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T HiE&EM R 1ENE PSO—LightGBM Hj
15 AR VS T 3%

Frr, 288,620, HEE8.5
(ZRRMRY: HOE SHHFRREEBE, 21 B 650500)

WE: REFTHLLGMIALZ ARG AP, 20 KRR G HER o ken—F. A A
Lending Club 248 % , 304742 A R I& iR G R ey M2 R TN E P ey 2 M &, 4 AT HEL
12 BB AR Y K R AR (SMOTE) ik 40 32 338 0F i AF A R 4764 B, K13 7 &89
2 SR BCHE . L RR R 8 B 46 AR AU (LightGBM ) B A AT DI 48, SH 48 A B & 5 B AR & 49
BT BARAL(PSO) S k47 2] LightGBM ¢ R A4 5 A 2R RS ATa0 b, R 2 R A, M

FER AT R B ATy AR,

KA : A3 AR 5 R P R 5 B U BRI RAF AR LightGBM B2 A s 45 F BEARAL ST ok

hE 42 . TP311. 13;F832. 4

W T I 28 T 1) AN T S R ] R T 28 7 A
Wrd sy, AT 2ol il 2z s, Horp— > E
PP XS B K 5 5K H 4 5 0. BEAE 15 52l 55 1Y
TR AR, S A ) DN AT DE A BN 32 ST
15 P PEAG AR A o7 & — > 3 R A, H
O JEREJE AR AR B 01 0 2 RS [] B9 AR 23 S 5 T R
UF BAG AN R % P, DNITTRE B2 3K A5 P RURS: 44 7
A3, — G A5 T XS PEAd AR R o] LU AR
FHPUA B N CRUAS 32 i 15 FH ML Y DR BE 7, AT
DR

15 FH XU PP AL A A8 21 iy 3 2 B TR AL Y
TR T LA 2] 0 05 . R Gt oris i g s
FH XS PEAG B fif etk it 330y I M B B
ARSI, Fob e FA P52 3 19 (logistic
regression, LR) ALk 151 2342 3848 [ 0 phy T 3L
g PR A AT A B vz 0 B TN R T A i
LM A 0 T A Al 2 A8, 7E S B oz
T — i R BRI Bl BIL a2 > 1R R 15 HIDF
AR i SR A k. TR ) B 2R bR
(random forest, RF) %} P2P [ 28 (& 0¥ 548 47 50 46

Y5 B 87 :2023 - 08 - 05.

XERFRERG A

NXEHS:1672 —8513(2024)03 - 0345 -06

S5 R I RA B AR AR B AR 4 19 52 0 1 R 950
7. Zhang %1 F| Y 7 45 1) AL ( support vector ma-
chine , SVM) FEA7 BF 0 KU 31, 45 R K B SVM 7
PEHRB I E A T A Chen 285 424 1 Fl
BOERYAR R DL 37 3 26 4% (naive bayes, NB) , %53
e Y TSR G TAZ G AN R DL B 3 2 e, OF
H.F SVM 5 2540, Chern 25 fdi F e 55 # ( decision
tree , DT') Jp 2585 A AL BROCKHE BR5E T 1945 FH 1A 0]
R, S 28 R R R S e B R G O EL AR R Uy T
B N T4 W 2% (artificial neural network , ANN) ,
[ B 5 22 e ) YN 5 ). Sharifi 2677 447 FC T b
Z W% AR LRSS &, SR A R B
PNV BE DL T A5 GE DR SR 7 k.

B2 i 6 # TFHL (light gradient boosting ma-
chine , LightGBM ) #5 Y J& — Fift Bk 63 i 412 T4 119 24
PERGEAY AT DA 55 0 28 e AR L LAAS 31 e fIe A
B A DR 7 2 A8 A DL, [ i S PR g )1 e
JE AR NAATH FE DL R B s B A 3. [R] IR Light-
GBM BALA K5 248, ik S48 S0 45 ) 1) B
AU A5 H FIAE Y (Y P B, L B 016 58125 ( particle

EEWMB : a B WA MBI BRI (=507 [2022] 8 %5).
PEZRE AN AHET (1999 - ), 2, W wF5E A RN IREAE T oE.
BIEMEE A EH(1980 — ), L, W, 08, WL A 0. 22N A (5 B2 SNG4
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swarm optimization , PSO) ()45 14 ] 2R H. 45 ) S B, #%
T2 N F TR AR SR (5 BE e B
R, [ei) o B 50 vy T T SRR Il A 0 2. ST ot A
SR — BT B @ NS PEALE PSO fIiE Ry Light-
GBM A (5 FH XU PP AL 8, SR ] LightGBM A5 Y
AT SR, 6T B AR 1Y) PSO B3 :45 3]
LightGBM RS EL. a5 24 F A kA
H, SRR A5 R R, M i R T A A P RE.

1 AxXER

1.1 PSO #&Eig

PSO' E—Fh AL T B A, M 2 — R
] [ — MR 5 RS S iR R R, BRI T S 28
WEAT R, I F-H Kennedy & Eberhart'®’ #& H. PSO
- METEAN A T H. B E ey ik Hir
Bob i — L BERLAR B b B B SVE— AN
7 (] P A AR RRURI T £ KL, SR 5 JEL T 2 R AR
PR R A B0 th T e R 2 B ARBUE
AR JEL L T A o 2008 6 B2 45 2, T LA LA 45 4 1
B SR B 5, [ I SIGH B BRI A
PRI HAT PR 48 2R A RE R R A R sk
PRI, PSO B3 32 17 T 0F 22 450K, i s 42
I R SE.

PSO FYETE SRR Aot 7 v 2 i i bz - 22 1]
AR EL R B 55 52 1, B AR B 2R 2 ] o
TR B B L A R R Ry R B G ( pbst)
54 Rt Ain E (gbst) /F LA, DLHORFRE) 2 i 42
JRIR AR R B B L B A= (1),
(2) Fizw.

V.., =w,V, +c;r,(pbst; = X,) +c,r, (gbst, — X,).
(1)
X =X+V. (2)
O, XV 93 37 A ARE 1) 2 i o7 B A
X, AV, RN AR BB AL AT w, 215
PERLEE () e, 23l N7 2] IR F AL 2527 2]
Tor Flry 22 A0, 1] A REALEL

PRAERY PSO T2 25 5 B A B Jmy il e A gk v x
T PSO FEERA, BHEA Y e HE0F T RE AT
RORARKRFEEZ . SRR SO, PSO 5.
PR I 2R AR R AR T, TR AR R R s s
BOINH IR AN R R A B 125 4 Jm) R R BE T 1 0
LSRR A AR DI TR AT R 2 B
P A RL T HE A AL 30, 5P A EE Y B 4 =
(3) Fi7w.

w=w,, —(w,, —w,,) X (iter/itermax). (3)
o siter FrR BRI UEL, itermax 7R e Kk ALK
B, T Z A 7 S RS, A A PEA R
10,0, A T /M
1.2 LightGBM #5%!

LightGBM ") 2 — b 3L F 45 J2 452 TH ) ( grandient
boosting decision tree, GBDT) Bt Bt gE i 5l R T
FETHEFEAR TE (boosting ) 5. Boosting el A {L ]
DL ZA B R 1 B0 20 2R 15 BT 455 N
T4 =5 73 2SR E , 38 P 55 7 o) 2§ T Dy 5oy >
. GBDT (%0 SR A V14 S B TS5
B AR B ARG D =1 (2,9,), (%,9,),

o (x,y) b Hit e e X e R, v, A BYFRIE AR
i,y eYeR & AR RECH Ly, ,.f(x,)),
IR AR £ ()
fo(x) =argmjn2L(yi,c) . (4)

SR e R n REAR R
R A SR A AR, B
e [ )
BN 56 B
¢, =arg mcin z . ,-L(yi S (x, +¢)). (6)
5T m BRI B £, ()

J
f‘m(x):f;nfl(x)-’rzlcm,je' (7)

LightGBM J&7E GBDT (¥ hEhli kAT 1 itk , H:
SEVEAN ) T AR S TH 2 Y RPAE 2 — 2 fef P4
MK (Leaf — wise) A (M niEl 1 fFR. K%
5 GBDT L HAH A2 4% 2 E K (level — wise) 14
TS, H A K 4% R AR I AR K SRS AT BT AN [+
i J2 A R AR ST R4 2 (8 BT A 119 5 R
HEAT 4328 T v A ) SR A B — IR 0 2R e 4 L
AR P 19 R AR B2 53 228, SRR AT DL SE e,
F B AR 2% BB 0 2. R G, 24 7E LightGBM
HRR AR ) 7 b AR R, SR P TR R PR 1] A 2 - A=
TR A R g HL A DR 22 AR, MERME B s L REE AT S
AR 1005 S5 A [RD I o P A R i AR TR
g e A AR T LA B % J2 AR Rl b 41 2%, A BB i 1Y)
TERA 1

LightGBM E{Xf FE 7 22 1 [a] iU £ ) 1 6 T 6 J&
H4BA 3 SR AR B9 (gradient — based One — side Sam-
pling, GOSS) ; £ XFRFIE £ 1 [l 8¢ T B R FRAER
Y[ 1= (exclusive feature bundling, EFB). GOSS &

) =f-1(x)



53

R T 2R B AR I, 45 - B FE B AN EE PSO—LightGBM ()15 FH XU PEAG A5 347

P AR A DR T B RS, X R
RN EEREARBEAT BELRAE. R 7E T 545 S
i N DA /B E R 51T AU AR B, R I X R A
SO RTEZ IR . EFB U0 o 0 S0 A AU ik 1) 5 3
SR AN B AT Dk S TR ) 5

1 LightGBM & £ {F A% & 1< ( Leaf — wise)

1.3 SMOTE &%

SMOTE Sk b X B0 AS P-4 [ B g
SEFRTT i, B — M U B FEA Y i R EOR
5 BE LI R AE A LR ) LR D B R AR A 31 1E
TREAY B A AN, B T BE R k4R [
A AT LA E AL RAETT 1. A B,
B3 PR A A SMOTE B892 ] AAE— € R
AT SRR A 3 A P A R ek D 73 2R A UL Y
JXLF{TZMJ.

SMOTE 20 B 1y - 16 56, TH DB HEA
Z YR R B A SRR R IR R, 15 3 b AR AR
A x,. SRJGARIEAS AT LU, DU A S SRR 32,
X TR DBERFEA, WH kAR DL SR «, . 15
X EEAFEHLIERER) x, , 530 4% BRCL R 24 XA OB i
DHCRREA 25 ORI B i 2.

x =x; +rand(0,1) (x;, —x,). (8)
Hrr rand(0,1) F/RIXE] (0, 1) I FEHLEL

2 XWERSSH

2.1 SKIBHIE

Gk B T Kaggle ™ i (https://www. kaggle.
com) $2HE 1) Lending Club {53 & H92 52 5 ¥ dle
Lending Club 322\l 55 J& 4 £ sk A SR I BE 3K, []
I A BOR NS AT H | & — Rl A i) P2P {5 4F
FE L S Sl R — R S T 2k
) Lending Club JL52 52 5y B A W HEARUR 4R %
Bl et & B AREARFE LA S 1 379 602 %
Bl , Horb  JEAREA BB 1076 751 4%, B 29k
AR ECEE Ty 302 851 2%, i Lk 43 il Sl 78.05% Fi
h21.95%.
2.2 HIETWALIE

Lending Club %4 #2 J2 A 25 M AL $dle , (0 & £

FRUETFS | AT, 5 RS PEAG ABE AR 1 R A S B A T v
S — AN Z W Y [R]85 P A5 DR 2 A
A, R AR R0 P R A B O A B K
FE A R A HIig A8, B, e T 8ds o ir 2
HI, B e B e T WAL B R

1) B fE B #E. Lending Club %5 4 43 & 151
ANFEIE, FRIE RO 3 2 TRATTE 2 A SR [R1 1)
S (R AE O 2 7 i AT AR e R 1 S,
FEIAE LL B R T 80% Fi15 {5 ARV 1Ak T FH 1
FEURRE B M B fln, an R A B p U R A —
ol U132 268 5% H A A8 i B A el S50 6 7, B
AR TEIHER T ARV B YRS AR K IR OC R
B — 0 Aty i P R E AR 5 (] () AH DG, B A
T OURAE, GEECHIBR , A BT, Rk S A 21
A FERRAEDEAT M5 FH IRUBS PP 455 75 f) g . i FH 4%
FORSAE N HFRERAE , ) I ok 7 2 B B R A A 25
Houik.

2) BRRAE AR, AT RRE L £ 2 )5 1) Lending
Club a4 s 2% $ 4w 0 ABATS A AE /D 3B 43 ke Ok
TEPEARBIEAM 7 0 il 2R AR R A7 AR AR RS T 5k
A, SR ICH I Ja R AR U AR B A TS A

3) R B 3 4b . Lending Club %48 4E 1F 11
FEACLUAI S 3.5 1, 4 ™ A F-fi5. fii | SMOTE
L B IR R DB A B H A AR A A R
[QHE RS 193 kI SPFEA. SRR 3. 5:1 MREAAR
ST ) LA A SRR A, DRI b 4R
FEA TR BEALIE AR AS , P50 BE A~ BE ML 5 I HE AR AR
BT /DB REAS , IS 9 1 R A 3k 21 -1
S e B IE SRR AR S A ] 2.

EAREA S
1400 000 T
1 300 000
1200 000
1 100 000
1 000 000
900 000
800 000
700 000
600 000
500 000
400 000
300 000
200 000

100 000
0

REARCR

0 1
i e

2 Lending Club #{iR&EFEEMERELRS T

2.3 XBPHR

(o FHALHR A ) B A4 2 LightGBM {5 XU PF
PR, SR (P O AR AR R 1Y) PSO 3 4%
RIESHL. LightCBM 5 RIAT R BB 28, 3 26 2
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BOE AR BB A 25 AR B PERE. R I, X i
SEZ R T I 2 A I R AR LN E B i PSO
SR LightGBM #2805 L MBSHE N 1
IR,

F 1 fEH PSO llZ&#HY LightGBM = EY

BHMENIMBSHE
i SR L Sl
num_leaves RN R IE 200
feature_fraction BE AL R AE 1 L 1] 1.0
learning_rate 2o 0.1
reg_alpha L1 TE TR0 i A 2R K 0.01
max_bin BRI AR AR A 4L 200

—A T R RN 258
L2 JE AR I AS i 2R K 0.01

min_data_in_leaf

reg_lambda

EEXTHET A& W B AEACE PSO - LightGBM 1y
15 RSP R B 5 i R AR AR A ] 3 BT

‘ T B 35 R A pso-1ight GBMIF {5 XU PP A 25

l

[ Kl b B ]

‘@zﬁﬁsmom;%;fmﬁimﬂ%w’

I

light GBMlll £

fd HpsoST i i
lightGBM et 254

V=gl

R FTIN 25 2

B3 REMENELERER

9 T Bk PSO — LightGBM A5 7 75 5 T KUK B
i ORI A5 T XS DA vh e R 2
() 4 BIRETYEAT X LU , £ 45 32 5 [T T | 2R SRR | BEAIL
ARAR AN DL S0 XU PP A AR, [ f -t | 5
ML PSO — LightGBM #6451 55 oK 28 5o [ 16 I 153 M AN
PSO Y1k i) LightGBM #EATX] HE , & R RLR I py-
thon H7 LogisticRegression 4%{4-f1 . DecisionTreeClassi-
fier # {4 £, . nb. BernoulliNB %% {4 £, . RandomForest-
Classifier #4614 J&z LGBMClassifier /441 $447.
AL SHCRBCRINE, B L 2.

R2 ERAMERSHREX
oAy ZHULE.

IENIfEEE = 1.0, F R EARUCEL = 1 000,
HEFEREES =0,CPU 8 =1,RE%
L BIE =0. 000 1, H AR =1

A [E]

353 AR R B e/ NEEA R =2, Y R BT
i (B IMEEAR K = 1, 4 P 1 /R
AR =0, B AEZ =0

P

T R R NECRE = 1.0, (1L
r\Iu 7

PRI i 0.0, S 752 31K S0 B = True

REF KL = 100, P 575 451 /I E A

0T R MREAH = 1,1

INEALE: 20,0

BEHLARK

RS Fe R 745 R K = 31, Bl BIL Ak HCRF AR
M ELR] = 1.0,24>] K =0. 1, L1 IE AL
R R = 0.0, * F5e K53 Hll B9 4> 50 =
255, — A~ R Y d/NECRE =20, 1 12
IENAEI A R % =0. 0

LightGBM

2.4 FMIERR
15 P RS DAt 5 7 F g e fge e i) S B e — A~ —
I3 TR)E, D I e R HERf 2 ( Accuracy ) (47 1] %2 ( Re-
call) \#rEHE (Precision ) {E R PEHr 845, [A I, R 1
FETA 0] 50 A HE A, T LB IR R bR FL -
score. ROC {12k T LAR BV S & H 73 2 2 1 P RE
R ROC AP HE bR, TR AR 1 ]
FHNFL —score WLAT(9) ~ (12).
TP + TN

Aceuracy = n by FN + TN ° (9)
.. TP
precision = 75" 5 - (10)
TP
Recall—TP+FN. (11)

F1 - score = 2 x Precision x Recall ‘ (12)

Precision + Recall

HoAr, TP (true positive ) F1 TN ( true negative ) 43 5| 35
PR IEAEAS A IE 1 73 S8 A B0 AN SRR A Bl R 1
W25 8 &, 1 FN ( false negative ) il FP ( false
positive ) 73 il &7 TEAFE AP AR 55 15% 7 2 ) B3 it Al
TREA BRI A 152 3 28 BB HERR %8 (accuracy ) |
FBI% Crecall) A8k % ( precision) il F1 — score
R, U B AR F AR B
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2.5 IBERSMW

PRt O RAF % ) M0 (f5 1 R4F i %

ARG A python A EZ A FIT (LR) (BRI 1) G BEIERFIEVE i A, A\ Lending Club %%

W (DT) BEHLARAR(RF) FhZE D37 (NB) | LightG-
BM Fil PSO - lightGBM 15 F XU PEAR B2 7L, 1% % H

PaA 2 1R 8:2 1 L4 I ZR Al A 4R , AT
BREBRIYI SR I H 45 2R

R3 IWHER

B HER 2/ % HHER/ % B2/ % F1 - score/% YLt/ s
#ZiEEH 78.3 98.7 73.4 84.2 14
s 87.2 92.2 91.5 91.9 28
FPEE UL -3 70.2 84.1 76.5 80. 1 1
BEHLAR bR 88.6 91.3 9.4 92.9 315
LightGBM 89.4 92.7 93.8 93.3 4
PSO - LightGBM 90. 4 92.8 95. 1 94.0 12
ROCIH%k - LightGBM #5551 AUC {H(96. 1% ) 7E A Bk

0.8
o 0.6
g 7
my — B EI0913)
= 04 ,// — PLFR(0.816)
e — KR H(0.681)
0.2 = BlHLARH(0.948)
’ LightGBM(0.953)
— PSO_LightGBM(0.961)
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

R
B4 FREEARRTEEEL ROC ik

3 B TAFBE LA LR R, /A
#| PSO - LightGBM [ 5K Fl F1 - score 43 5|
90. 4% 1 94. 0% , £ FiT A Bk th #6021, 5[]
FEAHFH LightGBM FEIH R 2833 PSO Ak Ay 3140
kb, PSO — LightGBM [ #E#f 5 Al F1 — score /3 %Il 4
BT 1.0%f10.7% ;1 5 HAh 4 FdE LightGBM &
RIFH HE, PSO — LightGBM () i1 2R Fl F1 — score $i
FhiE Bk, AR 1.8% ~20.2% f1 1.1% ~
13.9% . NIRRT, A FIAS SCEOi 82 A 711 25
i, PSO — LightGBM FR} 12 s, H 1 LightGBM 7T 8
s;IMAHXT T2 M 14 s, PRI R 28 s, B HLAR A
315 's,PSO — LightGBM jZ 17 3 & B R AR AR 3 D
TR TE I R 1 s (H L HERG R A F1 - score 7E
T A A Y rh R R S AR . &1 4 FT LT WL 6
FRELEL ROC 4R 224k, 78 ROC Zs[a]rfr,ROC £k
TR y BRI R AR B AT, ROC ik 5
x BHE AR AUC fH, /- F[0,1 ] Z ). AUC B{H
TR AR RY [ PR R B . BT 4 W] LA H, PSO

RF Ry, L LightGBM #5170 8% , Lb Al
FRAEE T 1.3% -28%.

PR, 0 3 BB PSO CRLT-HEIL 16
B 10 T4K LightGBM K 1) fie (L 2 O i 58 B i 5
FHXUBSE Al 45 8D, JC 78 2 MRS TR ) fE 1 5\ FL
score SE PR bR B, 182 MYITZRINS W] B 7, A HR
P 7B B ROR BT LA 2 A5 KU PP A 5 R 1Y

3 #iE

i FH— Al R B i I Y LightGBM 2y
FERAAL A5 AU PEA A Y, 15 S 1] SMOTE 45
TEEATIE SUREAS A8, AR/ NS AN A o
TIYNGRiE R R . SRR LightGBM AR5 HAt 5
PR IFAEAE T (22 48 [0 5 DS AD 2R DL -$8r | B
BLARAR) SHEATXT HE, 558 T HER R AR A ] 24

b, SEEAT R LightGBM R AR ey 7
LightGBM B LA T, i F B 2 AR AR PSO
CRLTHEIEAL ) F05 SR B S H M A SO PSO
— LightGBM, PSO - LightGBM L AUAH kb LightGBM #
BUTE LIRS TN SRR B — 2 FERE AR T A
A T XU PG AR L 4 Ry B DA 3K RE ) B o, JEe— o
AR P AT R .
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Credit risk assessment based on LightGBM and adaptive inertia weight PSO

FU Zhi-ning, LI Hui-min, XU Ya-tian, TAO Yu-hu,GAO Wei

(School of Mathematics and Computer Science, Yunnan Minzu University , Kunmin , China)

Abstract: In view of the complex personal credit risk problem in the loan market,the construction of credit risk as-

sessment model is a very important step. Using the Lending Club dataset,the credit risk assessment model is con-

structed to predict the default probability of customers. First,data processing is carried out,and then the problem of

positive and negative sample imbalance is processed by the SMOTE ( synthetic minority oversampling technique ) al-

gorithm to obtain complete credit loan data. Secondly,the LightGBM model is used for training, and the PSO ( parti-

cle swarm optimization) algorithm of adaptive inertia weights is used to obtain the optimal parameters of LightGBM.

After comparison with multiple mainstream algorithms , experimental results show that the constructed model has bet-

ter performance.

Key words: credit risk; imbalanced datasets; SMOTE ; LightGBM ; PSO

(REHRE & W)





