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In a number of applications, particularly in financial and actuarial
mathematics, it is of interest to characterize the tail distribution of a ran-

dom variable V' satisfying the distributional equation V' L f(V), where
f(v) = Amax{v, D} 4+ B for (A, B, D) € (0,00) x R?. This paper is con-
cerned with computational methods for evaluating these tail probabilities.
We introduce a novel importance sampling algorithm, involving an expo-
nential shift over a random time interval, for estimating these rare event
probabilities. We prove that the proposed estimator is: (i) consistent,
(ii) strongly efficient and (iii) optimal within a wide class of dynamic im-
portance sampling estimators. Moreover, using extensions of ideas from
nonlinear renewal theory, we provide a precise description of the run-
ning time of the algorithm. To establish these results, we develop new
techniques concerning the convergence of moments of stopped perpetuity
sequences, and the first entrance and last exit times of associated Markov
chains on R. We illustrate our methods with a variety of numerical ex-
amples which demonstrate the ease and scope of the implementation.

1. Introduction. This paper introduces a rare event simulation algo-
rithm for estimating the tail probabilities of the stochastic fized point equa-
tion (SFPE)

D

(1.1) V=FfV) where f(v) = Amax{v,D}+ B
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for (A, B, D) € (0,00) x R%. SFPEs of this general form arise in a wide variety
of applications, such as extremal estimates for financial time series models
and ruin estimates in actuarial mathematics. Other related applications arise
in branching processes in random environments and the study of algorithms
in computer science. See Collamore (2009), Collamore and Vidyashankar
(2013b), or Section 4 below for a more detailed description of some of these
applications.

In a series of papers [e.g., Kesten (1973), Vervaat (1979), Goldie (1991)],
the tail probabilities for the SFPE (1.1) have been asymptotically charac-
terized. Under appropriate moment and regularity conditions, it is known
that

(1.2) uh_}rgou P{V>u}=C

for finite positive constants C' and &, where ¢ is identified as the nonzero so-
lution to the equation E[A“] = 1. Recently, in Collamore and Vidyashankar
(2013b), the constant C' has been identified as the £éth moment of the dif-
ference of a perpetuity sequence and a conjugate sequence.

The purpose of this article is to introduce a rigorous computational ap-
proach, based on importance sampling, for Monte Carlo estimation of the
rare event probability P{V > u}. While importance sampling methods have
been developed for numerous large deviation problems involving i.i.d. and
Markov-dependent random walks [cf. Asmussen and Glynn (2007)], the adap-
tation of these methods to (1.1) is distinct and requires new techniques. In
this paper, we propose a nonstandard approach involving a dual change
of measure of a process {V,} performed over two random time intervals:
namely, the excursion of {V,,} to (u,00) followed by the return of this pro-
cess to a given set C C R.

The motivation for our algorithm stems from the observation that the
SFPE (1.1) induces a forward recursive sequence, namely,

(1.3) Vi, = A, max{D,,V,_1} + B, n=12,...,Vh=w,

where {(An,By,Dy):n € Z;} is an i.i.d. sequence with the same law as
(A, B, D). It is important to observe that in many applications, the mathe-
matical process under study is obtained through the backward iterates of the
given SFPE [as described by Letac (1986) or Collamore and Vidyashankar
(2013b), Section 2.1]. For example, the linear recursion f(v) = Av + B in-
duces the backward recursive sequence or perpetuity sequence

Bl B B,
14 Zp:=Vo+ — e — =1,2,....
( ) n O+A1 +A1A2 + +A1"'An’ n 9 <y

However, since {Z,,} is not Markovian, it is less natural to simulate {Z,}
than the corresponding forward sequence {V,,}. Thus, a central aspect of our
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approach is the conversion of the given perpetuity sequence, via its SFPE,
into a forward recursive sequence which we then simulate. Because {V,,} is
Markovian, we can then study this process over excursions emanating from,
and then returning to, a given set C C R.

In the special case of the perpetuity sequence in (1.4), simulation methods
for estimating P{lim, . Z, > u} have recently been studied in Blanchet,
Lam and Zwart (2012) under the strong assumption that {B,} is nonneg-
ative. Their method is very different from ours, involving the simulation
of {Z,} directly until the first passage time to a level cu, where c € (0,1),
and a rough analytical approximation to relate this probability to the first
passage probability at level u. Their methods do not generalize to the other
processes studied in this paper, such as the ruin problem with investments
or related extensions. In contrast, our goal here is to develop a general al-
gorithm which is flexible and can be applied to the wider class of processes
governed by (1.1) and some of its extensions. While we focus on (1.1), it is
worthwhile to mention here that our algorithm provides an important ingre-
dient for addressing a larger class of problems, including nonhomogeneous
recursions on trees, which are analyzed in Collamore, Vidyashankar and Xu
(2013). Also, it seems plausible that the method should extend to the class
of random maps which can be approximated by (1.1) in the sense of Collam-
ore and Vidyashankar (2013b), Section 2.4. This extension would encompass
several other problems of applied interest, such as the AR(1) process with
ARCH(1) errors. Yet another feasible generalization is to Markov-dependent
recursions under Harris recurrence, utilizing the reduction to i.i.d. recursions
described in Collamore (2009) and Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013a),
Section 3.

In this paper, we present an algorithm and establish that it is consis-
tent and efficient; that is, it displays the bounded relative error property.
It is interesting to note that in the proof of efficiency, certain new issues
arise concerning the convergence of the perpetuity sequence (1.4). Specifi-
cally, while it is known that (1.4) converges to a finite limit under minimal
conditions, the necessary and sufficient condition for the Lg convergence of
{Z,} in (1.4) is that E[A~"] < 1; cf. Alsmeyer, Tksanov and Résler (2009).
However, our analysis will involve moments of quantities similar to {Z,},
but where E[A™?] is greater than one, and hence our perpetuity sequences
will necessarily be divergent in Lg. To circumvent this difficulty, we study
these perpetuity sequences over randomly stopped intervals, namely, over
cycles emanating from, and returning to, a given subset C of R. As a tech-
nical point, it is worth noting that if the return time, K, were replaced by
the more commonly studied regeneration time 7 of the chain {V,}, then
the existing literature on Markov chain theory would still not shed much
light on the tails of 7 and hence the convergence of V. Thus, the fact that
K has sufficient exponential tails for the convergence of Vi is due to the
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recursive structure of the particular class of Markov chains we consider and
seems to be a general property for this class of Markov chains. These results
concerning the moments of Lg-divergent perpetuity sequences complement
the known literature on perpetuities and appear to be of some independent
interest.

Next, we go beyond the current literature by establishing a sharp asymp-
totic estimate for the running time of the algorithm, thereby showing that
our algorithm is, in fact, strongly efficient; cf. Remark 2.2 below. To this
end, we introduce methods from nonlinear renewal theory, as well as meth-
ods from Markov chain theory involving the first entrance and last exit times
of the process {V,,}. Finally, motivated by the Wentzell-Freidlin theory of
large deviations, we provide an optimality result; specifically, we consider
other possible level-dependent changes of measure for the process {V,,} se-
lected from a wide class of dynamic importance sampling algorithms [in the
sense of Dupuis and Wang (2005)]. We show that our algorithm is the unique
choice which attains bounded relative error, thus establishing the validity of
our method amongst a natural class of possible algorithms.

2. The algorithm and a statement of the main results.

2.1. Background: The forward and backward recursive sequences. We start
with a general SFPE of the form

D
(2.1) V2= R(v),
where Fy :R x R — R is deterministic, measurable and continuous in its
first component. Let v be an element of the range of Fy, and let {Y,,} be an
i.i.d. sequence of r.v.’s such that Y, 2 Y for all n. Then the forward sequence
generated by the SFPE (2.1) is defined by
(2.2)  V,(v)=Fy, oFy, ,0---0Fy(v), n=12,..., Vo=,
whereas the backward sequence generated by this SFPE is defined by
(2.3) Zn(v) = Fy, o Fy, 0---0 Fy, (v), n=12,..., Zp=v.

While the forward sequence is always Markovian, the backward equation
need not be Markovian; however, for every v and n, V,(v) and Z,(v) are
identically distributed. This observation is critical since it suggests that—
regardless of whether the SFPE was originally obtained via forward or back-
ward iteration—a natural approach to analyzing the process is through its
forward iterates.

2.2. Background: Asymptotic estimates. We now specialize to the recur-
sion (1.1). This recursion is often referred to as “Letac’s model E.”
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Let §,, denote the o-field generated by {(4;, B;, D;):1<i<n}, and let
AMa)=E[A%] and A(a)=logA(«a), acR.

Let p denote the distribution of Y = (log A, B, D) and p, denote the a-
shifted distribution with respect to the first variable; that is,

(2.4) to(E) = ﬁ/}geo‘x dp(z,y, z), EcB(R?),acR,

where, here and in the following, B(E) denotes the Borel sets of E. Let E,[]
denote expectation with respect to this a-shifted measure.

For any r.v. X, let £(X) denote the probability law of X, and let supp(X)
denote the support of X. Also, write X ~ £(X) to denote that X has this
probability law. Given an i.i.d. sequence {X,}, we will often write X for a
“generic” element of this sequence. Finally, for any function f, let dom(f)
denote the domain of f, and let f/, f”, etc. denote the successive derivatives
of f.

We now state the main hypotheses needed to establish the asymptotic
decay of P{V >u} in (1.2); note that (Hp) is only needed to obtain the ex-
plicit representation of C, as given in Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b).
These conditions will form the starting point of our study.

HYPOTHESES.

(Hp) The r.v. A has an absolutely continuous component with respect to
Lebesgue measure with a nontrivial continuous density in a neighborhood
of R.

(Hy) A(§) =0 for some £ € (0,00) Ndom(A’).

(Hs) E[|B|¢] < 0o and E[(A|D])¢] < oo.

(Hs) P{A>1,B>0}>0o0r P{A>1,B>0,D >0} >0.

Note that (Hsz) implies that the process {V,,} is nondegenerate (i.e., it is
not concentrated at a single point).

Under these hypotheses, it can be shown that the forward sequence {V,,}
generated by the SFPE (1.1) is a Markov chain which is ¢-irreducible and
geometrically ergodic [Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b), Lemma 5.1].
Thus {V,,} converges to a r.v. V which itself satisfies the SEPE (1.1). More-
over, with respect to its a-shifted measure, the process {V,,} is transient
[Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b), Lemma 5.2].

Our present goal is to develop an efficient Monte Carlo algorithm for
evaluating P{V > u}, for fized u, which remains efficient in the asymptotic
limit as u — oo.

2.3. The algorithm. Since the forward process V,, = A,, max{D,,,V,,_1} +
B, satisfies V,, = A, V,,_1 for large V,,_;, and since {V,,} is transient in its
&-shifted measure, large deviation theory suggests that we consider shifted
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distributions and, in particular, the shifted measure j¢, where £ is given as
in (Hy). To relate P{V > u} under its original measure to the paths of {V,,}
under pe-measure, let C:=[—M, M] for some M >0, and let 7 denote the
stationary distribution of {V},}. Now define a probability measure v on C by
setting

(2.5) ~(E) = % EeB(C).

Let K :=inf{n € Z; :V,, € C}. Then in Section 3, we will establish the fol-
lowing representation formula:

K-1
(2.6) P{V>u}=m(C)E,[Nu],  Nut=Y lgy,ou}
n=0

where E,[] denotes the expectation when the initial state V ~ . Thus
motivated by large deviation theory and the previous formula, we simulate
{V.} over a cycle emanating from the set C (with initial state Vp ~ ), and
then returning to C, where simulation is performed in the dual measure,
which we now describe.

Set T, = inf{n:V,, > u}, and let

) e, forn=1,...,T,,

(D) L(log A, By, Dy) = {H7 for n> T,
where ¢ is defined as in (2.4) and & is given as in (Hy). Let {V},} be gen-
erated by the forward recursion (1.3), but with a driving sequence {V,,} =
{(log Ay, By, Dy,)} which is governed by (D) rather than by the fixed mea-
sure p. Roughly speaking, the “dual measure” (®) shifts the distribution of
log A,, on a path of {V},} until this process exceeds the level u, and reverts to
the original measure thereafter. Let Eg[] denote expectation with respect
to (D).

To relate the simulated sequence in the dual measure to the required prob-
ability in the original measure, we introduce a weighting factor. Specifically,
in the proof of Theorem 2.2 below, we will show

Ep [5u] = W(C)EQ [Nue_ESTu 1{Tu<K} |V0 ~ 7])

where Sy, :=>"" ,log A; and ~ is given as in (2.5). Using this identity, it is
natural to introduce the importance sampling estimator

(2.7) Eu=Nue ¥ Tulip 3.

Then 7(C)&, is an unbiased estimator for P{V > u}. However, since the
stationary distribution 7 and hence the distribution v is seldom known—
even if the underlying distribution of (log A, B, D) is known—we first run
multiple realizations of {V,,} according to the known measure p and thereby
estimate 7(C) and . Let 75 (C), 9% denote the estimates obtained for 7(C),
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v, respectively, and let éA'un denote the estimate obtained upon averaging

the realizations of &,. This yields the estimator (C)Ej’un
This discussion can be formalized as follows:

Rare event simulation algorithm using forward iterations of the SFPE

Vo~ Ak, m=0
repeat
m+—m+1

Vin = Apmmax{D,,, Vin—1} + B, (log Ay, By, D) ~ g
until V,,, >u or V,,, € C
if V,,, > u then
repeat
m<—m—+1
Vin = Ay max{ Dy, Vin—1} + B, (log Ay By, D) ~
until V,,, € C
Ey= Nue_fsTu 1{Tu<K}
else
E,=0
end if

The actual estimate is then obtained by letting £, ; (7 =1,...,n) denote
the realizations of &, produced by the algorithm and setting P{V > u} =

~

7, (C)Ey,m, where
k

. N 1 —
Wk(c) = 1{v(j)€c} and 5u,n = E Zé’u,p
1

| =

J=1

J
where VD, V@ V#) ig a sample from the distribution of V (which, we
emphasize, is sampled from the center of the distribution). In Section 4, we
describe how to obtain samples from V' from a practical perspective. Finally,
note that &, ,, also depends on k.

It is worth observing that in the special case D =1 and B =0, Letac’s
model E reduces to a multiplicative random walk. Moreover, in that case,
one can always take v to be a point mass at {1}, at which point the pro-
cess regenerates. In this much-simplified setting, our algorithm reduces to
a standard regenerative importance sampling algorithm, as may be used to
evaluate the stationary exceedance probabilities in a GI/G/1 queue.

2.4. Consistency and efficiency of the algorithm. We begin by stating
our results on consistency and efficiency.

THEOREM 2.1. Assume Letac’s model E, and suppose that (Hy), (Ha)
and (Hs) are satisfied. Then for any C such that C Nsupp(m) # & and any
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u such that u ¢ C, the algorithm is strongly consistent; that is,

o~

(2.8) lim lim 74(C)&yn =P{V >u} a.s.

k—o00n—o0

REMARK 2.1. If the stationary distribution 7 of {V,,} is known on C
(e.g., C ={v} for v € R), then it will follow from the proof of the theorem
that 7(C)&, , is an unbiased estimator for P{V > u}.

THEOREM 2.2. Assume Letac’s model E, and suppose that (Hy) and
(Hs3) are satisfied. Also, in place of (Hs), assume that for some a> &,

(2.9) E[(A7YBP*)* <00 and E[(A|D]*)"] < cc.

Moreover, assume that one of the following two conditions holds: A\(a) < oo
for some a < —&; or E[(|D| + (A7 B|)%] < 0o for all a > 0. Then, there
exists an M >0 such that

(2.10) sup sup u*Egp[E2[Vh ~ i < o0.
u>0 ke€Zt

Equation (2.10) implies that our estimator exhibits bounded relative er-
ror. However, a good choice of M is critical for the practical usefulness of
the algorithm. A canonical method for choosing M can be based on the drift
condition satisfied by {V,,} (as given in Lemma 3.1 below), but in practice,
a proper choice of M is problem-dependent and only obtained numerically
based on the methods we introduce below in Section 4.

2.5. Runmning time of the algorithm. Next we provide precise asymptotics
for the running time of the algorithm. In the following theorem, recall that
K denotes the first return time to C (corresponding to the termination of
the algorithm), whereas T, denotes the first passage time to (u,00).

THEOREM 2.3. Assume Letac’s model E, and suppose that hypotheses
(Ho)—(Hs) hold, A" is finite on {0,&} and for some € >0,

(2.11) PAVI <1|Vh=v}=o0(v"7) as v — o0o.
Then
(2.12) Ep K1k <o0}] <00
T 1
2.1 lim Ep |——|T, < K| = ———;
(2.13) o [logu < } N (&)’
K-T, 1
2.14 lim E T.<K| =
21 o | 2 | < | = oy
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REMARK 2.2. The ultimate objective of the algorithm is to minimize
the simulation cost, that is, the total number of Monte Carlo simulations
needed to attain a given accuracy. This grows according to

(2.15)  Var(E ){a1Eo[K|Ty < K|+ coEp[K 17, >3]} as u — 00

for appropriate constants ¢; and c¢g; cf. Siegmund (1976). However, as a
consequence of Theorem 2.4, we have that under the dual measure (D),

Es[K|T, < K| ~®©logu as u — 00

for some positive constant O, while the last term in (2.15) converges to a
finite constant. Thus, by combining Theorems 2.3 and 2.4, we conclude that
our algorithm is indeed strongly efficient.

2.6. Optimality of the algorithm. We conclude with a comparison of our
algorithm to other algorithms obtained through forward iterations involving
alternative measure transformations. A natural alternative would be to sim-
ulate with some measure p, until the time 7, = inf{n:V,, > u} and revert to
some other measure pg thereafter. More generally, we may consider simulat-
ing from a general class of distributions with some form of state dependence,
as we now describe.

Let v(;w,q) denote a probability measure on B(R?) indexed by two pa-
rameters, w € [0,1] and ¢ € {0,1}, where (w,q) denotes a realization of
(Wy, Qy) for

log Vi, —
W) = % and  Qpn =17, <n)-
Set Wy, = W, 1w cjoayy + (W A1)y <1y Note that (W, Q) is §p—1 mea-
surable. Let v, (-) = v(-; Wy, Qy) be a random measure derived from the mea-
sure v. Observe that, conditioned on §,_1, v, is a probability measure. Now,
we assume that the family of random measures {v,,(-)} = {v(-; W,,Qn)} sat-
isfy the following regularity condition:
Condition (Cp): p < v for each pair (w,q) € [0,1] x {0,1}, and

B g (1412 W Q) ) [ = 0. @ =]

is piecewise continuous as a function of w.

Let 2t denote the class of measures {v,} where v satisfies (Cp). Thus,
we consider a class of distributions where we shift all three members of the
driving sequence Y,, = (log A,,, By, D;,) in some way, allowing dependence on
the history of the process through the parameters (w,q).

Now suppose that simulation is performed using a modification of our
main algorithm, where Y;, ~ v, for some collection v := {vy,1s,...} € M.
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Let 51(;/) denote the corresponding importance sampling estimator. Let 7y
denote an empirical estimate for 7w, as described in the discussion of our
main algorithm, and let 5 (> ) 51(”2 denote simulated estimates for & (v)
obtained by repeating thls algorlthm but with {v,} in place of the dual
measure (D). Then it is easy to see, using the arguments of Theorem 2.2,
that
(2.16) lim lim 7,(C)EW) = P{V > u},

k—ro00n—00 ’
where :(f'rz denotes the average of n simulated samples of 5151') (and depends
on k); cf. (2.8). It remains to compare the variance of these estimators, which
is the subject of the next theorem.

THEOREM 2.4. Assume that the conditions of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3
hold. Let v be a probability measure on B(R3) indexed by parameters w €
[0,1] and q € {0,1}, and assume that v € M. Then for any initial state v € C,

(2.17) lim inf

i inf - log( B ()7 Vo = o) 2 0.

Moreover, equality holds in (2.1’7) if and only if v(-;w,0) = pe and v(-;w,1) =
w for allw € [0,1]. Thus, the dual measure in (D) is the unique optimal sim-
ulation strategy within the class .

3. Proofs of consistency and efficiency. We start with consistency.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. Let Ky:=0, K,, :=inf{i > K,,_1:V; € C},
n € Z4, denote the successive return times of {V,,} to C. Set
X, =Vi., n=01,....

Then we claim that the stationary distribution of {X,,} is given by v(E) =
m(E)/7(C), where 7 is the stationary distribution of {V},}.

Notice that {X,,} is ¢-irreducible and geometrically ergodic [cf. Collamore
and Vidyashankar (2013b), Lemma 5.1]. Now set 0, := > | 1y;ccy- Then
by the law of large numbers for Markov chains,

(3.1) w(F)= lim —( ZI{X eE}) =7(C)v(E) a.s., F € B(C).

Hence ~(E) = m(E)/7(C).
Next, we assert that P{V > u} = (C)E,[N,]. To establish this equality,

again apply the law of large numbers for Markov chains to obtain that
P{V > u} :=n((u,00))

(3.2)
1 Ky, —1 n
:,}E%og{ > lwout D 1{vi>u}} as.

=0 i=Ka,,
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By the Markov renewal theorem [Iscoe, Ney and Nummelin (1985), Lem-
ma 6.2], we claim that the last term on the right-hand side (RHS) of this
equation converges to zero a.s. To see this, let I(n) denote the last regener-
ation time occurring in the interval [0,n], let J(n) denote the first regener-
ation time occurring after time n, let 7 denote a typical regeneration time.
Then by Lemma 6.2 of Iscoe, Ney and Nummelin (1985) and the geometric
ergodicity of {V,,},

(3.3) lim E[es/(M~1)] = _—_E[re"] < oo, some € > 0.

n—00 E[T]
Now by Nummelin’s split-chain construction [Nummelin (1984), Section 4.4]
and by the definition of Ky, , I(n) < Ky, <n <.J(n)—1. Hence by a Borel-
Cantelli argument,

1 n
(3.4) - Z 1y 5uy =0 a.s. as n — 00.

i=Kuy,,

Next consider the first term on the RHS of (3.2). Assume Vj has distri-
bution 7. For any n € Z, set Ny, = Zfi’};il 1{y,>y} (namely, the number
of exceedances above level u which occur over the successive cycles starting
from C). Let SN = Nyi+--+Nyn,n € Zy. It can be seen that {(X,,, Ny n)}
is a positive Harris chain and, hence, by another application of the law of

large numbers for Markov chains,

gN Kn—1
(3.5) E, [Ny = lim == lim — nz% Livisuy &S
Since M,,/n — w(C) as n — oo, it follows from (3.2), (3.4) and (3.5) that
— 1 RID 1 ! _
(36)  P{V>u}=lim — (‘ﬁ_n ; 1{w>u}> = 7(C)E,[N,].

Finally recall &, := N,e ¢57u 1¢1, <K} and hence by an elementary change-
of-measure argument [as in (3.18) below|, we have E,[N,| =Ep[&,].
To complete the proof, it remains to show that

(3.7) lim Eg [Nue™ 57 Lig, 3 [Vo ~ 4] = Bo [Nue 5T Lig, iy Vo ~ ),
where S, :=)"" ,log A;. Set
(3.8) H(v) = Eo[Eo[Nu[§r,Je ¥ 1z, c iy Vo = 0.

We now claim that H(v) is uniformly bounded in v € C. To establish this
claim, first apply Proposition 4.1 of Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b)
to obtain that

1%
(39)  BolNu§r1(n r) < (01<u>log( T“) +02<u>)1m<7},

u
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where 7 > K is the first regeneration time and Cj(u) = C; < 00 as u — 00
(i =1,2). Moreover, for Z,, :=V,,/(A;---A,), we clearly have

Vo \
—£8 - Ty
(3.10) e =y f(—) Z5, .

u

Substituting the last two equations into (3.8) yields
(3.11) |H(v)| < ©En|[|Z5, (7, <r}|[Vo =] < ©

for finite constants © and ©, where the last step was obtained by Collamore
and Vidyashankar (2013b), Lemma 5.5(ii). Consequently, H(v) is bounded
uniformly in v € C.

Since 4 and « are both supported on C, it then follows since 4 = v that

lim [ H(v)dy(v) = /C H(v) dy(v),

k—oo Jc

which is (3.7). O

Before turning to the proof of efficiency, it will be helpful to have a
characterization of the return times of {V,} to the set C when Y, ~ pug
for g € dom(A), where Y;, := (log A, By, Dy,) and pg is defined according
to (2.4). First let

Aglar) = / e dpg(z,y, 2), Ag(ar) =log Ag(a), aeR
R3
and note by the definition of ;15 that
(3.12) As(a) = Ala+ B) — A(B).

Recall that if P denotes the transition kernel of {V},}, then we say that
{V,.} satisfies a drift condition if there exists a function h:R — [0,00) such
that

(D) /Sh(y)P(a:,dy) < ph(x) for all z ¢ C,

where p € (0,1) and C is some Borel subset of R.

LEMMA 3.1.  Assume Letac’s model E, and suppose that (Hy), (Hs) and
(Hs) are satisfied. Let {V,,} denote the forward recursive sequence generated
by this SFPE under the measure pg, chosen such that inf,~qAg(a) < 1.
Then the drift condition (D) holds with h(x) = |z|*, where a> 0 is any
constant satisfying the equation Ag(a) < 0. Moreover, we may take p = pg
and C = [—Mpg, Mg|, where

(3.13) ps =tAg(e) for some t € (1, %)
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and

Sanyl/a a)(t — —1/a if o
(3.14) Mg::{(E’B[B D7 sla)(E = 1)), fae(0.1),

(Ba[B)*(As(a) (/" — 1), ifa>1.
Furthermore, for any (pg, Mg) satisfying this pair of equations,
3.15 supPg{K > n|Vh =v} < pj forallneZ,.
B Ié] +
veC

PROOF. Let By, := A,|Dy|+ |By. If @ > 1, then Minkowskii’s inequality
yields

Es[|Vi|%|Vo = v]
(3.16) < (Bs[A°)Y*v + (E5[B)) ")

1 (Eg[B)Y*\*
:pgvo‘<t1/a + ( ﬁ[l/a]) ) where pg:=tAz(a).
Pg v

Then (D) is established. For Mj, set ¢t~/ + (Eg[BO‘])l/a/(p}J/av) =1 and
solve for v. Similarly, if a <1, use |z 4+ y|* < |z|* + |y|*, a € (0,1], in place
of Minkowskii’s inequality. Then (3.15) follows by a standard argument, as
in Nummelin (1984) or Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b), Remark 6.2.
U

We now introduce some additional notation which will be needed in the
proof of Theorem 2.2. Let Ag =1 and, for any n=0,1,2,..., set

Po=Ao- A, Su=) logA;,
1=0

V, (p) > B
n Ay--- A, and nz;) Ay A, {K>n}»

where
(3.17) By=|W| and B, =A,|D,|+ |By|.

Also introduce the dual measure with respect to an arbitrary measure pi,,

where o € dom(A). Namely, define
Lhes forn=1,...,Ty,
log Ay, Bn, Dy) =
(Da) £(10g An, Bn, Dn) {,u, for n>1T,.

Note that it follows easily from this definition that for any r.v. ¢ which is
measurable with respect to §x,

(3.18) EU1r, <k} = En[(Ma)) e U1 7, gy,

an identity which will be useful in the following.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. Assume Vj=wv € C. We will show that the
result holds uniformly in v € C.

Case 1: M(a)) < oo, for some o < —&.

To evaluate

Ep[€7] = Ep[Nje M1y, ],

first note that V,e™5" :=V,,/P,, := Z,. Since Vg, > u, it follows that 0 <
ue™3Tu < Zp. . Moreover, as in the proof of Lemma 5.5 of Collamore and
Vidyashankar (2013b) [cf. (5.27), (5.28)], we obtain

Zn < Z = implying Z5, (7, <k} < Z = Lin<r,<K}-
i Vi "o o
Consequently,
>~ 3 2€
(3.19) uFEp[£2 < Ep | N? (Z P_nl{”ST“< K}> ] .
n=0""

If 26 > 1, apply Minkowskii’s inequality to the RHS to obtain

) o112 % , En 2¢ 1/2¢
(u*Epl&r]) /™ < Z <E® [Nu (P_> 1{n<Tu<K}}>

n=0

(3.20) B
= (BINZP S BE 1y cr, <)),
n=0

where the last step follows from (3.18). Using the independence of (A, By)
and 1y, 1.7,aK}, it follows by an application of Holder’s inequality that
the left-hand side (LHS) of (3.20) is bounded above by

oo

Z(E[Ng?“])1/2T§(E[(A;1§g)sf])l/285 (E[P;f% 1{n71<Tu/\K}])1/2857
n=0

where 77! + 571 = 1. Set ¢ = s¢ for the remainder of the proof. The last term
on the RHS of the previous equation may be expressed in p_c-measure as
(321) B[P 1picnam] = A=) TP fn—1<T, AK}.

Substituting this last equation into the upper bound for (3.20), we conclude
that

(3.22) (u*Ep[e2)"/* < EOO Tn(A(=C)" " P_e{n— 1< T, AK})*,
n=0
where

T = (BINDPEEIA7B)DY, n=0,1,....
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Since N, < K, applying Lemma 3.1 with g =0 yields

(3.23) sup E[N2"|Vy = v] < o0 for any finite constant r.

veC
Moreover, for sufficiently small s > 1 and ¢ = s¢, it follows by (2.9) that
E[(A71B?)¢] < co. Thus, to show that the quantity on the LHS of (3.22) is
finite, it suffices to show for some ¢ > ¢ and some ¢ > 1,

(324) P_{n—1<T,AK}<({N=C) """ forall n> N,

where Ny is a finite positive integer, uniformly in « and uniformly in v € C.
To this end, note that {T, AK >n—1} C {K >n—1}, and by Lemma 3.1
[using that ming A_¢(a) < (A(—¢))~! by (3.12)],

(3.25) supP_c{K >n —1|Vp =v} < (tA(=¢)) ",
veC
where C :=[-M,M] and M > M_¢. [Since ¢ > £ was arbitrary, we have

replaced M_; with M_¢ in this last expression. We note that we also require
M > My for (3.23) to hold.] We have thus established (3.24) for the case
2 >1.

If 26 <1, then the above argument can be repeated but using the deter-
ministic inequality |z + y|* < |2 4 |y|*, a € (0,1], in place of Minkowskii’s
inequality, establishing the theorem for this case.

Case 2: \(—() = oo for ¢ > &, while E[(A™1B)%] < oo for all a > 0.

First assume 2¢ > 1. Then, as before, (u¥Egp[£2])1/% is bounded above
by the RHS of (3.20). In view of the display following (3.20), it is sufficient
to show that uniformly in v € C (for some set C = [—M, M]),

(3.26) sup E[P;fll{n_KTuAK}] < 00 for some ¢ > &.
n€Z+

Set W, = ,P;_Cll{n—1<TuAK}a and first observe that E[W),,] < co. Indeed,

5
3.27 Vol < Ap| Vi 1+7”), n=1,2,...
B2 Wl < Aol (1

andn—1<T,NK=|V;|] € (M,u) fori=1,...,n—1. Hence (3.27) implies

¢ =\ ¢
A Bi
a¢<(57) (1 57m)

i=1,....n—1lon{n—-1<T, NK}.

(3.28)

This equation yields an upper bound for P,,_;. Using the assumption that
E[(A71B)%] < oo for all a > 0, we conclude by (3.28) that E[W,,] < co.
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Next let {Li} be a sequence of positive real numbers such that L | 0
as k — oo, and set Fj, = ﬂf;ll{Ai > Li}. Assume that Ly has been chosen
sufficiently small such that

1
(3.29) E[Wlelg] < w2 k=1,2,
Then it suffices to show that
o0
(3.30) > EWilp] < o
k=0

To verify (3.30), set Ag =1 and introduce the truncation

Apge=Anlia, >0,y + Lelga, <) n=12,....
Let \i(a) = E[Z?k] and Wy, = (Ag - 'Zk—l)_gl{k—1<TuAK}' After a change
of measure [as in (3.18), (3.21)], we obtain
(3:31) B[4 < Ow(~0O) " Boc[liresin 1n).
To evaluate the expectation on the RHS, start with the inequality
(3.32)  |Vik| <A Vi1 4] (1 + _L) n=12,....
Ap il Va—1 k|

Write E_¢ [-] = E_¢[|Vo.x = w]. Then for any 3 > 0, a change of measure
followed by an application of Hélder’s inequality yields

e G (o

n a8\ /g
(v 2]
wALk.

where py == (E[(A10)""~ 9D (t/Ar(=C)) and p~' + ¢! =1.

Set 3 = argming A(a) and choose 8 such that p(5 — () = B, and assume
that p > 1 is sufficiently small such that pj, < oo, Vk. Noting that A(3) <1,
we conclude that for ¢ € (1, (A(3))"'/?) and for some constant p € (0,1),

(3:31)  lim Au(=Q)pp =1 lim (B(AL)" DY =(A(3)'7 <,

E_¢u[[Vikl’] <
(3.33)

where the second equality was obtained by observing that as k — oo, Ly | 0
and hence A\;(a) L A(«), a > 0. Equation (3.34) yields that A\p(—¢)px < p for
all k > ko, and with this value of p, (3.33) yields

pw”

(3.35) EullVisl’) < 55

for all k> kg,
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provided that

(3.36) t‘qEKlJr §1 )QB]<1.

wALk

Our next objective is to find a set C = [-M, M] such that for all w ¢ C,
(3.36) holds. First assume ¢ > 1 and apply Minkowskii’s inequality to the
LHS of (3.36). Then set this quantity equal to one, solve for w and set
w = My,. After some algebra, this yields

1 §1 aB\ /a8
3.37 M,=——|E|| =— .
327 = (El(55) ])

The quantity in parentheses tends to E[(A™1B)%] as k — co. Using the

assumption E[(A™1B)?] < oo for a >0, we conclude M :=sup;, M;, < cc.
If ¢68 < 1, then a similar expression is obtained for M by using the deter-
ministic inequality |z + y|® < |z|® + |y|? in place of Minkowskii’s inequality.
To complete the proof, iterate (3.35) with C = [—M, M] (as in the proof
of Lemma 3.1) to obtain that

—k+1
p

(338) E—C[l{K>k71}1Fk] < <m) for all k£ > ko.

Note that on the set Fj, {V,1:1 <n <k} and {V,,:1 <n <k} agree, and

thus {K > k — 1} coincides for these two sequences. Substituting (3.38)

into (3.31) yields (3.30) as required. Finally, the modifications needed when

2¢ < 1 follow along the lines of those outlined in case 1, so we omit the
details. [

4. Examples and simulations. In this section we provide several exam-
ples illustrating the implementation of our algorithm.

4.1. The ruin problem with stochastic investments. Let the fluctuations
in the insurance business be governed by the classical Cramér-Lundberg
model,

N
(4.1) Xe=u+ct—Y G,

n=1
where u denotes the company’s initial capital, ¢ its premium income rate,
{¢n} the claims losses, and N; the number of Poisson claim arrivals occurring
in [0,¢]. Let {¢,,} be i.i.d. and independent of { N;}. We now depart from this
classical model by assuming that at discrete times n=1,2,..., the surplus
capital is invested, earning stochastic returns { R, }, assumed to be i.i.d. Let
L, = —(X, — X,,—1) denote the losses incurred by the insurance business
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during the nth discrete time interval. Then the total capital of the insurance
company at time n is described by the recursive sequence of equations

(4.2) Yy =RyYy1—Ln, n=12,.... Yy=u,

where it is typically assumed that E[log R] >0 and E[L] < 0.
Our objective is to estimate the probability of ruin,

(4.3) P(u) :=P{Y,, <0, for some n € Zy|Yy =u}.

By iterating (4.2), we obtain that Y;, = (R1Rs---R,)(Yy — L), where
Ln:=Y 1" Li/(Ri-R;). Thus ¢(u) = P{L, > u, some n}. Setting £ =
(suppez, L£n) V 0, then by an elementary argument [as in Collamore and
Vidyashankar (2013b), Section 3], we obtain that £ satisfies the SFPE

1 L
(4.4) EE(AE+B)+ where AZ — and B2 2L,

Ry Ry
This can be viewed as a special case of Letac’s model E with D := —B/A.

Now take

2
(4.5) A, = exp{— (,u — %) — O’Zn} for all n,
where {Z,,} is an i.i.d. sequence of standard Gaussian r.v.’s. It can be seen
that £ =2u/0? — 1 and pe ~ Normal(pu — 02/2,02).

We set 1 =0.2, 02 =0.25, c=1, {¢,} ~ Exp(1) and let {N;} be a Poisson
process with parameter 1/2.

We implemented our algorithm to estimate the probabilities of ruin for
uw=10,100,10%,10%,10°. In all of our simulations, the distribution in step 1
was based on k = 10%, and Vigoo was taken as an approximation to the limit
r.v. V. We arrived at this choice using extensive exploratory analysis and
two-sample comparisons using Kolmogorov—Smirnov tests between Vg9 and
other values of V,,, where n = 2000, 5000, 10,000 (with p-values > 0.185).
Also, it is worthwhile to point out here that by Sanov’s theorem and Markov
chain theory, the difference between the approximating V,,» and V on C is
exponentially small, since C is in the center of the distribution of V.

In implementing the algorithm, we chose M =0, since, arguing as in the

proof of Lemma 3.1, we obtain that Mg = min;— > M(i), where

OB 1By 11,0
P aenne (1—[|Ayf|g )V
(4.6) N
B
MP = inf 1By llg.a
a€[l,00)NP 1-— ||A1Hﬂ,a

and ® = {a € R:Eg[A“] < 1}. (Here | - ||3,o denotes the L, norm under the
measure f13.) As previously, we consider two cases, f =0 and = —§. For
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TABLE 1
Importance sampling estimation for the ruin probability with investments obtained
using M =0
u P{V >u} LCL UCL C RE Crude est.

1.0e+01 5.86e—02 5.65e—02 6.07e—02  2.33e—01 1.84e+01 5.73e—02
1.0e4-02 1.33e—02 1.28e—02 1.39e—02  2.11e—01 2.12e+01 1.29e—02
1.0e+03 3.27e—03 3.14e—03 3.41e—03  2.07e—01 2.12e+01 3.21e—03
1.0e+-04 8.13e—04 7.78e—04 8.49e—04  2.04e—01 2.24e+-01 8.0le—04
1.0e+05 1.98e—04 1.90e—04  2.07e—04 1.98e—01 2.16e+01 2.10e—04

each of these cases, this infimum is computed numerically, yielding My =
0=DM_;.

Table 1 summarizes the probabilities of ruin (with M =0) and the lower
and upper bounds of the 95% confidence intervals (LCL, UCL) based on
10% simulations. The confidence intervals in this and other examples in this
section are based on the simulations; that is, the lower 2.5% and upper 97.5%
quantiles of the simulated values of P{V > u}. We also evaluated the true
constant C'(u) := P{V > u}uf [which would appear in (1.2) if this expression
were exact], and the relative error (RE). Even in the extreme tail—far below
the probabilities of practical interest in this problem—our algorithm works
effectively and is clearly seen to have bounded relative error. For comparison,
we also present the crude Monte Carlo estimates of the probabilities of ruin
based on 5 x 10° realizations of Vagpo. We observe that for small values of
u, the importance sampling estimates and the crude Monte Carlo estimates
are close, which provides an empirical validation of the algorithm for small
values of u.

4.2. The ARCH(1) process. Now consider the ARCH(1) process, which
models the squared returns on an asset via the recurrence equation

R%2=(a+bR> |)(?=A,R> |+ B,, n=12,...,

where A, = b(2, B, = a(?, and {(,} is an i.i.d. Gaussian sequence. Setting

V,, = R2, we see that V :=lim,,_, V,, satisfies the SFPE V 2 av + B, and
it is easy to verify that the assumptions of our theorems are satisfied. Then
it is of interest to determine P{V > u} for large w.

Next we implement our algorithm to estimate these tail probabilities. As
in the previous example, we identify Viggp as an approximation to V. Turn-
ing to identification of M, recall that in the previous example, we worked
with a sharpened form of the formulas in Lemma 3.1; however, in other
examples, this approach may, like Lemma 3.1, yield a poor choice for M.
This is due to the fact that these types of estimate for V. typically use
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Minkowskii- or Holder-type inequalities, which are usually not very sharp.
We now outline an alternative method for obtaining M and demonstrate
that it yields meaningful answers from a practical perspective. In the nu-
merical method, we work directly with the conditional expectation and avoid
upper-bound inequalities. We emphasize that this procedure applies to any
process governed by Letac’s model E.

Numerical procedure for calculating M. The procedure involves a Monte
Carlo method for calculating the conditional expectation appearing in the
drift condition, that is, for evaluating

() o] - ome{ 2} 2)].

when 3 =0 and 8 = —¢. The goal is to find an a such that M := max{My, M_¢}
is minimized, where Mg satisfies

D B\“
Eg [(Amax{—,l} + —) } <pg for all v > Mg and some pg € (0,1).
v v

In this expression, « is chosen such that Eg[A®] € (0,1), and hence we expect
that pg € (Eg[A®],1). Note that Mg depends on the choice of «; thus, we
also minimize over all possible v such that Eg[A%] € (0,1).

Let {(A;,B;,D;):1<i< N} denote a collection of i.i.d. r.v.’s having the
same distribution as (A, B, D). Then the numerical method for finding an
optimal choice of M proceeds as follows.

First, using a root finding algorithm such as Gauss—Hermite quadrature,
solve for ¢ in the equation E[AS] = 1. Next, for Eg[4%] < 1, use a Monte
Carlo procedure with sample size N to compute Eg[|V;|*|Vy = v] and solve
for v in the formula

(e}

N
1 D; B;
N’LEI AlmaX{771}+7

where this quantity is computed in the S-shifted measure for g € {0, —¢} and
where pg < 1. Then select « so that it provides the smallest possible value
of v. Choose Mg > v for =0 and 8 = —¢. Finally, set M = max{My, M_¢}.

=P

Implementation. We set b= 4/5 and considered the values a:1.9x 1075, 1.
It can be shown that

26)°T (v +1/2)
I'(1/2)

Blag] =

We solved the equation E[A%] =1 using Gauss—Hermite quadrature to ob-
tain £ = 1.3438. Under the &-shifted measure, A, = bX,, and B, = aX,,
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TABLE 2
Importance sampling estimation for the tail probability of ARCH(1) financial process
witha=1, 1.9 x 107°

u P{V >u} LCL UCL C RE Crude est.

a=1
1.0e+4-01 7.73e—02 7.64e—02 7.83e—02 1.71e+00 6.21e+-00 7.75e—02
1.0e4-02 4.34e—03 4.23e—03 4.45e—03 2.11e+00 1.29e+01 4.28e—03
1.0e4-03 2.04e—04 1.99e—04 2.09e—04 2.20e+00 1.28e+01 2.07e—04
1.0e4-04 9.00e—06 8.88¢—06 9.12e—06 2.14e+00 6.83e+00 9.00e—06

1.0e4+05 4.11e—07 4.04e—07  4.18e—07  2.15e+00  8.51e+00 NA
a=19x10"°

1.0e+01 4.45e—08 4.38¢—08  4.52¢e—08  9.82e—07  8.38e+00 NA

1.0e402 2.02e—09 1.98¢—09  2.05e—09  9.82e—07  9.29e+00 NA

1.0e+03 9.59e—11 8.77e—11  1.04e—10  1.03e—06  4.38e+01 NA

1.0e4+04 4.15e—12 4.05e—12  4.26e—12  9.85e—07  1.32e+01 NA

1.0e+05 1.91e—13 1.83e—13  1.99e—13  1.00e—06  2.19e+01 NA

where X,, ~ T'(§£ + 1/2,2). Using the formulas in (4.6) for M, we obtained
[upon taking the limit as 6 — 0 and using the Taylor approximation I'(6 +
1/2) =T(1/2)+6I"(1/2) + O(6%)] that Mg = 0.362,6.879 x 1076 when a =1,
1.9 x 107°, respectively. Moreover, by applying the numerical method we
have just outlined, it can be seen that M_¢ = 0. [In contrast, by applying
Lemma 3.1 directly, one obtains M_¢ = oo since A(—§) = oo.]

Table 2 summarizes the simulation results for the tail probabilities of
the ARCH(1) process based on 10° simulations. We notice a substantial
agreement between the crude Monte Carlo estimates and those produced by
our algorithm for small values of u. More importantly, we observe that the
relative error remains bounded in all of the cases considered, while the sim-
ulation results using the state-dependent algorithm in Blanchet, Lam and
Zwart (2012) show that the relative error based on their algorithm increases
as the parameter u — oo. When compared with the state-independent algo-
rithm of Blanchet, Lam and Zwart (2012), our simulations give comparable
numerical results to those they report, although direct comparison is dif-
ficult due to the unquantified role of bias in their formulas. (In contrast,
from a numerical perspective, the bias is negligible in our formulas, as it
involves the convergence of a Markov chain near the center of its distribu-
tion, which is known to occur at a geometric rate.) We emphasize that our
method also applies to a wider class of problems, as illustrated by the pre-
vious example. Finally, we remark that a variant of the ARCH(1) process
is the GARCH(1, 1) financial process, which can be implemented by similar
methods. Numerical results for this model are roughly analogous, but fur-
ther complications arise which can be addressed as in our preprint under
the same title in Math arXiv. For a further discussion of examples governed
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by Letac’s model E and its generalizations, see Collamore and Vidyashankar
(2013b), Section 3.

5. Proofs of results concerning running time of the algorithm. The proof
of the first estimate will rely on the following.

LEMMA 5.1.  Under the conditions of Theorem 2.3, there exist positive
constants  and p € (0,1) such that

(5.1) Be[h(V)lVa 1] < ph(Ve 1) on (Vo > 7T}
for some M < oo, where h(z) := a:fﬁl{xx} + 1<ty

PROOF. Assume without loss of generality (w.l.o.g.) that V,,_; =v > 1.
Then by the strong Markov property,

E¢[h(Va) Vi1 = v] = Be[V; 1y 513 Vo = o] + Pe{Vi < 1|Vp = v}

Using assumption (2.11), we obtain that the second term on the RHS is
o(v™¢), while the first term can be expressed as

VPE¢[(Ay max{v™'Dy,1} + v B1) 1y, Vo = v] ~ 0P Ee[A] 7]

as v — 00. Next observe that EE[AI’B] =A¢—p)<1if 0<p <& Thus,
choosing = ¢ € (0,&), where ¢ is given as in (2.11), we obtain that the
lemma holds for any p= (E¢[A]°],1) and M < oo sufficiently large. [

PrOOF OF THEOREM 2.3. We will prove (2.12)—(2.14) in three steps,
each involving separate ideas and certain preparatory lemmas.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3, STEP 1. Equation (2.12) holds. Let M be
given as in Lemma 5.1, and assume w.l.o.g. that M > max{M,1}. Let L =
sup{n € Z, : V,, € (—oo, M|} denote the last exit time of {V,,} from (—oo, M].
Then it follows directly from the definitions that K < L on {K < oo}, where
we recall that K is the return time to the C-set. Thus it is sufficient to verify
that E¢[L] < oo.

To this end, we introduce two sequences of random times. Set Jy =0 and
Ko =0 and, for each ¢ € Z,

Ki=inf{n>J;_1:V,>M} and J;=inf{n>K;:V, € (—oo, M|}.
Our main interest is in {K;}, the successive times that the process escapes
from the interval (—oo, M|, and k; :=K; — ;1. o

Let 91 denote the total number of times that {V,} exits (—oo, M| and
subsequently returns to (—oo, M|. Then it follows that

L< Z K.
=1

Then by the transience of {V,,} in p¢-measure, it follows that E¢[9] < oo.
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It remains to show that E¢[r;] < oo, uniformly in the starting state Vi, | €
(M, o00]. But note that the Eg[r;] can be divided into two parts; first, the
sojourn time that the process {V,} spends in (M, oco) prior to returning to
(—oco, M] and, second, the sojourn time in the interval (—oo, M| prior to
exiting again. Now if K denotes the first return time to (— OO,M], then by
Lemma 5.1,

P{K =n|Vy=v} <p"

Hence E¢ [Fl{?@o}ﬂ/o =] < © < 0o, uniformly in v > M.

Thus, to establish the lemma, it is sufficient to show that E¢[N|V =v] <
oo, uniformly in v € (—oo, M|, where N denotes the total number of visits of
{V,,} to (—oo, M]. To this end, first note that [—M, M] is petite. Moreover,
it is easy to verify that (—oo, M) is also petite for sufficiently large M.
Indeed, for large M and Vo < —M, (1.1) implies Vi = Ay D1 + By w.p. p > 0.
Thus, {V } satisfies a minorization with small set (—oo, —M). Consequently
(—oo, M] is petite and hence uniformly transient. We conclude E¢[N] < oo,
uniformly in Vj € (—oo, M]. O

Before proceeding to step 2, we need a slight variant of Lemma 4.1 in
Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b). In the following, let A! be a typical
ladder height of the process S, =" | log A; in its {-shifted measure.

LEMMA 5.2.  Assume the conditions of Theorem 2.3. Then

(5.2) lim PE{ Vg“

U—00

T, < K} =PV >y}
for some r.v. ‘7, where for all y >0,

(5.3) Pé{logr/ >y} = ﬁ /yoo Pe{A > 2} dz.

ProoF. It can be shown that

Vr ~
L=V as u — 00

(5.4)

u

in pe-measure, independent of Vj € C [see Collamore and Vidyashankar
(2013b), Lemma 4.1].

Set y > 1. Then by (5.4), Pe{Vp,/u >y} — Pg{? >y} as u — oo; and
using the independence of this result on its initial state, we likewise have
that Pe{Vp, /u > y|T, > K} — PS{V >y} as u — oo. Hence we conclude
(5.2), provided that liminf, . P¢{T, < K} > 0}. But by the transience of
Vi), Pe{Tu < K} = Pe{K =00} >0 as u—o0. [
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3, STEP 2. Equation (2.13) holds. With respect
to the measure g, it follows by Lemma 9.13 of Siegmund (1985) that
Ty 1

- — in probability

A'(€)

(since A'(€) = E¢llog A]). Hence, conditional on {T,, < K}, (Ty,/logu) —
(A'(€))~! in probability.

To show that convergence in probability implies convergence in expec-
tation, it suffices to show that the sequence {T/logu} is uniformly inte-
grable. Let M be given as in Lemma 5.1, and first suppose that M < M and
supp(V,,) C [-M, oc0) for all n. Then, conditional on {T;, < K},

(5.5) e

T,>n = V;e(M,u), i=1,...,n.

Now apply Lemma 5.1. Tterating (5.1), we obtain E[h(V,,) [T 1v,¢c|Vo] <
p"h(Vy), n=1,2,.... Then, using the explicit form of the function h in
Lemma 5.1, we conclude that with 8 given as in Lemma 5.1,

(5.6) P AT, >n|T, <K} < < for all n.

B S GO
P (T, <K})""

Now Pe{T, < K} | © >0 as u — oco. Hence, letting Eéu)[] denote the ex-
pectation conditional on {7, < K}, we obtain that for some © < oo,

T : T, > S@pnloguuﬁ
logu’ logu

(5.7) E{" [

and for sufficiently large 7, the RHS converges to zero as u — oco. Hence
{T,/logu} is uniformly integrable.

If the assumptions at the beginning of the previous paragraph are not
satisfied, then write T, = L + (T, — L), where L is the last exit time from
the interval (—oo, M], as defined in the proof of Theorem 2.3, step 1. Then
(T, — L) describes the length of the last excursion to level u after exiting
(—oco, M] forever. By a repetition of the argument just given, we obtain
that (5.6) holds with (7, — L) in place of T,; hence {(T, — L)/logu} is
uniformly integrable. Next observe by the proof of Theorem 2.3, step 1, that
E¢[L/logu] | 0 as u — co. The result follows. [

Turning now to the proof of the last equation in Theorem 2.3, assume
for the moment that (Vp/u) =v > 1 (we will later remove this assumption);
thus, the process starts above level v and so its dual measure agrees with
its initial measure. Also define

L(z) =inf{n:|V,| <z} for any z > 0.
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LEMMA 5.3. Let (Vp/u)=v>1 and t € (0,1). Then under the condi-
tions of Theorem 2.3,

(5.8) lim

u—oco logu

5|12 =] = gy

u
ProoOF. For notational simplicity, we will suppress the conditioning on
(Vo/u) = v in the proof. We begin by establishing an upper bound. Define

= ZXZ.(u) where Xi(u) = log (A; +u™" (4] Ds| + | By)).

Then it can be easily seen that
(5.9) log |V, | — log(vu) < S for all n < L(u').
Now let Ly (u?) = inf{n:S,gu) < —(1—t)logu —logv}. Then L(uf) < Ly (ut)

for all u. N
By Wald’s identity, B[Sz )] = E[X{"JE[L, (u)]. Thus, letting
O, = ‘SZu(ut) — (1 —t)logu — logv|

denote the overjump of {S,(Lu)} over a boundary at level (1 —¢)logu + logwv,
we obtain

(1 —t)logu+logv + E[O,]
BT

(5.10) L(u') <

Since E[Xfu)] — A'(0) as u — oo, the required upper bound will be estab-
lished once we show that

5.11 li
( ) uggo logu

E[0,] =0.

To establish (5.11), note as in the proof of Lorden’s inequality [Asmussen
(2003), Proposition V.6.1] that E[O,] < E[YQ]/E[ u], where Y,, has the neg-

ative ladder height distribution of the process {Sn }. Next observe by Corol-
lary VIIL.4.4 of Asmussen (2003) that
(5.12) E[Y,] =m{"e® - E[Y] as u — 00,

Where Y has the negative ladder height distribution of {S,}, and m{) =

‘E[ ]|> j=12,...and &, :=> 2, nflP{S,(lu > 0}. We observe that &,
is the so-called Spitzer series. Similarly, an easy calculation [cf. Siegmund
(1985), page 176] yields

1S BV, U — 0.

3|H

(5.13) E[Y2?]=meSu i
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Since E[(log A)?] < 0o = E[Y7] < 0o for j =1,2, it follows that E[O,] —
E[Y?]/E[Y] < oo, implying (5.11). Thus (5.8) holds as an upper bound.
To establish a corresponding lower bound, fix s € (¢,1) and define

L(v®) =inf{n:S, < —(1 — s)logu — logv}.

Observe that V,, > A, V,,_1 — | B,| for V,,_1 >0, and iterating yields

(5.14) Vo, >(A1---A)Vo—W  where W := 1}5202 IILAJ-\BZ-\.
1=1j7=1

Since (Vp/u) = v, it follows from the definition of L that
Lw*)>n <= (A A)Vo>u’ for all k <n.

But by (5.14), (A1 -+ Ap)Vo > v’ = Vi, > ut on {W < (u® —ul)}. Thus for
all n, L(u®) >n = L(u') >n on {W < (u® —u')}, and consequently

(5.15) E[L(u!)] > E[L(u®); W < (u® — ul)].
Next recall that for some C >0,
(5.16) P{W >u® —u'} ~ Cu~*¢ as u — 00.

As L(ut) is the time required for the negative-drift random walk {S,, +logv}
to reach the level —(1— s)logu, Heyde’s (1966) a.s. convergence theorem for
renewal processes gives that

Lw) (1-s)
1 .S.

(5.17) ogu %\A’(O)\ a.s. as u — 00
(since E[log A] = A’(0) < 0). Hence for any € > 0,

) L(u?) l—s
(5.18) ulg)goP{ Togu ¢(r—er+ 5)} =0 where 7 := 0]
Substituting (5.16) and (5.18) into (5.15) and letting e — 0, we obtain

1-s

5.19 lim inf E[L(u")] > .
(5.19) B R R T ]

The required lower bound follows by letting s | ¢t. [

LEMMA 5.4. Assume the conditions of the previous lemma. Then

(5.20) lim{lim sup

40 U—00 IOguE[L(M) a L(ut)]} =0.
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ProOOF. Apply Lemma 3.1 with 8 =0 to obtain that, for some o > 0,
E[|V,|¢ V-1 = w] < plw]® for all w ¢ C,

where p € (0,1) and C = [-M, M], for some positive constant M. Since this
equation holds for all n < L(M) (the first entrance time into the set C),
iterating this equation yields
«
(5.21) E[lransn Vo =w] <p" (%) for all n.
Now apply this equation to obtain an estimate for L(M) — L(u'). Since
Vit < u!, the previous equation [with Vi (uty in place of V] gives

t

(5.22) P{L(M) - L(u') >n} < p" (%)a for all .

Set Jy(u) = L(M) — L(u') and ¢’ = ta/(—logp). Summing (5.22) over all
n > t'logu yields that

pt’logu wt\ @ 1
(5.23) E[Ji(u)1{1,()>¢ 10gu}] < =, <M> == p)Me
Hence
(5.24) lim sup E[L(M) - L(u")] <t

U—00 10g u

Since t' | 0 as ¢t | 0, we conclude (5.20). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3, STEP 3. FEquation (2.14) holds. By Lemmas
5.3 and 5.4,

1

_ Vo _
~ logu N

u

1
[A7(0)]

(5.25)  Hy(v): E [L(M) as u — 00.

E

Let [i,, fi denote the probability laws of the r.v.’s Vp, /u, v appearing
in the statement of Lemma 5.2. Then, using the strong Markov property,
it follows that L(M), conditional on Vj/u ~ fi,, is equal in distribution to
K —T,, conditional on {7, < K}. Thus it is sufficient to verify that

1 \% 1
(5.26) lim 0

— ~ | = 1i H, dfly, - .
L " “] A, |y ) dinv) = ro)

E [L(M)

This result will follow from (5.25), provided that we can show that the limit
can be taken inside the integral in the above equation.
To do so, express the inner quantity in (5.26) as

(5.27) Hy(v) d(frw = ) (v) + [ Hu(v)dj(v).

v>0 v>0
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To deal with the first term, begin by obtaining an upper bound for H,(v).
First note by a slight modification of (5.23) [with ¢t =1, § = —logp and
Ji(u), t' replaced with L(M), r, resp.| that

M
for all » > 0 and some « > 0. Now choose r > «/#. Then the RHS is bounded
above by ©; < 0o, independent of u. Consequently,

1 e
E[L(M)||Vo| <u] <7+ —

ufré u \ &
(5.28) Ewm@uuMpmwMWM<M<l_p<_)

(5.29)

logu logu

Next, we extend this estimate to the case where (Vy/u) =v > 1. To this
end, viewing an excursion time as the sum of the time to first reach [—u,u]
and then reach C, we obtain

‘/() }
— =v].

ww)EFmﬂ .

Dol < s BILOOING| =l + B[ L)
U we(M,u]

For the second term, observe
B,

thus, E[L(u)|(Vp/u) = v] is bounded above by the length of time for the
classical random walk

B
szu)::Sflli)l+log<An+—n>, n=12,...,
u
starting from S(gu) = log(vu), to reach the level logu. Denote this sojourn
time by L*(u). Applying Lorden’s inequality [Asmussen (2003), Proposition
V.6.1] to {S{"}, we obtain [with A”(0) < oc] that

1
E[L*(u)] < O2(u)logv + O3(u) — o8l +m—;, U — 00,
ma my

where m; denotes the ith moment of the ladder height distribution for the
sequence {log A;}; cf. the discussion following (5.12) above. Substituting
this last bound and (5.29) into (5.30), we deduce that for some constant ©,
uniformly in u > ug for some finite constant g,

1

B logu

E:4§@+m%?
u mq

(5.31) H,(v):

EFM@

Returning to (5.27) and using the above upper bound, we now show that

[y (B4 5 )= i

(5.32) —0 as u — 00.




IMPORTANCE SAMPLING FOR SFPE 29

Since fi, = f1, by Lemma 5.2, it is sufficient to show that [ _,logvdfi,(v) is
uniformly bounded in u, which would follow from the uniform integrability
of {|log V1, —logul|}. To this end, we apply the corollary to Theorem 2 of

Lai and Siegmund (1979). Note that Vg, = Y7Tu, where 17“ =5, +9, for a
sequence {d,} which is slowly changing [cf. Collamore and Vidyashankar
(2013b), Lemma 4.1]. Also, using Collamore and Vidyashankar (2013b),
Lemma 5.5, it is easy to verify that

£
2
Note that conditions (6)—(8) of Lai and Siegmund (1979) are also satisfied
with o= 1. In this regard, notice that Theorem 2 of their article is actually
valid if their equation (8) is replaced by uniform continuity in probability of
{6n}, as given in equation (4.2) of Woodroofe (1982), and the latter condition
holds since d,, converges w.p.1 to a proper r.v. We conclude {|log Vr, —logu|}
is uniformly integrable. Then (5.32) follows since fi,, = [i.

Finally, applying the dominated convergence theorem to the second term
in (5.27) and invoking (5.25), we conclude (logu) 'E[L(M)|(Vy/u) ~ ii] —
1/|A’(0)|, as required. O

(5.33) Ec[|0r, — 01, 1|17, <)) < Eellog(Z")¢] < o0,

6. Proof of optimality. The idea of the proof is similar to Collamore
(2002), Theorem 3.4, but new technical issues arise since we deal with a
process generated by (1.1) rather than a random walk process.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4. Let v € 9. First we show that

1
(6.1) lim inf
u—oo logu

To establish (6.1), set

E (M) > —2¢.

pe(E), EcB(R3), wecR and ¢=0;

Eyw,q) =
/.L@( 7’U),q> {/.L(E)7 EEB(R3),U)€R and q:1

(Intuitively, w corresponds to the level of the process {log V;,_1/logu}, while
g =1 indicates that {V},} has exceeded level u by the previous time.)

If v < pg, then by a standard argument [cf. Collamore (2002), equations
(4.54), (4.55)], utilizing the Radon-Nikodym theorem,

K 2
v d
E,[(£)’] =By N31{Tu<K}H<d—5m;Wi,Qi>) ]
=1

=E
0 dv

K 2
d d
Nil{Tu<K}H(—du‘; m;wi,cz») dip m;wi,czi)].
=1
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Note du—@ = i for Q; =0, while dd—’; =1 for @; = 1. Hence

dpe
d
N 1{T”<K}H<d,u§ Y)> H 59(}6’W37Q3)

J=1

(6.2) E[(EM)]=Esp

Thus setting

dv "
UZ'ZIO e E;Wi, ‘ and Rn: UZ',
g( dng Q )> z;
we conclude by Jensen’s inequality that
E,[(EX)"] = En[Ni1(p, <y 25~ fix]
(6.3)
> Du eXp{ECD [_2§STu - RK|Tu < K]},

where p, :=P¢{T, < K} - © >0 as u— oo. It follows from (6.3) that

lim inf log B, [(E))?] > — lim sup
u—oo logu u—oo lOgu

E¢[265T, 117, <K}
(6.4)

. 1
— limsup uE:o [Rx 11, <i3)-

u—oo 10g

To identify the first term on the RHS of (6.4), note by Wald’s identity
that

(6.5)  E¢llog AJE¢[Ty, N K| = E¢[ST, 17, <i}| + E¢[Sk <7, })-

Now (logu) 'E¢[T, N K] — (logu) 'E¢[T,|T,, < K] as u— oo (by Theo-

rem 2.3). Also, EE[SKl{KSTu}] — E[SKe_szl{KQ)o}] as u — oo, which

is obviously finite on {Sx > 0}, and which is finite on {Sx < 0} since

(as €5 > 1 + &x,x > 0) it can be bounded by a constant multiple of

E [e_ESK]-{SKSO,K<oo}] = E[l{SKSO,K<oo}] < 00. Thus, using that E [log A] =
AN (€), it follows from Theorem 2.3, equation (2.13), and the above discussion

that the middle term of (6.5) must satisfy

(6.6) lim

u—00 log u

To handle the second limit on the RHS of (6.4), first assume, for the
moment, that log(cﬁl—”@) is bounded from below by a finite constant. This

assumption will later be removed. Recall that U; = log( —~(Yi; Wi, Qi) and
R, =3, U;. Now it follows by an application of Jensen s inequality that

Ep [Un|(Whn, Qn) = (w,q)] = /R3 log<%(y;w,q)> duo (y;w,q)

E¢[St, {1, <Kk}l =

(6.7)
<10g/ dv(y;w,q) =0
R3
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[where we have suppressed the dependence on (w, ¢) in the above integrals],
and consequently, after a short argument, we conclude that

Mo, = RyEo i1, <k} 180

is a supermartingale. Hence by the optional sampling theorem,

. 1
(6.8) hHLSOl(l)P @EZD [Rxlir,<k}] <0.
u

Then (6.1) follows from (6.6) and (6.8). If log(d‘i—’;) is not bounded from

below by a constant, then we can replace v with a larger measure, 1) := v+
e, where € > 0. Then the entire proof can be repeated without significant
change, and we again conclude (6.1) upon letting € | 0. We omit the details,
which are straightforward.

Next, we show that strict inequality holds in (6.1) when v € 9 differs
from the dual measure. Now if v # pg, then, in view of (6.7), there exists a
point (w,q) where

(6.9) Eo[Up|Wy, =w,Q, =q] = —2A for some A > 0.

Then, from the definition of U and an application of the Radon—Nikodym
theorem, it follows from the continuity assumption (Cy) that for some neigh-
borhood G of w,

(6.10) Es[U, W), =w,Qp, =q] < —A, weGqG.

We now show that by sharpening the estimate in Jensen’s inequality on
the set G x {q}, we obtain a strict inequality in (6.1). As before, we begin
by assuming that lOg(dCL_V@) is bounded from below by a constant. Then

by repeating our previous argument, but using the sharper estimate (6.10)
when w € G and ¢ given as in (6.9), together with Jensen’s inequality for
the remaining values of (w,q), we obtain that

M, = (Uf + -+ U)Ep [Lir, < 30l
U =U;+ Al{WnGG}l{Qn:q}’

is a supermartingale. Applying the optional sampling theorem, we deduce
that

(6.11) Ep[Ri1lir,<xy] < —A{ly—yEn[OP] + 11,1} En[OM]},

where

Ty
OI(LO) = Z 1{Wn€G}
n=0

and
K

0731) = Z 1{Wn€G}'
n=T,+1
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Note that (’)Q(LO) denotes the occupation time which the scaled process
{log V},/logu} spends in the interval G during a trajectory starting at time
0 and ending at time T, while 01(}) denotes the occupation time that
{log V,,/logu} spends in the interval G during a trajectory starting at time

T, and ending at time K. Note that for all n € Z,

Va | Bil + Ai| Di
V()—ngSVo—i—W where W := 27142

Now suppose that G’ := [u®,u!] C [u®,u'] C G, where s < s' < t' <t. Then
in the ¢-shifted measure, the transient process {V,} enters G’ w.p. p, —
© > 0. Now, in the previous equation, take V{; to be the position of this
process at its first passage time into G/, so that Vo > u®. Since W is a
proper r.v. w.p.l in the &-shifted measure, it follows that for some ¢ > 0,
P{Vo+W)/(Vo—W)—1>u"°} — 0as u— oo (and an analogous estimate
holds when Vjj < W). Thus we see that {logV,,} is well-approximated by
{S,}. Since, as a multiplicative random walk, the occupation time of {e}
in G’ is at least clogu for some ¢ > 0, we conclude (after a short argument)
that

(6.12) lim inf —E[00)] > 5 > 0.

u—oo logu

Substituting this estimate into (6.11) yields, for the case ¢ =0 in (6.9), that

(6.13) lim sup ILE@ [Rxlip,<ky] < —An<O0.
u—oo 108U

Now substituting (6.13) and (6.6) into (6.4), we obtain that the LHS of (6.4)
is > —2¢ + An, as required.

If g=1in (6.9), the argument is similar. Here we study a trajectory in

the original measure, beginning at the level Vp, and returning to the set K.

Setting Vj 2 Vr,, then we may again observe that {log V,,} behaves similarly
to a random walk or, more precisely,

(6.14) sup| V- VOHA <W'  where W := ZB H Aj
=1 =1 Jj=i+1
as long as {Vp,...,V,,—1} is nonnegative. Then by a straightforward argu-
ment based on the law of large numbers,
1
.. M1 > 7
(6.15) hurglgf —loguE[Ou 1>7>0

and so we obtain that the LHS of (6.4) is > —2¢ + A7. (For more details,
see our preprint under the same title in Math arXiv.)
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If log(%) is not bounded from below by a constant, then replace v

with v .= v + e, where € > 0, and the proof carries through with little
modification. Finally, to complete the proof of theorem, note that if we do
not have v < ugp, as we have assumed throughout this proof, then by an
application of the Radon—Nikodym theorem, v = v, + v5, where v, < uo
and vs L ug. The proof can now be repeated, replacing everywhere v with
vg; cf. Collamore (2002), proof of Theorem 3.4. We omit the details. [

REFERENCES

ALSMEYER, G., IksaNov, A. and ROsLER, U. (2009). On distributional properties of
perpetuities. J. Theoret. Probab. 22 666-682. MR2530108

ASMUSSEN, S. (2003). Applied Probability and Queues, 2nd ed. Springer, New York.
MR1978607

AsMUSSEN, S. and GLYNN, P. W. (2007). Stochastic Simulation: Algorithms and Analysis.
Springer, New York. MR2331321

BLANCHET, J., LAM, H. and ZwART, B. (2012). Efficient rare-event simulation for perpe-
tuities. Stochastic Process. Appl. 122 3361-3392. MR2956109

COLLAMORE, J. F. (2002). Importance sampling techniques for the multidimensional ruin
problem for general Markov additive sequences of random vectors. Ann. Appl. Probab.
12 382-421. MR1890070

COLLAMORE, J. F. (2009). Random recurrence equations and ruin in a Markov-dependent
stochastic economic environment. Ann. Appl. Probab. 19 1404-1458. MR2538076

COLLAMORE, J. F. and VIDYASHANKAR, A. N. (2013a). Large deviation tail estimates and
related limit laws for stochastic fixed point equations. In Random Matrices and Iterated
Random Functions (G. ALSMEYER and M. LOWE, eds.) 91-117. Springer, Heidelberg.

COLLAMORE, J. F. and VIDYASHANKAR, A. N. (2013b). Tail estimates for stochastic fixed
point equations via nonlinear renewal theory. Stochastic Process. Appl. 123 3378-3429.
MR3071384

COLLAMORE, J. F., VIDYASHANKAR, A. N. and Xu, J. (2013). Rare event simulation for
stochastic fixed point equations related to the smoothing transform. In Proceedings of
the Winter Simulation Conference 555-563.

Duruis, P. and WANG, H. (2005). Dynamic importance sampling for uniformly recurrent
Markov chains. Ann. Appl. Probab. 15 1-38. MR2115034

GoLDIE, C. M. (1991). Implicit renewal theory and tails of solutions of random equations.
Ann. Appl. Probab. 1 126-166. MR1097468

HEYDE, C. C. (1966). Some renewal theorems with application to a first passage problem.
Ann. Math. Statist. 37 699-710. MR0193692

Iscog, I., NEY, P. and NUMMELIN, E. (1985). Large deviations of uniformly recurrent
Markov additive processes. Adv. in Appl. Math. 6 373-412. MR0826590

KesTEN, H. (1973). Random difference equations and renewal theory for products of
random matrices. Acta Math. 131 207-248. MR0440724

Lar, T. L. and SIEGMUND, D. (1979). A nonlinear renewal theory with applications to
sequential analysis. II. Ann. Statist. 7 60-76. MR0515684

LETAC, G. (1986). A contraction principle for certain Markov chains and its applica-
tions. In Random Matrices and Their Applications (Brunswick, Maine, 1984). Contemp.
Math. 50 263-273. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI. MR0841098

NUMMELIN, E. (1984). General Irreducible Markov Chains and Nonnegative Operators.
Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge. MR0776608


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2530108
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1978607
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2331321
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2956109
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1890070
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2538076
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3071384
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2115034
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1097468
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0193692
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0826590
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0440724
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0515684
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0841098
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0776608

34 J. F. COLLAMORE, G. DIAO AND A. N. VIDYASHANKAR

SIEGMUND, D. (1976). Importance sampling in the Monte Carlo study of sequential tests.
Ann. Statist. 4 673-684. MR0418369

SIEGMUND, D. (1985). Sequential Analysis: Tests and Confidence Intervals. Springer, New
York. MR0799155

VERvVAAT, W. (1979). On a stochastic difference equation and a representation of nonnega-
tive infinitely divisible random variables. Adv. in Appl. Probab. 11 750-783. MR0544194

WOODROOFE, M. (1982). Nonlinear Renewal Theory in Sequential Analysis. SIAM,
Philadelphia, PA. MR0660065

J. F. COLLAMORE G. Di1ao

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES A. N. VIDYASHANKAR
UNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN DEPARTMENT OF STATISTICS
UNIVERSITETSPARKEN 5 GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY
DK-2100 COPENHAGEN () 4400 UNIVERSITY DRIVE, MS 4A7
DENMARK FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030

E-MAIL: collamore@math.ku.dk USA

E-MAIL: gdiao@gmu.edu
avidyash@gmu.edu


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0418369
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0799155
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0544194
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0660065
mailto:collamore@math.ku.dk
mailto:gdiao@gmu.edu
mailto:avidyash@gmu.edu

	1 Introduction
	2 The algorithm and a statement of the main results
	2.1 Background: The forward and backward recursive sequences
	2.2 Background: Asymptotic estimates
	2.3 The algorithm
	2.4 Consistency and efficiency of the algorithm
	2.5 Running time of the algorithm
	2.6 Optimality of the algorithm

	3 Proofs of consistency and efficiency
	4 Examples and simulations
	4.1 The ruin problem with stochastic investments
	4.2 The ARCH(1) process

	5 Proofs of results concerning running time of the algorithm
	6 Proof of optimality
	References
	Author's addresses

