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Research on risk contagion effect of Financial
Science and Technology to Commercial Banks

YUAN Xiuwen  CAO Yuanfang
('School of Finance Nanjing Audit University Nanjing Jiangsu 211815 China)

Abstract: With the development of financial science and technology in recent years the management of tradi-—
tional financial industry especially the banking industry has been not small impact but also brought greater pres—
sure to its risk management. Based on the commercial bank data and P2P turnover from the first quarter of 2014 to
the second quarter of 2018 this paper empirically analyzes the risk contagion effect of financial technology on com—
mercial banks through theoretical models. This paper summarizes the risks and challenges brought by the develop-
ment of financial science and technology to the banking industry and at the same time puts forward the correspond—
ing countermeasures in order to achieve a balanced development between financial science and technology and com—
mercial banks.
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