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Abstract

Aiming at the problem of credit risk of P2P network lending platform, this paper evaluates the
credit risk from the perspective of the main body of network lending platform. Firstly, the objec-
tive data of 80 healthy platforms are obtained by using web crawler technology. Secondly, the cre-
dit risk early-warning index system is constructed. Then, the credit risk early-warning model of
P2P network lending platform is constructed by using k-means clustering method and the model
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is optimized. Finally, the risk assessment is carried out by analyzing the 80 healthy platforms in
operation and the risk situation is reasonably predicted for the investors and borrowers to pro-
vide reference.
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1. 5|8

FRE ) P2P MOTT & K JRilvE, 2009 4F P2P T EHIEMNE 9 K, HWSTHANTREK. P2P T H
POl R R IGFIN, W8 S4B, IRk, BIRASERG R4, RS T M5 & 1) e FRak
KI#. PEMGERIBHER A e 440t A 2019 9 A 30 H, KIE P2P ML 458 Ritik 6698 %,
Hrp @t & 5785 %, fEIZEF 6 913 K, BWEFFEIREAD 750 RE. B9 Ay, THEMITTEE,
BTG 3 RKOIIEH 3 KIEFGd, 1 ZKRREFEE, 1 KETFEER, 1| KEEEHTNMN).
2019 4F 10 H, P2P MBEATNV AL AN 776.41 1470, RLLRFE 13.84%, SERKAREUN 9139.03 1278, Ll
TFE 10.70% G H, PSRRI, ATV AR B, B 800 14 #iE 2019 4F 9 H 30
H, M HRETA 8161.15 1470, B EHKIE N, SZE =M RZIER, M7
HARBOIESL 10 MH TR

BOET P2P P EE RN, B NIMRAE. D8 E LA S ES T, IEER RS, |
B R, T B TR RS R, 3B RS SRIE T3 N [1] [2]. Emekert fi Baklouti Jfid
Lending Club M55 & 8 K I, AR . SR AR R &5 B4 B E s 4% (3] [4]. Linilid
Prosper W 5¥-F- & FIBARIESE, MG X RS TR, SFEEFRMETIRESER, QR E ST
AT REME, AR L KA EAR IR [5]. ENATFARERE, P2P MG E R AME 2615 H
PR FIARYE, 1 2 BRIk T 2 N YNPRS00 15 A A P2P 5828 ] 42 il XU ) R D 08, %1 A
AT IEHIBITAEWRILE TR X[6] [7]. Shen Wei Al Andreas Mild 25 ANH&EH T RS SCRFHIN
AT AT B — (BT 3, B T AR T HON S [R5 8 N i) — il £ (A AL 8] (9]

KT P2P M AR R TN A5 F AR PPN 4640 56 B S DU R 2, R RPN J7iE
WA T E A[10]. 140, Chen, Dongyu. Lai, Fujun fil Lin, Zhangxi £F X520 P2P ~F- & & S XU 77 (1) 4]
2, BT TINENEIT . g SRR I N B AT AN A LS AR5 A A B ) DR AR 0 73 i 10 B 2 A
F[11]o B E AN A BIX — S R AT TRV, MhiloA P2P P& Bk A 77 HORAG, Mt AR
AR K ) F BRI EK[12]. B35 N CME BETFEAZES N IER, S H TR M4 15 F XU 228
HUHI B HESE, M= ANIRTT 0T T P2P 1505 G RR s oy 5 S AU AR o B, J@ i 58
BB ERRULCFGRGEEIZE, @B TBUN - & - FH P RXUZE H AR 6R R (13] [14].
Yanhong Guo F1 Wenjun Zhou %5 A4 H 8 K30 (1) 387 % i 7 % 58 SR AE AL, o P2P fH 58 I3 55 1 SR A
NN DL R BEE AL A AR ] FRREAT T REFE[15]0 TR B MRS N BRI} b o My s e bt . S i S LR
Ada Boost FEX K 115 AT VP RIS 67 G T T 20 W 7161 MR N 25 AR B [ 2 7
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SRBAEMGE G, FIRIHLE 22 ST 77300 22 4R i St B ATt ge, X1 & BEAT RS I 171, EF 5K
B I8 FJZ 03 W5 (AHP)E 1K) 2 35 T B0 80 25 B VAN T VA I E B AR AR PP B R AN T 50 0 3R
I E PEAR AR VPN AERL, Xb P2P IGTF G EAT 1 XU PAt[ 18] FRHEL S NSRRI BB M Hrids, Jdid
I BT A5 IS T I E B, A BN B AT BB SR VA 19] 0 B v R I Hodie iz A E L
AR SE NS LB 1 5 BEAT 19 E[20].

ZiEPTE, O R I B AT N BME VPl BLEOS A FI PR D5 0T &, (EEXS P2P
WLET &5 X W TT, AMURBRTAEFON, T & B R BT G e TR0 AR X BT & it
17007, R K-means SRIET7 30 I GT1 6 BEAT 45 F RS VA, R 0 2% TE (R EX 80 X IEAEI&AT M 521
BREEE, EAIRIAMAR, W K-means IR, XTI P2P MGEF- G #EAT 15 FIVRAG, 4Bt
Ho L PR AR E ) P2P SR GRS %

2. $ERRRYEER R EARiE R AL

SMAEE P2P ML TS A RMERRZ, FIBERERZ SR G, 0T G RPFMhSR
PRLERONE, AEAFEIR P E M ZERIR . N T BRI AR AT FE S, ARG AT . BRAE EHIE
R e B AR 45 2 T U e A Y LR PP A i A

PRIGFEARIEHUEIN , CEHU PR PR B E A AR, ABE M R3S — 7 WA B, 256 5 =7 Wk s B
HIfabs, AC—ILERC T 9 MEARK, EEAHE: SR, T AL AR TR
A PRI R S E I ER AR FRoRE. BRI R 1R,

Table 1. Credit risk evaluation index system of P2P lending platform
7= 1. 2P WETE B E AR T e trid Rk

Fabr2sA Tabr g

S E(X]) A RS R, R BFIRE S, 5 R BT .

KRS AR
P R (X2) RWFEMBRGES, TNTFELERE.

BRNH(X3) R G TSR AR,
EZY= & CYAE =173 AR E(X4) SFEME KL, BRI ZYGnENL.

EEIN (0] R ST .

B EETN(X6) AR 6 R & B E 7

I E I A (X7) A AR, ZERaE.
FFIRE F1Ha bR

FENHE A (X8) REFEHEGEES

REIERF(XO) ST B BRI /N

3. BURRIIRERFITRALIE

AV SCHIREA K IR B 55 =TT W) “ BT K7 A1 “RIBERIR Y o 2 ISR HR AP I 3k 4
b, RAERI BT G W AR B, DLORIEZS SR HERR 3 . Jlad )T ) 24 1€ s 0 o) 194 B3 2 5¢
80 ZK ML &5 I ERIEAT RS, I3 10N excel SUAF#EAT Bt 70 #r

BRI e, BIRPACEE, TR R P G 2R, f R (e B e . W ERYE, BB R ERR
XFEE RN AT T 2019 5 9 H 30 HMuhHEZ AT 80 &R &5 HatE uwt xR,
HAEHE IR 2 s,
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Table 2. Data statistics of Top 80 online lending platforms
7= 2. HEEET 80 KM EHUIES T

A PRI AR A RRERET BN BENE SEAS K

FEOOTE iy s b Gin 5 gm0
1 WM 8113.08 8.58 2771 12,809  1,361,498.57 173.15 100 22,859 2765
2 N4 7388.56 7.25 300,158 20,000  1,213,110.32  —4185.06 62 38,017 23,186
3 Pk 5iis 6643.83 1176~ 290972 50,000  2,989,004.38  —15405.18 65 3169 208,964
79 ZHENR 0.07 8 5 10,000 3589.31 -19.46 58 1 5
80 TR 0 0 0 5000 1040.08 —6.56 64 0 0

BARRIR: MY 5K 2019 45 9 H 30 HAEE .

M P2P PITET S SRR HR bR ] LA, F8FR AL A ANE, Wgoc. AT NSE AL, f DA 2
P Bl BEAT FRAEALAC B . 78 P2P BT T B E PSR A R — SRR MR, fabrSUE MR Y
B K AR, AEM A, RECR AR SRR AR R AR, SRR B
VT S8 KRR, AR IR 8 I B W R S dabs,  Jr DO BT IE R AR AR EfL, KR
SERAEARHEAL L0, 1] 18] i Hedfe Bk 2 QR s

R, — min (R)
= Shm
" Iquheg(n(Rih)—mm(Rih)

Her, R, FoRER i TG REE h WHEARE: 7, RoxoN h BELIE S @ DTG58 b SURHRIRE, Tabrik
R m WiEbR . RAGHEIR I 3 k.

Table 3. Top 80 online lending platform data after normalization

F 3. AR Z ERIHERRET 80 M T A ¥R

Fr5 & AR CFRIBIGEE R AR ENEAR FERET BESRA EENE BB A

1 BT 1.00 0.56 0.01 0.05 0.46 0.93 0.96 0.60 0.01
2 AN ACES 0.91 0.48 1.00 0.08 0.41 0.67 0.41 1.00 0.11
3 FiE 0.82 0.77 0.97 0.20 1.00 0.00 0.46 0.08 1.00
79 Z W R 0.00 0.53 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.92 0.36 0.00 0.00
80 R 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.92 0.44 0.00 0.00

4. VPRIE R STUES

T URBFI, ARIPRLEH, W1 PR, B SERRIER 80 AT G B IEATI L Ab s,
HBRIEL, FOUHEAT K-means 36, Zid ik, MRBREN 3%, ZRMATIRMEAHT, AT
B 1R
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Figure 1. Credit risk assessment flow chart of online loan platform

B 1. M5 afER R GREE

RS AT WL B8 27 T b TR R 2 ST W, LS B 8 O K O 49 o 2 T A
B, SRR R RAEN, KR R SRR, SR LES K H R R R
FHATHIE K. RIRUEAEE, W FRREEE (3. 012) M (9,702, ) REB A RN

Euclz'cz’(l,2)=\/(x1 —x2)2 +(y1 —y2)2 +(z1 —22)2 )
ASCH K-means JEREIVEIRZO B LT

LA B (T3 70) Al
2N ZRFEA {x(l),x(z),---,x(")},x(i) e R, o X MR R(ITT).
(1) H5emEREMIGNE 3K, B, 2, 3 =3
(2) BEMLIEH 3 DN REBIYIL I E A AP RE L, BN 0. 1. 1, {0,L1}eR"; HEMU
7 S EXIE ¢
() XTRAMHEA & HEH TR
i) 2

() _
XU

3

) =arg min
J

TR SAREAFIF O AU, PRI B i I 0 5, BT EAE G IR Z AR REIR %, A STk
PREE B FIMARBARE o PR A 8 sRAS B o0 s i s T 0 AR R A — 2, SR A B0 402K
@) XFR—Aj, \EHIEFO A

il{c('

> =
il{cm :j}
1 H B TR, EHEAZZR RO A, TR0 EER . ASCHIE— BT F{E
KFH O A, IR IR@)ISRIER, 5245 RIS, BRI B R A0 8 0,1, 1,
5. K-Means B9 R #HEEE

HMH] SPSS At ) K-means KI5k, 56\ JTEA IO EHE, BEATRIED . IR s
bR, RGUEBAIR R LIELIB TR A RIEIE, Wk 4 PR,

lxl]-:
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Table 4. Cluster members of top 80 online lending platforms

4. HEBHT 80 M P ERIMER

MR LSS
1 2
2 2
3 3
78 1
79 1
80 1

WRIG 5 TR, LRAIEIZD ISGRAT A ARAER), (BRI sig (T LUKEL, BT 27 6 T I &
ZRAYE, H5 TG IEE MR T InNBGR AT S, AAEANHENE, AR E B R0
[FIRE, BTG REM A EAWHEI, B, FFEAREN 0 Jehnit, PrUlE5IERZigtr.
TP IR bR e AR R AN B 73 RAE R, Bt AN BEAE DS PP b, TR A i S AR R I — 1 e b 7
BARaIR . SIBRZIEAR 25, AR B IR R TT 22 T AR AN 6 TR .

Table 5. Initial table of one way ANOVA
=5 BERBESNESR

e W
F 156 REN
By M E S5yl H
R & 1.51 2.00 0.01 77.00 128.14 0.00
RSBl ES 0.01 2.00 0.02 77.00 0.61 0.55
& FAREL 0.73 2.00 0.01 77.00 63.23 0.00
M 0.01 2.00 0.02 77.00 0.65 0.52
Rk RH0 0.69 2.00 0.01 77.00 100.62 0.00
AR TN 0.40 2.00 0.00 77.00 83.52 0.00
B[] 0.18 2.00 0.03 77.00 5.38 0.01
Bk NS 0.68 2.00 0.01 77.00 57.53 0.00
&R NEL 0.51 2.00 0.00 77.00 369.21 0.00
Table 6. Single factor analysis of variance after optimization
Fo6. MUBERARFE R
RH R
F R4 B
By H ¥)5 H HE
RAT & 1.51 2 0.01 77 128.14 0.00
bR 0.73 2 0.01 77 63.23 0.00
FFIL RN 0.69 2 0.01 77 100.62 0.00
AR TN 0.40 2 0.01 77 83.52 0.00
12 I ] 0.18 2 0.03 77 5.38 0.01
PN 0.68 2 0.01 77 57.53 0.00
EEAON 0.51 2 0.00 77 369.21 0.00
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e AR AL B EAT 226, 1980 1. 20 3 =38, KX 3 KN 3 MUl 2l A, B, Co
X80 HHHE ¥ I N A HUE, K K754, BT AZ0], BTBTRURE: F-RKA44, JETB
Fol, BTAAERBARRITG; &6 1 MFaAE L8, J& TR 6. RAREILINE 7 s,

Table 7. Number of cases and platform names in each cluster

#7. BIBRETHIRUBREFEBMR

e S #HH & R

1 75 AR, PEERRE. FRGE. HEM......
2 4 WIE, R A BLE. RS E
3 1 R

A5 80

(SN 0

SCHSHIES TR 2019 4F 9 B 30 HIF, MRIFZEER IR, HE 20194 10 A 31 H, =
Ji MR 80 K IETEBAT FEMBIS T T LA H, A Fl 75 X V&, Bk R L, %0
PRIEAE A TR RS, WA B R, DL GRIM” AR R 8 TR R B 2l 4
FV &, HEKIAEM 2 HE 5T, BL RN eE” A, & B arfEMuifia 5 —, 8% ANH0EH) 33,774
N, B 1561532 Ji7t, fFERHUAS] 1,319,213.9 570, X =WHEbrEE S mks e, HEE—H
WEFMAN-1795.21 Jiot, HM=FFGHA RN RS, T&FRA NG, SIHFEIE—NH N
B 4 BB M B A, X IF G KRR, B TR kU, BORIE )R] RE T A, AR
ANIARE s C GO 1 PG R, HEreEMuiHES 0 SRR, (e H TSR ST
B 1.66%, 58 NBUN I 0.31%, AR HBAERD, BRI BATE T 4.20%, mahiendb, %o
Tebrg AR, HEE 10 A 25 HIFIEE 31 HMEEAHZ T 6 & s br AR TG R 52 %, JIF ATELE XU
LN

6. LiLFIRE

AICHs K-means FERpHrIESIAZIXT P2P - GHEAT S ITAL b, W T BT & F S FE bRk
A, WX ST 2 K7 EININ 80 AR & BV AR AT IIZRANSE 3], 1531 1 RS MU PRAt A Y
FEE BT G E L.

SCrh T A A SEUE T BT s Dy 2019 4E 9 30 H, ARIEIZE R 2 KA, A H#EE 2019 4F 10
31 H 80 MR G iaiT bR OLIr B3R K 8t , ATRAE . A 400N 75 1 6, HElisir R R
uf, BUURRIEHE A TRERE, WA RFENE: B &5l 4 TG, HATRKIFER 35 HEA 520
EREE A A BRSNS I H Wi sh 8 e HIUEON ™ E R, X507 6 R
AN BRI EOR UL, EAII (A AT BE G AL, DB, SR RN PR Ml B b, S Bl
URDUAEE, XZT SRR B 2B NI, FTehZIeT SAAEBUMIRIS; C A 1 KT
NEBAE”, HATEAEMEHEA W ELBEERT, (H2E BTSSR B 1.66%, H5E ABUTFE 0.31%,
NN, BAARI AR T 4.20%, WshEedb, SHRirAREE, HEZE 10 A 25
HOTAR 2 31 H Rt iz-F 6 S WHEAR K BERTT 6 A 72 8, I BUZ T G AFFE R . 2 T35 = J7 M ol HE
PO, BEEASCHITURR, R TS R RS IE R T G AT IR

ASCRAF I EE R e 42855 =T G IR R, 8% 7 EM ZO0 PR AR AR, S PG 4h R
RGN, B 7 EABOR A E L. AT ORI, ASORR TG VFR AN
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PESE )R, SO 1AL GE 5 A B AR N A AL o KRR PP AT LSS IR BT e R AR S RO, BT
LAXS P2P WBET- 65 fi BE A FRHEAT AL, /b IR 65 (728, (RISt m] DALE $5 5% 3 AR o i i A e X
B, X P2P & M RER AT — AR L.

B
N8 R 5% AR R T B
EETH

B H AR 7R T H (71601059, 71673069).
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