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Abstract

With the development of economy and the popularity of credit card, more and more credit card
transactions have been illegal and fraudulent, which has brought huge economic losses to the
country and individuals. Due to the large amount of credit card transaction data, the large number
of features and the high imbalance (the number of normal samples is much higher than the num-

XEFIF: Trh, EEME, S T CNN-SVM BI{E AR VEIRAS I vk D]. N $E iR, 2021, 10(2): 386-395.
DOI: 10.12677/aam.2021.102044


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2021.102044
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2021.102044
http://www.hanspub.org

BRUIE

ber of fraud samples), the fraud detection system needs to be further improved and perfected. In
order to reduce the losses of banks and cardholders, a method based on the combination of con-
volutional neural network (CNN) and support vector machine (SVM), namely the CNN-SVM method,
is proposed. This model firstly uses SMOTE algorithm to treat the small sample of the original data
to achieve the effect of balance data, then uses CNN to extract the implicit feature of the data, and
finally uses SVM to detect the extracted characteristic data. Based on the example analysis and
comparison, the fraud detection model based on CNN-SVM is more accurate and better than the
traditional classification model.
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1. 51§

1EHRA G R E IAUE BEOR A BRI K R AR KR 2 . [RIIF, A5 FH R VE D (7] R 7E SR b
Bhne ARAE  ERAT 2 1R R 5 RVEIRICIEE R EIEZRER N, JF ARl TEH RIEE
SENAFFIRR EIEEALIE[L]. 15 RVERRN S L — SR AR . SEHRERERTEE
B, EEAWM: —MURE FVESR, —FORL TER2], BIUrEEIES, EEHRER]. ATk
XA P VR 1) A A R R g — R TRBIRYE, RERVERI . VR E A A R VR A
M TR Z 5, HEUE T BRI . E. Aleskerov (1997) [41306 7 —Fh AT LLIE T4 2 M 2% 1 I 15
FI-RVER AR, AT LATE [ s N2 38 B3R T = FORF I & 48 45895 Chan (1999) [5]
WA T — i TS F R ERVERT I 20 A sCBE F2 4 52, A3 FE AT 4 1 SRR VR R A AR R VE R
fe, ATDLE SR T AREVESRAT NiE 4525 Fiore (2019) [6]44 25 BAHTL I 4% 137 F 31435 FH - VE B 4G 00
ARG, WHRHERRE LSRN 2888 BUIGRM 7 888 MERe L, Rl BRI, A& T —H
AR VERALE]; Yang (2020) [715&H T B STHESE T A5 AR £ X 46 5 FI R A, A &R A 7
S5 ST R MR 2 7 AT DURIE B e M, A K it S 1 7% 7 B A b it 3 1) E o

A5 FH A VE G RS0 170 R8P AR S5 R DA Jlio— A a0 2 ), RT3 5 S5 SRR A DX A A VE B R A o VR
WPids. FEMGFe LU T 025, i R B mT DL N, ARG rImLas 5 > Bk
PR P25 7772 o AR GRIIHLER 2 2] 7 2 ELARBE N LARAR[8] [9] [10], SCHFm) EHL[11]F1 boosting [12]51%5% .
ELAR DL 1 I B ATL A8 27 ) SR BT /IR AR B £ T LU SR L 10 0 55 2 A0, H 208 3 KA = = 45
P TCV2s BIER AR BOR , SRTIIR B 2% 2] B0 0] DUSE L b At v s 4 B 0 R B8, TR 2 ) () B
A DUSE AR VORI S A U RRAE, AT A A B e SE IR A o R B 2 ST SR AT 0 2K F Bk
H: BEAEME[13] [14]. REMEMESE, A CNN TETH X m e ek i ae 158, ATl iz
by FH A AN A0 R R T

AL SR H SMOTE [15]503250 B 4G5 th 5/ R ACHEAT BE AL RAE AL 380A B P A B 3R, 48
Je R A R 28 I 2 ok o A B R AE B I e 4 BB R AR B ke, A I FH SRR ) LG B HE R
PRI AT R AN 228, BE 32— T CNN-SVM 7772 15 F R VEGw A I .
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Figure 1. Structure of Convolutional neural network

E 1. BREMEMELEN

21.1. ERE

&2 2@ B AU (Convolution kernel )4 BE Xt i N 245 B AR AT B AU 5, B N\ 20 1) 4
TEHEATA5 B EAF AR BB b 4k, I 77 A 45 41E B (feature map). FEBUZEMI—ANE DR/ g, @it £
WNEREGE PN E/ TP S A E T Rl e Sk 1

LI — MRk .

K= 1 (X, X ek 0] @

ok, VFOR | RBRUR: X N5 LR KON RN K BRI b R M, %
TR -URRHAE NS | MR, T () RS

212 kB

RPN 28 T FIAL JZ AR — PO NRRIERR IR 0 T X, B — AL T BRUZ G, et
AL NS ) AT B R, SRS RIS ] DLE— 0 0 B0 R AE AT S, BT DAL R 48 DU e
—IR B TR I HE 1 R 4, R AR KRR FE B T S R, e e S R
TR R, RTE T ECR.

UE B AL 2 AT Loy ARl P34k )2 (meaning pooling) i Kt 4k JZ (max pooling). ¥ibik
I — Rk

X,y = f(B*down(x)+h) )

Arb, xRN down () Ron ALK AL pRRRVEME: b FoRAIMEME: f () RaBOEER
2.1.3. &% EEF Softmax B

ER AR BAPAME P BB RS T A7 MR, BRI BB 5 1
i N KA A B FEAS R R0 2 ]
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JiR 46 BOHE 22 3ok 25 B2 R0 i Ak J2 A 3L S A5 B 6 R O B JE T 4 2 A9 B I — 4 ) A T
Softmax MHGHAT 7328 . IR ECH T A0 B2 73 2 0n) /6 THReA0 1 — 43 2 10 e ] U T 32 IR 4 kR
#. Softmax BEUZH —A n 4ERIHN MU A n gEf AR, 15 3 B EUETEEI 0 2] 1 Z (A1 o E 4 Ak
it aE, HEPrEHBRITHEANN 1, RIS Rm & v DWEASE R AR . MR s K EE TR
FAMEZ R, VRN TINZE A .

ZERZ AN Softmax 2 BB R A

y* = softmax(e* X +b*) ?)

Hop XU RRNEERZNRN: D RN EEEENRE: o FRANERE: b R
B kRN KRR

214, BIEERHE
HI T2 52 A bR A7 AR UL 6 RE AT BRI 1R L, BT LA S5 NS R 5o A 7 £ 2 10 e S e A e ok
B, IXFEA BT R RE . F LB B £ AR sigmoid, RelU 45
Nair #1 Hinton - 2010 44444 IE£& P ¥ 70 (Rectified Linear Unit, FiFR ReLU)NFH FHh& M4, %k
PG el 2 FisE LR -
f (z)=max(0,z) (4)
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Figure 2. ReLU functional image
& 2. ReLU EHE1&

A FRIEATTBUE H ReLU R H MR KERE, ERAEUTIA, 2T 0 W ERKIEX Tk
THER TR SRELR R, JF He A BSRAER B RT 0, FrUACRAR S ik S A SORE, A
—FRAE LIRS BN, EEL RelLU R 0 R £
2.2, XFFEEHL

FEGE T2 2 J7 ik, SCRF I ENL(SVM)TE LA 2 2 b i i Rl SRR 2 —, M e R st 2l
GRAE DR RVETT 4y, L S SRS B R IRIRRYE o s 2 1) P 45 A DRI Bt /I T U A0 3 e A e 5% o 4
KA o RN EE S 73 SR I KA R IR IR

@ *x+b=0 (®)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2021.102044 389 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2021.102044

ERUE

Her: o NETHEFEAE, b MW .
Vanpik UEH] 1% TR DT IR — D SCRFENLEEN T R A G, s prs

. 1
min: W (a) = _Z::lai +§Z::1zlj:1 yiyjoak (Xi 1 Xj ) (6)
subject to: Z::lyi =0 (7
Vi:0<g <C (8)

Hop | ZonNGEPHALE, o o | ZEHRR DR, o MM DINGEA (X, y;) . mILHH
R REAE(T),  (8)3NRR M il i/ ME A & (6) AP N o SEBLAY -
E SRR Q, Q LT LASEN RIm A

min: W(a):—aT1+%aTQa 9)
subject to: a'y=0 (10)
0<eg <Cl (11)
3. #&T CNN-SVM G F il =a
BRI ZE N BA R HIRAE IR T, — D INZRIF B U 2 0 25 A0 W] DL i 25 U s A 4

PR ISR HE 2 ST B P IARAE, XSS RE i KA SRR P AR 55 I IR SR it o R A SOy
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Figure 3. Fraud detection model based CNN-SVM
3. CNN-SVM TEIR#E MR EY

AR 3 A LUR LA P BR:
1) BUEFACEL: R AR G ER AT TR R, i T i 5 R 2 5 B AR TR AT
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i Ke , H T BE AL SRAE SRR ] 2 A2 R AS 1) M R IE I B A, S8 5y 7 A R S 40 5 F )
JIT LAAS SR SR ] SMOTE B30 D BERFEAHEAT 73T FAR I A R FEAR N T8 ORTRE A S I 20 4 S v
FAEMN TR

H¥k 1. SMOTE £

BN DHOREA X, DLRDHCEREARSE S,

LA TR RS AEAR, DIRGRBR R R T S e B DB AL S, PITEREARRIBERS, 13300 kL 4R,

2AREHE A AT LU U0 B — SRR LU AR E R 2 N, 0 T — AR X, AL ka4 Hh BE ALk U >
&, REEIIIEEA X .

3XFFEE—ANBENLIE HHIIEAR X, 430 S R A H SR £ 2 SR T O R A

X =X +rand (0,1)x (X - x,)

FH OB X,

2) AR ERBEE AN w BB R MR, R NAEH TSR ERMAEMLES . 4
BRI BN ZRE R, FERREARAZ M 2% (5 2 SR B 7 2 TR 22 M 2% (N R SRS -
3) VEGWALI . At B AR A AL JE SR HCE AR AR S\ B SR A R LEAT 2 T 4V O A Al 5 202K

4. LMERR 3
4.1. SR

A IE IS SRIAF B — RYITE TR R UE BIX MR A o it S50 204 48 2 tH ULB ML Group [16]
PEBLIIRRIMNE RS B R4E . XANEESE I 284,807 438 Hhidsr, (HARA 492 &4dkiEicst, W
RPVESR S8 VEIR B LBy 1:578, FrLUXANEHRER I M AP . B T5 F i SR A AR P &N
Fafh, i B AR E A Bt g — MRS B O TS R VESR B e 1 R

Table 1. Data set of credit card fraud

= 1 RITERFEREIES

ARA VD VB L%k LIENSS
284315 492 29 284807

MR AT R SR A AT FOR A A AR B, 75 TR 2 6 1 52 2 A Rt 401 5 i)
A, BN S VR I K S Sl R

4.2. SKIRIREE BTN 1EHR

SIS TR IR B E N 16 G A7, i7-8750H 2.2 GHZ b1 %%, #:1E R4 N Windows 10, SRIGIE = N
Python, A iHELfd F] TensorFlow, 71 T.E A Anaconda3.

PR — WL ST BRI PR R R R W B 220, BT DL BhERA 14845 F R VESR I R4 i stk 240
TENLAS 2 1Ak, VR FE R (confusion matrix), XFRN AT REMERAE SR RME . T2 —FREE I 2 x 2
FERE FH R B I EEVERE I AT AL BOR 18 2 B ) (AR B A2 20, 18 H A UL ECHE R - matching matrix).
DAG3 FABEARY r 1) B 17 S P — 4 AR A o 0TI v R, R R A TR AT RE A 5 2 0 182 1,
ol & i 2 positive i85 negative. Hr:

e True Positive = TP: ESZ{H A& positive, AL\ A2 positive I E
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e  False Negative = FN: H.SZ{H /& positive, 1A\ 92 negative 1IE0E: IXBUE ST LIS —REHR
(Type Il Error)

e False Positive = FP: E.SE & negative, RN NZ positive AR : XS THE LIS — 45 R
(Type | Error)

e  True Negative = TN: E52E & negative, iR\ y/2Z negative HI%&E
AT PPAS B HE FE U2 2 B

Table 2. Model evolution matrix

2. HELTMEEM

%ﬁﬂﬁ% Positive (K TEHEAY) Negative (i % # 4)
Positive
(W TRREA) TP N
Negative
(IEH ) FP ™

FiAh, ASCHRXF LSRR TR R H B RHERSEERESR b, X PR R TR AR R A i

T
Accr = TP+ TN (12)
TP+FN+FP+TN
Recall = _TP (13)
TP +FN
Precision = L 14)
TP+FP
Fl 2x Precision x Recall (15)

Precision + Recal

o Acer (HERZ6) 3R B BT A SEI0 103 R ERA 20 2R 10 45 R 5 SO IIME ) bE R s Recall (4 [2128) 3R R 7E A5 2Y
T positive (KA 45 b, BEAITRMIA IERRIELE; Precision (R 3R)# W7E H 92{H & Positive [l
BEE R, BRI S R IER L E ;. FL (BB precision 5 recall 8F1- P35 {H.

LB NAS T B BE A, B VE GG AR R R B accuracy 1 NI & bR AN LW UERA ) . IR0,
AV RE precision, recall, F1 F1 AUC 1ENTEMEREFR R: 32138 TAERHIE th 2k (Receiver operating
characteristic cure, fij#x ROC #h£k), M FREAZ M ih £k (Sensitivity cure), ROC ] LLFE 4 (Fiad 41 5t A1 4
B KA R, AUC (Area under cure)i&4eit a7 > v fd FH o T 0 RPN Febn, BUE & U2
ROC i1 g o & M FUE -

4.3. SRREER

BEHVERR th s MR SR AR, SRR, PRI RAaE R - ERAZ
& S R 22 5 IR as ot LA 2 A M B4R B SR U BUE R AE 4L, s 126 — 2 B R 1 64 SRS
5 x5 MEBZAK, 2R ERED 32 MRN8 3 x 3 ERZAR, H=RERZEH 16 MRSA
3 x 3 BB, HA AT ZEHR 5 HAE R oKt )= (Maxpooling), )5 —/Z /245 RelLU
Bom R BIN AR R BB 215 2] SR IDURAEf N 2SR R UG B AT i, X
PR AT 002K, IS 2y B A 1A S R VE 2 5 o
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T %

N T UEBIASCHR H AR R DI R , 72 SI236 rh i S o) 5 T R 8 il SMOTE ST I RAEAL 2L,
SRJE XS HAE BEATRERN 0 1, R AR B ) T0% 1 NI ZREE R AR KR (1) 30%3% M 73 R AR 1) ik
VERRFEA 5 1L H S S FEAS LU B EAT A4 Dol ik

FEIXER Sy, ASCRAA] Python 18 5 73 I HI-R it B 1 14738 9 #1985 (GRU), GRU-SVM, B
PRZE2%, SORF IR SRR DU [17]1/E 9 S IS, Herboxd T SC 3 4t A VR B I 5 G v ) 5 A0
P22 2% b ) H FR R B A0 A R Adam [181ALSE, ALAL S22 REALIE R T BRSERI Y 3,
IS TS L P — B R A U AN B A T A AN R 2 BB AL B G RS ST 3R, AT DA R D
AL AR AR A ACRE ST, BERSIRATEEOLT 1) CNN AL . o B MRS H N 3 B

Table 3. Parameters of each model
= 3. EMERSH

HEH CNN-SVM GRU GRU-SVM SVM CNN
Batch_size 256 256 256

epochs 30 30 30

Sk 103 103 103 - 10°
REE 2 2 2 2 2

Dropout 0.5 - - - 0.5

ARSI R, 43 S S A SR A VE B ASIN 25 48 (CNIN-SVMY) 5 LAt AL 2% 2 7 D530 R 442 sl 16V B A0 5
OSBRI A RSB ER AT I 2%, SRS EAT I, #33) Precision, Fl-score, Recall, AUC [f%fi.
Precision, F1-score, Ave_Precision, Auc /£ NfEHr5 CNN-SVM BT 73 KRR R b, N SE 56 Fs
PRGN 4 FrosFRE T B 4 Bios.

Table 4. Experiment index of each model
4. BENMERLIIRRR

CRAEELEN CNN-SVM GRU GRU-SVM SVM CNN SMOTE + GNB
Precision 0.91 0.18 0.13 0.07 0.88 0.18
Avg Precision 0.96 0.59 0.57 0.54 0.94 0.15
F1 score 0.90 0.30 0.23 0.14 0.89 0.30
AUC 0.96 0.96 0.95 0.95 0.96 0.96

MDA AR R, ASCHEH A CNN-SVM J5 723506 IEREAS (VE IR BEA) K I i HERA 22 R precision 1%
F 92%, MIELT CNN HiE K44 3%MFET:, I Hmm T HA S 2 > 5k, FL /R NHERIZE (precision)
F [ 2 (recall) () Harmonic ~F 344 583 & X 73 VE SR BE AR AN IE 558 5, R AR SCHE H BRI 2 42 07 61 FL
{E =ik 90%, W& T CNN ik, iz T HALG 5 1 5% CNN-SVM £HE F R 28 5 FEA IR IE fuRE A
(T35 E Ek 96%, AHELT CNN B3R 2%, JF Ha s T H oAb gt 2= ) 5% ksl #4801 AUC
5% 96.5%, X b A I SRS =1 T 1%, AH LUAE SR VER I R e (1 SMOTE (borderline2) V-7 1% 1)
FL GE IR VERS I R GE[17]7EAH [F) B 4 1) AUC 1A 21 88%)) 1 BE K £ T 10%.

PLESEEGEREH, ASCHRHIEET CNN-SVM X5 H R 22 2 VESR I A R II8ER, Ref it AL 5
Htfa A HHVESRAEAS o FEILSE R, W] LI I A SCHR H A R IR VER IS A A 4 IR AE 5 45 SR TR AETE IR
VEAT l9, IF BAS 300 55 R 75 BEAEAUTEUE SR U s — D AR A AIGIE, BT LAASCHR H S F IR VEARI
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Figure 4. Comparison diagram of each algorithm index
E 4. EANEEEARRTLEE

5. &5iE

BEXEIE A5 F R VEGR A I 2 A2 8 1 T A 4 I 45 1) I B2 R M SRR TR, B THRAT R S 1Y
JE bR HetE B AR AT B KR s, 7 5 3G A S0 A i) R LA VR B (10 A SR AR AR i L, A SCHR M A
FE [ — s CNN AT SVM 45 5 05 3R M (5 R VE IS I R G, A ROt o 145 R 80 A7 1)
FEL, T HL AR BAT RGF A2 A e AR I B v B 2, AR A IS M 2545 7 CNIN R SVM
FIfL%, Frel CNN-SVM AL CNNL SVM FEAR 2 15 I T ELAT S A 1R 48 P AT T AR A ARG PO HE B 128
i B A2 I 2 (CNIN)ZE XS H AR R B AL R A R Adam D0 AL 50207 A Rt /b i 40 45 170 /-
FEESEIIZACRE 71, REMEIRAFTEOLTS I CNN B . LTk VESR A DA A/ ULB $R AL 8R4 Big
7, Ja AT DA RE A Y AR O Bl S AT U I ACR . I, W] DUz T R IR G AR e f 45 DLt — 21
S B Y A HERA R AN AT 2R

E&mHE
oK BRI (AL B AR AV TARE I 7T) (11571009).
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