 2%

XXX
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08| ]
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Figure 5. Chart of training results
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Figure 6. Approximate training effect diagram
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B R RS R 2 1, (R 6 RS X 2 0o AN — D REIRI ST & Bl s, R
fEN 1, REZTFEMERAL, REHEHEEEIER, W %H oy 0, AR & MEHXEED,
A PLE R, N T BE PR TS R e, ACSCIEER 30 A ik, BEATIRAE.

w7 Fr, 30 MU ) 20 RAERET S EBUIE A A 1 AmT 05, 10 KAV G EE R A 1
AT 0.5, Wil RERL R IL 2] 93.33%.
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Figure 7. Chart of test results
B 7. MiXERE

3.4. BRI

AICH, RBF #2845 Il R 5048 (4% 100 A-F & 55 (60 AT & F1 40 A1 8 &), K%L
LG 30 ANF & HdE (20 M S8 10 AT &), Hai Rt 0 REMESF G, Ml 1R
KRGV G, NTHFER R TNDIGE, A SCHTIEERE R 6 83E 5k A MIT 2 K. MKE
RARZE M HEZ SERT I 6 o UBATEN — A AR R0 LI 4 @47 b A 5387 & B i, o SFd
N1, REZTFEMEHAL, 8|EE. R REREERSE, Wi h o, AR XTE1EHH KK
BN, AT RLIE .

FIFARSCH BT FH 105, 64T BP M Z M8 A TIRTERT, YIZRgs Tk 10 AR T e fhifl,
WER/N. BTSN EILE T BAEE, BRI RHRREEWRE BN ELRE, Bl 741 miE
Bk, EHEEORGPEASE KT 300, HRLEARNBUE N BP #&MBHIEM R, AXMIL/EH RBF
PR 0 2 SR 130 MFEARBRIA R T — AN 45 R, Hh RBF #1481 BP 1148 I 2% (1) A5 71
Mk s R, PRSEILE S, AT K. RBF M 4SRN RT DL E 39 Ik 2 2
LA, AEMER, ESES TR T .

4. &g

T Ax 22 EL IR X 4 Rl A P XURG: 170, A SO MATLAB #0¢F T B FE T RBF 148 WX 48 By a3 (5
FARARS AR, @ A G R R, G MEIEFA A REN, MRS R IEG bRk R,
DAL 2019 4F 10 A 30 H i P2P M58~ & ¥ A5, @it 100 A & Bl i I R AL 45 3] 30 4~
A MO A 22 I8 1) 93.33% K TRINASEZRY , DALLAS 3] 1 HERf 285 1 1Y) RBIF 4122 ) 4 F 16 I <6 A5 FH
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T L7 B R VLI S B (R A . R RBF MR 45 LLIIAT 1Y) BP #HER 48 BN sk, HEmf
R, EREETIE, 9 7 R AT BRI IR R XS, 456 BP MM Z5 1) RBF #2245
SIMEAIEE Lo [FR, BH) RBF #2228 IR g AT M0 045 P XURS P00 v, R % B e Fr) okt A%
GEVTAL 75 V5 B A BEANETE A AR ) R

S

SR K B ONRL 22k 4 B W I H ANECE A SO 2B R ST I H 1 Bt
E ST H
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