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Abstract

The prediction of the credit risk of Internet credit is a key factor for the sustainable development
of Internet finance. It can accurately estimate the credit risk of borrowers before lending, effec-
tively reducing the possible risk loss of enterprises. With the development of machine learning,
the algorithm model of machine learning has been applied more and more in the credit risk of In-
ternet credit. In order to explore the effect of integrating tree model and linear model in the pre-
diction of credit risk of Internet credit, this paper adopts Stacking model fusion method to design
the credit risk prediction model, in which the first layer model is random forest, XGBoost and
LightGBM and the second layer model is logistic regression, and conducts experiments on the real
data of Clap to Borrow. Compared with the performance of the single model on AUC, accuracy and
time consuming, the results show that the fused model, although takes longer time, but performs
better in terms of AUC and accuracy, which provides a new idea for the construction of financial
credit risk prediction model.
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1. 51§

PR L&A DY AL — FloBT AL ) ELER I G A, AR A frT PR . EBA I 28 5 VPAR A SO R4 FH XU T B 9
T ELI N 4 R R A R R T RS R R OB R R, IXAE T SR S AN, A AE TIRINAE DA P RS 48
BIRZZHFHPATHIL, WS T AR, (BRI R — PR T 1].

X FH P A AR I PP A AR B B — AN i, 0h e 3 B = MR T gk, E
PEOP T N LR ITVE[2]. IRAFER, BB S I EVERIRIE, ML oI 1E 4 mhE FH XU VAl 49038 1)
L FH A R . Malekipirbazari 55 AN$& H 77— Fhk T BEHLARAR 15 3R VPG 7%, FIAELE &
Lending Club [ [ B 52 P 304 347 70, B AN E I ROCR[3]. 20T, 8R— 2t T BP M@ Mgt idt 1
15 RS TPAG AL, e 45 SR W] BP #h 22 ) 2 AT 80w (0 PO vEE i 22, 1 &1 & R0 43 B8 2 Bk O o 1
FN[4]e IXLEHLAR 2 S BRI RN ] A H T 2 M, A 2 (8] (Rl & A 3 — PR
W73l 2016 4 FaceBook #H T GBDT M1 45 [al Y= AH Rl A A A0 i o 22 b AT F000, b5 /= P AL 2
EE B AL IR T T 3% [5]0 AR SOREAR B FI 2 A A il & (1) 7 25 51 NS F AR PPAk b, B T-4m4m
DR IR E L RTINS, gAML RN B AR TR AR, 4 SR SR I AR 2R N e MR A A 1) kB AR
bl RS (1 280 R AT

2. RBINE
2.1. ZiEEFER

PR T AR R AR, £E 3 SRR AT T2 MR, 8T Logistic sAACK HARE Y
MIBEY— AL 2 0 A 1 2 J8], A P BT BRI bl AR R AN T B IEAR, BB K e Bl SO Ik . X+ =
GrRIAE, ¥

P(Y=1|x)=x(x), P(Y=0|x)=1-7(x) (1)
TALLAR BR A -
T[] =2 ()] @)
KHEALIA BREH -
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L(w)= ,N [ 7 log (%) +(1-,)log(1-7(x,)) ]

i=1

2| Vi log 1 1[7([)2‘3) + log(l—zz(xl. )) 3)

Il
NMZ

.

[yi (w*xi)—log(1+exp(w*xi))]

Horprow RBERE, wex & w M x BN X L) RBORAE, 7520 w B THE[6]. 224 R -3 % R
P05 PSRRI AN A 025 SR SR A X BB IR R B ) e AL TP e MBS w AR AR THE D w, JUIZ 4R (AT
FREIRLA :

P(Y=1|x)= )

P(Y=0]x)=

(&)

2.2. FEHL AR

BEHLAR M Z Bagging SERCFE IR AR, AR L7 3] 9 id Bagging A, JF H9I NHFAE
BEMLEFER B AR, YRR AT ISR, S 4R th 2 BRIR S g [ 7] BENUARMRA 3 2R 2 R R
&, BEHVETE RSB N AR M I g RS MR IESE Y M, WEHE—A m
Lm< M, FHRAE M ADFAEFEEHLII m DNFIEREAT 2R, R m NMFEF AR &
PR AR AT REER ARG, ANEEAT YR Xt BT iR SRR O 45 SR EBEAT I A5 2 H 4 AL, [0 0 ) LA P 22 4
BEET53, [l i ERAE BT B T

2.3. XGBoost {53!

XGBoost #5772 Chen 5 A\ 7E 2016 42 H 19— Fh Boosting #74[8], E4£4: GBDT Sk %Eat E, *t
PR R ECIAT I AR BRI, R HIIN T IENAR I, PR 4 53 4% RN H A R B R B, R
ARSI L5 )8 . Boosting ) AR 2K 2 AN 555 o) 73 KA E S EORIE B — A5 5: > 73 K88, T
XGBoost FTFH 2 M HE f&: CART # . XGBoost i AN Wi (7 IR SR 4> ZERFAE,  AEAR I — RR A ol A2 7 2
= AFRECRILE EA R IRZE . FEX R AT TOET, SR X N EE 0 RN RRIE R 2 V8 B — A
THEA b, B R X e 0 BT . XGBoost HISERAL A (6 R, x; A @ MREA
PRFIE &, fie—/NEEAR, FREEARBES.

=2 fi(x), fieF 6)

HARE I A RTFR, B8 T HE NS R ERBORCE T, b o058 i B0 51 308 i
PRSI R AL R TN

ob) =3 1(v, 7 )+ X 0(1,) ™
XGBoost — RN HERS, MM TR T
5(0) _
Vi =0

W= fi(x) =3+ £ (%)
W= 1)+ 4 (x) =30+ £ (x)
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TRIGIE, I
P =0 () =7 () ®
B aXBRALARMNBRLRO), Hi ¢ HEH:
06" =30 1[5, 7+ () 0(£)+C ©
XGBoost [ EARRZAE £, = 0 ) M R ¥R IFRRAFUTAME, SIANENLUE, 15:
b = Zf_{gif, (xi)%hift2 (Xi)}@(ff) (19)

2.4. LightGBM 1&&!

LightGBM #2& IR IS FEBELE 2017 “E4R A0 —Fh GBDT HEZE[5], M T1L4tH) GBDT 5ik,
LightGBM [IAeAb = AL HE =570 : 2T Histogram RN FIE . AR EBRHI1 Leaf-wise [ T4
Kok, Bo7EIiZEE, BRI 7 REERRE, Xaelibdila .

Histogram 3% (1) B AR AR 2 e i B2 077 mURFIE (A B B0k A ke AN, RIS R E — N8 BE N £ I E
Jr Bl LER PRI, AR BB S A ARSI E T B Rt gt E, Sl R8s, B
TR T FENGEE, RSN R ECE, TR E R

7t Histogram HiEH) A b, LightGBM #EATIHE— LI, BEDArG IR EE BRI Leaf-wise M 4=
KRG, FRRMYATET A M T4 mirh, B3 RE 8 5 R i — M5, RE7%R, WilkfE¥r. LightGBM
(1 55— MRAL R BT B 22 s, — NI 1R L BT DL B PR AT A ) B 7 PR o o 4 ) L R
ZA33), P E 7 B A TR i P BT B & AMd, BT LightGBM 7] DUR S /NI AR S 21 5 26 i
BT, R B DR — 1%

3.1. SCIREERFNGAR

ARSI Fir R AR R B 404 08 “ BRI RAEEdE K38, BuRSILE =AM 8uER, 17N
{5 B3R Master. H /7 & FE K LogInfo. M5 BB ENEHER Userupdate. F 47 915 B3 Master H 5
JZ2 55, BAFEARME 228 NMHIE; H P B B¥E K Loginfo A 96 Ji%4uE: M E B Bddn®
Userupdate 5 61 J3 56404, HORFRHECE AT 7B HE . =R FERMEL 1. %2, £ 3 Pios:

Table 1. User behavior information table

F1. RRTARBER

FHIEAA AR EBd
Idx 25K unique key, AILAS 541 2 AR idx FHIGEL.

Userlnfo_* A NRFIERFAE
WeblogInfo * W £ AT RRAIE
Education_Info* 5 2 FERFAIE

ThirdParty Info_PeriodN_* B =07 B N 18] Bt NOFAE
SocialNetwork _* FE2E 8 AHAIE
LinstingInfo e 3 A AT I [
Target B PERIEL: 0. IEWIER)
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Table 2. User login data table
2. MPERRER

FHIEAA R &Y
ldx & —2E 53K unique key

LogInfol B RS

LogInfo2 (=Sl

Table 3. User information update table

3. AP ERENEIER

FHIEAA R sy
ldx & —2E 53K unique key
ListingInfol 8 K AZ I [A]
UserupdateInfol TBEM A2
UserupdateInfo2 k]

3.2. YWiETALIE

1) g

s T U T B RE R AR . ORI R AR R

B RAG AR FE . F P 4T 815 B3R Master (4T FIF (8 RAE A AR D5 30 F) (R M) et R (A T2,
R R  60% 2 47 I EERUFIE -1 3178, ¥ “RGEUR” B — R0, HAh GG R ik
INFRBAE RURAE B FE PR AE T unknown 37 . AT HHEEAMREA B PRSI BL KBk
ENEERNNBIRHE T, DUT 5 B AR, SR EANEOV AR, B E 1 BRI, G AR RS
IR, BRI 120 (RREASIEAT MRS o
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Figure 1. Number of missing value attributes for each sample

B 1. §—FHEARKERENK

SCARKEEE: X AT 1R B AR Master T A B R ISCAR R IEEAT I BR S A% AL B, JFgE— HUE TR X
ClE P, FRT A K). 0 5 BB S8 & Userupdate A SCARBUE S — KNG .
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MER AR T AT )9 B AR Master "PEUERURHERTTT 22, MERER 2 J7 2B NIHFAE, W0k 4 F
s MBRTT 2T 0.1 FIRFAE.

Table 4. Sort of variance

=a. FEHRF
HHE I HHE I
Webloglnfo 49 0.000000 Webloglnfo 28 0.015079
Webloglnfo 44 0.000240 SocialNetwork 16 0.016559
Webloglnfo 41 0.000360 WebloglInfo 50 0.020766
Webloglnfo 46 0.000740 WeblogInfo 38 0.022579
Webloglnfo 55 0.001220 Webloglnfo 13 0.022961
SocialNetwork 1 0.001419 WeblogInfo 34 0.023144
Webloglnfo 43 0.001558 WeblogInfo 45 0.024843
Webloglnfo 47 0.001638 WebloglInfo 57 0.025356
WeblogInfo 52 0.002937 SocialNetwork 15 0.027182
WeblogInfo 58 0.004154 WeblogInfo 29 0.029978
Webloglnfo 40 0.004376 WeblogInfo 25 0.030240
WeblogInfo 32 0.006964 Education_Info5 0.031205
WeblogInfo 31 0.006990 Webloglnfo 56 0.032448
WeblogInfo 10 0.008021 SocialNetwork 2 0.039319
Webloglnfo 23 0.008190 Weblognfo 11 0.048684
WeblogInfo 54 0.010551 WeblogInfo 48 0.050104
WeblogInfo 35 0.010850 Education_Infol 0.058566
WeblogInfo 53 0.011841 SocialNetwork 14 0.058664
WeblogInfo 37 0.012094 UserInfo 21 0.064936
WeblogInfo 26 0.013549 WeblogInfo 51 0.014910

2) FFAE T

REE A2 2 B HE A I ) B A . B AE AR e . RRAERTAE . AFMEIE .

JRASIS TR S Hiik s S P AT (S B3R Master W FIBACIN TR HEAT B B AR . DR RIS RN EE— A
¥ H AR 4% ) B AL

FONREAS e Govt F P B JE A AR (0 R0 P 58 I R 1 B 20 26, &% HLIE 240 %6 f e R AT 44 44 ik
1T Al . 25 1H ] XGBoost Pk BB AR 2. 14 3. & 4. 18] 5), BRARAE S B HEAL BT = kT
BEAT AL
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Figure 2. City importance ranking
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Figure 4. City importance ranking
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20

25

FRERTA: Giih P 885K Loginfo F1H 15 BB NEHE R Userupdate 1 H & S IEFIH -
FHHE B MIIREL, FEar 4N Log_count Al Updat_count JIAEIH P47 AME BEHE R Master H, Hrr-B i
GRRAEH 0 AR 7 EEE O FE AR LA 0y 2 A — BT A — N HTRRAE, B YA T REAE B A AT

A A R i TP ik 143 B ORHL

FRIEIESE: BEARLIR 7:3 R O ZREANASE, FHFIH XGBOOST ik RHiE, IZk 10 A,
FEXT 10 AMEEAY St R RRAIE 2 B 255788, e X R AE AT A — 4k, 3% 5 R EBEEHEAAET 16 B
fif(cum_importance: 2T E E%; norm_importance: JH—1k), FMIBREZE/NT 0.01 IFFAE .

Table 5. Feature importance

5. FFAEEEM

fea_importance

norm_importance

cum_importance

ThirdParty Info Period2 6

WeblogInfo 6

ThirdParty Info Periodl 6

UserInfo 14

ThirdParty Info Period3 6

Webloglnfo 15

ThirdParty Info Period2 3

UserInfo 16

ThirdParty Info Period5_1
ThirdParty Info Period6 1
ThirdParty Info Period5 2

WeblogInfo 2

ThirdParty Info Period3 2
ThirdParty Info Period3_15
ThirdParty Info Period3 5
ThirdParty Info Period6 5

5.931778e—02
5.784138e-02
4.975742e-02
4.564730e—02
3.624279¢-02
3.213665¢—02
2.972517¢-02
2.206508e—02
1.897712e-02
1.783195e—02
1.701123e-02
1.570866e—02
1.485803e—02
1.469115e-02
1.421459¢-02
1.410538e—02
1.340561e—02

5.931778e—02
5.784138e—02
4.975742e-02
4.564730e—02
3.624279¢—02
3.213665e¢—-02
2.972517e-02
2.206508e—02
1.897712¢—-02
1.783195e—02
1.701123e—02
1.570866e—02
1.485803e—02
1.469115e¢—02
1.421459¢—02
1.410538e—02
1.340561e—02

0.059318
0.117159
0.166917
0.212564
0.248807
0.280943
0.310668
0.332734
0.351711
0.369543
0.386554
0.402263
0.417121
0.431812
0.446026
0.460132
0.473537
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3) FEAEIM

FEHAT RN GR 2 BT ZEWEE — T IEGUREAR R EL B, R AT i BB A SR R A HEAT I 5, )
SAEAFRE RG] - ORTE o e B — KBRS, BETI 22 B AR R LR, DB A R R E
BAR[O], PrUABEATAEA I GTAC L . X AR, W HAT I AR REAIIM, HnIE SR AL
B MTTEPRAILRAE > PSR I T ERAR N R RAE . Chawla %22 2t T SMOTE (#1771
SR A PEHE A2 17 17 7L, SMOTE (1 R ARG X D HERAE A K A AR BEH LA N AME AT BEH LG i
B T A4 BB ) > BERAE A 10] 6

ASLIAEA T IEA Y 13:1, A SMOTE, SREUGH RAE #7575 M RS AT 17 i, 1487 i 1 47
FEAELGIN 1:1,

4. 1RB)IZ
4.1. ERFS5RE

LY (1) 2 H5ORTASE R 1) Ft i &5 SR PRS2 e 1R K, AR S 56 48 A Python [1) Hyperopt £ 2EAT 881 1 2%, Hyperopt
B RO SR R T S 4, 1 BARR TR T4 R R A GridSearch VA1 S, Hyperopt 3 & 5
REZ T 5 ; Random Search SR PLA I, (H 2 m BEI5 s 25 [A) b — 46 bl 5 211 55, Hyperopt MUK B
WiE . 1M H Hyperopt XRF5 )RS, BENLIASSEHKNE, tHAT454 MongoDB #1720 Z .

R Rl G R A I A5G 25 ) RS IS5, BUYRELG (17772 3 22 Blending 1 Stacking.
Stacking & — M7y EBRAENHELE . INZE A, B BRI SHM, KA RGBS, 5
TR R LSS — R R ST SR I AR AR IE IO N ZRER AT BRI ZR, AT A3 2152 2411 stacking FAL,
Blending Fl Stacking KEUAH[F], {H2 Blending i3 2 X HIFE T YIZREEA 218 K-Fold ) CV EBEF 2T
TUAEL AT A 5 B B R R, T 265 K-Fold CV 4% HoldOut CV. {H 2 Blending 7] A<= i 4l
A, Stacking 8 H 2R CV o ELAERR M, FrhAsedeik A Stacking M7 AT B 5 .

M E IR BURE + B[R AL, R LA i BRSNS/ (i SIS AN A T O o (H B 4 (A
VA TCVEAR HE B A B AR AT AR 25 1R 5200, DRI T 4 22 8 [ =0k 52 004 2807 25 6 s A 2880 28 SURFAE - 2014
4 FaceBook fig i 1 W71 GBDT MIZ A [m] ) 1k & B8 [8], FIH] GBDT & A7 RIS SURFHIE, MRS
RUBIH 55 m ) R AER B 0 R AR & 1 — AN, 3R TR SRR AR S A O S BURAE, W4T T4
IR (RIREFE

FIr VAR S 56 1 5% F RSS20 N 2 M AR Y AR 25 I 7 VE AT A il o« AR S50 1 28 — 2 1522 XGBoost.
BEHLARAR AN LightGBM, X3 =/ MERIAT I Z 5 R BIRMSEUE, FH 7 A TIEALE AHRFE, A
5 AR B R [Rl RE A T O AT TR
42. BESHIRRE

Iy RRLE P AR A AR, REIER . FL 4. M. AUC. HRRENPERAR SR, 2
TERA TR R AS T SR 9 TE AIREAS IR &7 B o KRS A2 P ROy B HERS,  J2 TN A T AORE A Hh SERR A TE A
At ARREMREHELTMETER, —MNUES, 75— BUENSC, 7 ZAREA RS LG
WEANFEAR T o F1 2 BURKEH R AE BRI, [RIEFEE T FE# A R, fE20RE5H, Fl
I3RS FH AR AR . THER 3R R 1 IR R TN P RE AR o S B Ll . AUC 252 F AR RFIE T 26 R 1)

L, R ORPEAL — 4y S AL .

A FERA AUC FER 2 BOE R ) R 2P britE . AT HRIZE ., K. F1 708 HEM

, AUC FE /3 RARS P MHEZ . BN — Mo B A i #R MR, XN R 2 & — IR
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T, B

BEAT 2, BUEMNU 2 FEER L KRS F1 208, dEMR A0, 1) AUC 3EA XA ]
AUC FIEM AN 27 G, X NSRS AUC, BRHER 22 38 T80 s W B3 AT T3,
(RIS B A AW EL T AN SR A R e T (B, RIS BENLREAS (0 — N E PESR bR, 1T AUC 2%+
PR AT RE RO BT ELREAT U5, PTUARE AR {117

5. EWER
5.1. RBBPSER

{5 Hyperopt X XGBoost. FEHLFRM. LightGBM = ANEyEMER > HISATHS:, WS Ex an 6
Fox, ATRUR L Z R AR AL ) AUC FHERZAE A BTt Tt . Hb bR 2 5 AUC 3271, HERRZRAFE
i, B AUC AEXSHERf SR U sE Ao g, AP PP SR I L AUC e, TRIEBENLARMR IV EREAE T 2 )5 2
HHRTH

Table 6. Compare before and after adjusting parameters

F* 6. FEHIEXEL

) Y
fiA
AUC Hidriks AUC =
XGBoost 0.6736 0.8473 0.7220 0.9098
B ML AR 0.6329 0.8918 0.6950 0.8358
LightGBM 0.7028 0.8866 0.7278 0.9073

XGBoost. BEHLARM. LightGBM = ANFIEBA I S Hor mlnse 7. % 8. % 9 Fis:

Table 7. The optimal parameter of XGBoost
%% 7. XGBoost LS4

ZH AUE
learning_rate 0.0512
n_estimators 411

max_depth 16
min_child weight 6
subsample 0.55

Table 8. The optimal parameter of random forests

8. BN AR RN EH

24 RE
max_depth 18
max_features 3
n_estimators 16
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Table 9. The optimal parameter of LightGBM
%2 9. LightGBM R &

ZH RIE
bagging_fraction 0.55
learning_rate 0.0511
max_depth 18
num_leaves 85
num_trees 584

5.2. FEIEEBEBERLL S
ASZE Kt T XGBoost. BENLARAR. LightGBM. 2 [HH, DLAMAIGHA PERE, & 10 Fin:

Table 10. Performance comparison of different models

= 10. FEHERMEREXTEE

Y AUC iRiES FEI
XGBoost 0.7220 0.9098 23.00
BEHLARbK 0.6950 0.8358 1.72

LightGBM 0.7278 0.9073 11.79
bezaCIlE 0.6813 0.6993 0.95
il 0.7537 0.9180 43.77

10 vl USSR R AR A8 AUC HEZ S B E R G BE8. LightGBM. XGBoost.
BEMLARAR. @RI, fEEREE AT, RIS IRTE TR AUC, & xt Stacking 1/
Hla, BRI AUC FER 25 20— 21T, @S RIS AUC H 3R I 5 22 1) 12 4 0]
HIEF T 0.0724, #EAZFESETF T 0.2187; LR ILA LTI LightGBM ) AUC 27t 1 0.0319, #ERAZRSETF
7 0.0107.

RIS 5 B BARTE AUC FIAERRZR AR I Tt (HJ2 i Scke iy i), FER 43.77, ELPUAS BAAE
R FE I 5K 1) XGBoost (AR IE 2L 23— 5 I [A] . 1% 2 AR ) 52 R FE ey, FEIN Bk 7
A SIS A A il (R FE RN I8 2 T LA SE I, A8 SEBR SR R 6 T B AE E an RFE I ORI 5 AU — AR
IR AN T A 3 2 AT FR) SR 3R
6. BE

A SO 4 R AT AE RS VR AL ) R, ST 7 AE AU PR AR A, DLBE AL AR AR . XGBoost.
LightGBM &5 — A8, AR 58 — 20, fliH] Stacking AR & 7 kBT R B & . e 45 R&
A Y 5 PR SR AR T B, (ER BT K . ARSI iz — 75 THR WAL EE 5 T, AR SO0 5
SRRFAEREATYZ 4, ATAHRPAE AN TN H AR 8] A IE R EE S — 48, FESERRR A, WS REAR R B RPAE
AT AR HH— S8 X v XU P 7 TRV SOR B8 HRAE s LR R RN ZE VAR AL I i, 44 Bagging K5
EIRE——BENLARIR. Boosting MK ——XGBoost. LA XGBoost 1 it 5% LightGBM i
WRVAHEAT 7RSS IF B &SRl & RO BT .
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