2112.07405v1 [math.PR] 14 Dec 2021

arXiv

Confidence intervals of ruin probability under Lévy surplus

Yasutaka Shimizu
Department of Applied Mathematics
Waseda University
E-mail: shimizu@waseda. jp

December 15, 2021

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to construct the confidence interval of the ultimate ruin probability
under the insurance surplus driven by a Lévy process. Assuming a parametric family for the
Lévy measures, we estimate the parameter from the surplus data, and estimate the ruin
probability via the delta method. However the asymptotic variance includes the derivative of
the ruin probability with respect to the parameter, which is not generally given explicitly, and
the confidence interval is not straightforward even if the ruin probability is well estimated.
This paper gives the Cramér-type approximation for the derivative, and gives an asymptotic
confidence interval of ruin probability.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Ruin probability under Lévy surplus
Consider the following insurance surplus:
Rt:U+Ct+0Wt—St, tZO, (11)

where u, ¢ > 0 are constants, W is a standard Brownian motion, and S is a Lévy subrdinator with
Lévy measure v, on (0,00) satisfying that fol 2V4(dz) < 00, and « is a parameter. The Laplace
transform of S is given by

E [e "] = exp (t/ (1—e%) Va(dz)) , u>0,
0
and the mean of S; exists:
me = E[S1] = / 2 Vo (dz) < 0.
0
As is well known, the following condition is needed to avoid the almost sure ruin.

[NPC] (the net profit condition)
C > Mg,
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We use the following notation throughout the paper:
D =0%/2, T4(2) = va(z,00),

and

Vo) = /O Ma(2)ds, Tra(z) = / T (2) de.

Moreover let kp be the probability density function of the exponential distribution with mean D/c:

kp(x) = %6_%1, x> 0.

Letting 0 = («, D), we consider the ultimate ruin probability give by
1/)9(U)P<%I§£Rt <0‘Rou), u > 0.

Hereafter the notation x stands for the convolution (of Lebesgue integral)

f 5 glu) = / " fu— 2)gla) da

for functions f,g : (0,00) — R.

According to Huzack et al. [8], Theorem 3.1, the following defective renewal equation for the
ruin probability 1y is straightforward; see also Biffis and Morales [5], for more general case dealt
with the Gerber-Shiu function.

Theorem 1. Under the condition [NPCJ, it holds that

o(u) =g x go(u) + ho(u), u >0, (1.2)

where

1 1 e
go(u) = EkD * o (u), he(u) = EkD * U1 o(u) —|—/ kp(z)dz
Consider the modified Lundberg equation:
kg(r) := —cr + Dr? —|—/ (" —1)vy(dz) = 0. (1.3)
0

(Note that so-called the “Lundberg equation” is “log E[e"'1=")] = p(—r) = 0”) Provided [NPC]
and that, for a sufficiently large r > 0,

/ € vy (dz) < o0,
1

the positive solution to the equation exists, say » = vy > 0, and it is called adjustment coefficient.

Remark 1. If

/ eD? v, (dz) < oo, (1.4)
1
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then the adjustment coefficient ~yg exists since it holds that
ko(0) = rg(y9) = 0;  Kp(0) <0; kg(c/D) = / (e%Z —1) va(dz) > 0.
0
These facts implies that

C
0<vy < D (1.5)

which also holds true if o exists unless (L4) holds.
Multiplying 7" to the both sides of (L2),

Yo(u) = o x Go(u) + ho(u), (1.6)

where f(u) = €7" f(u) for the function f. Since it is easily checked (see the proof of Theorem [2I)
that

/Ooﬁg(z)dz: 1, (1.7)
0

the equation (L6 is the (proper) renewal equation. Hence the usual argument using “Key Renewal
Theorem” yields that the following Cramér-type approximation of the ruin probability.

Theorem 2. Suppose the condition [NPC| and the adjustment coefficient o > 0 exists. Moreover,
suppose the moment condition such as

oo
/ 2€7% p,(dz) < oo.
1

Then it holds that
Yo(u) ~ Cope™ 7" 1 — oo, (1.8)

where

Co = —= .
/ 2€7°% 1, (dz) — ¢+ 2Dy
0

Proof. This result is not new, but we will describe the proof since no explicit proof can be found
anywhere. Therefore we will give the detailed proof here.
We start off by the renewal-type equation (LGl):
Vo () = g * Go(u) + ho(u),
where

1 ~ 1
Go(u) = =" kp « Ty (u), he(u) = =€ kp * Ty o(u) + o/,
C C

At the beginning, we will confirm that the function gy is the probability density. By Fubini’s

theorem,
o0 " 1 oo z
/ go(z)dz = —/ (/ Ik (2 — x) - 11, (2) dx) dz
0 ¢ Jo 0
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_ 1 /00 e I, () </°° e(ro—e/D)z=2) dz> dz
D 0 T

Here we note from Remark [[] that (LH) at least holds true if vy exists, that is,
eo=e/Dle 0 2 — o0

Therefore, using Fubini’s theorem again, we have that

oo 1 oo o0
go(2)dz = ——— e dz/ Vo (dz
| w5 [ [ vafa)

1 o0 z
= e dx ) v, (dz
Dyp —c¢ /o (/o > (d2)

1 o0
= —F ver — 1 dz) =1.
D —cve /0 (e ) va(dz)
We used the Lundberg’s identity kg (y9) = 0 for the last equality. Hence the equation (L) is the
“proper” renewal equation. Then we can apply the “Key Renewal Theorem” (e.g., Rolski et al.

[15], Theorem 6.1.11) to 1y to obtain that

N / ho(z) d
lim ¥ (u) = Lo——.
U—r00 -
/ xge(x) da
0
We use Fubini’s theorem repeatedly to obtain that
R 1 > ¢ — 2Dy o
zggxdzzi/ 2% v, (dz +7/ €77 — 1) vo(dz),
| @ ar = ——— [ (@) + gt [ @ - ) )
0~ 1 1 [~ D
ho(z)de = ——— —/ e1% — 1) vy (dz ma}nLi
/0 (@) Yo(c — D) [79 0 ( ) valdz) c— Dy

Using the Lundberg identity:

ko(ve) =0 <  cyg— Dvg = / (7% — 1) vq(dz),
0

we obtain that

N 79(6—113%) (¢ = Dyp —ma) + c—%ve
Jim gy (u) = ——5 % i d —3D%
et Jo 2670 valda) -+
C— Mgy

B fooo 2107y, (dz) — c+ 2Dy

This completes the proof. |

1.2 Parametric inference for the estimator of ruin probability

To consider the parametric inference for the ruin probability, we prepare a parametric family for
the Lévy measures
Pz ={va|a€Z},
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where Z is a subset of RP, and consider the parameter space
0= (a,D) eExA=:0.

We assume that O is a bounded, compact and convex subset of RP*!. We further assume that the
true value of the parameter 6, say 6y, belongs to the interior of O:

2
%0

0y = (Oéo,Do) € Znt(@), Dy = 5"

Now, suppose that the surplus process R is observed in [0, T]-time interval. Although there are

many possibilities for the sampling scheme of the Lévy surplus, which will be described later, we
now suppose that a consistent estimator for 6y is obtained based on some data set in [0, 7], say

§T AN 0o, T — oo.
Furthermore, suppose that a limit in law of §T, say Z, is found as follows:
VT (O —00) 25 2, T — oo.
Then it holds by the delta method that

VT (v, —a,) —> g Z, T — oo,

) T
where 1y = (g’ﬁf ey %’ %) . To construct the confidence interval of 1y,, we need to estimate

the derivative 1/}90. However it does not have the closed expression as similarly to 1y as seen later.

In this paper, we will investigate the Cramér-type asymptotic formula for tg(u) as u — oo,
and obtain a non trivial limit in law of \/T(ng (u) — g, (u)) as T — oo and u — oo at the same
time.

2 On the derivatives %9 and zﬁg

2.1 Notation and assumption

We make the notation used in this paper.
e For functions f, g, we write f(u) ~ g(u), u— oo if lim f(u)/g(u)=1.
U—» 00

e For positive functions f, g, we write f(u) < g(u) if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
f(u) < C - g(u) for any u. In particular, f(u) <1 implies that f is uniformly bounded with
respect to u.

e For [ =0,1,2,..., we denote by V/ f the I(p+ 1)-dimensional array of the partial derivatives
of f with respect to the components of 6. In particular,

ofs  0fs 0fp \'
ooy’ 0y, 0D )

2% fo 92 fo
aaiaaj ’Lj aaiaD i

. 9
f9:v9f9: 62f9 62f9
0Dda; j oD?2

fo=Vefo= <
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O;; is the ¢ X j zero matrix.

||| is the Eucridian norm of x in whichever space it lies.
For functions f = (f1,...,fr) : Ry = RF and g = (g1,...,91) " : Ry — R!,

f () = (fi % 5() 1 cicp 15 € RY OR!

Laplace transform: for a function g : Ry — R with [~ [g(z)|dz < oo,

o0
Lg(r) = / e "g(x)dx, r>0.
0
Note that the integral is elementwise if k£ > 2.
To investigate the derivatives of 1y with respect to 6, we make the following assumptions.

[MO] For each 6 € O, there exist the adjustment coefficient 5 > 0 and some € > 0 such that

/ e0T92 (dz) < oo.
1

[TD(k)] For each x > 0, I1.(x) € C*¥(Z). Moreover, there exists a constant by > 4 for each
0 € O such that, for [ =0,1,...,k,

[VEIa(z)|| S e ", b= inf by > 0.
0ce
[DI(k)] For each u > 0,

V'é/ouq/;e(uZ)ge(Z)dz/“V’g [Wo(u — 2)ge(2)] dz

0

2.2 Asymptotic formulae for the derivatives

Differentiate the renewal equation (2] formally in the both sides with respect to the parameter
0, we have that, for each u > 0,

() = g % o) + [ g () + g % G ()] (2.1)

and
o (u) = g go(u) + {ﬁe () + 2t * o (u) + Vg * ée(U)} : (2.2)
Later we need the asymptotic formula for 1/}9 and 12}9 as u — o0o. For that purpose, we introduce

a version of Key Renewal Theorem.

Lemma 1 (Oshime and Shimizu [I4], Theorem 4). Suppose that a function Z meets the renewal
equation

Z(u)=Z*F(u)+G(u), u>0,

where F' is a probability distribution with mean pp, and G is a function with bounded variation
and satisfies that sup,co.|G(uv)| S 1. If there exists

A= lim G(u)

U— 00 ’u,k*1

< 00

for some k € N, it holds that
A
Z(u) ~ —u*,  u— oo,
kpp
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According to (7)), we can easily transform (21 and (22)) into the proper renewal equation
by multiplying the term e%. The straightforward application of Lemma [ with & = 1 or 2
immediately yields the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Under the conditions [NPC], [MO], [TD(1)] and [DI(1)], it holds that
Yo(u) ~ Cy [y " Lao(—ve)] ue™ ", u — oo. (2.3)

where pg = fooo xgo(x)de = —(Lge)' (—9) and Cy is the constant given in Theorem[2 In particu-

lar, go = ¢ (kp * Valla, Vpkp T, .
In addition that, suppose further the conditions [TD(2)] and [DI(2)], it is true that

Do) ~ Co [1y Lio(—e)] " ule %, u - oo (2.4)

Proof. In the beginning, we note that the equation (21 is valid since we can differentiate the both
sides under the integral sign by [DI(1)]. The differentiability of hy is also confirmed from [TD(1)].
Then, multiplying 7" in the both sides of ([2.I), we have that

Do) = g x o) + [ w) + B x Gy w)] (2.5)

which is the proper renewal equation due to (L7). Applying Lemma [[l with £ = 1 to this renewal
equation, it suffices to show that

lim fp(u) = 0;  lim g * gy(u) = CoLJo(—), (2.6)

U—» 00

for the proof of ([23]). Note that

v 1 u
h@(u) = e’muvﬁ |:_ / kD (u — SC)?LQ(;L') dx + e(C/D)u:|
€Jo

L[ (kp(u—2)VaT1a() 0
— YU ,
—° c /O (VDkD (U — SC)?LQ(ZL') dz + ﬁe(’)’e—c/D)u
w /1 (v9—c/D)(u—2) 102y T 0
— D¢ e oVI,a(x) d
/O <L2§I,a(u — (E)(.’L‘ — 1)@(7’9—C/D)m> T+ #e(ve_C/D)u
- u e(ve—c/D)(u—1) o (vo—bo)x 1 0
~ /s e(vo—bo)(z—u) (2 — 1)e(ve—c/D)m T+ o(vo—c/Dyu | -

We also note that the exchangeability of differential and the integral sign in the second equality is
ensured under [TD(1)] since

sup |kp(u — 2)VoUro(x)] S kp(u — z)eibm,

Q€=

sup |V pkp(u — )07 o (2)| S (z+ 1)e” D7 707,
DeEA

where D* := max A. Since

C
=5 < 0, by >y (2.7)
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from (LH) and the assumption, we see the last term goes to zero by the Lebesgue convergence
theorem. Moreover,

Gowdo) = [ = )y - Ga(o) d
0
By Theorem [21 and the fact that
€707 go ()| S erome/Pbo)z,

we have that

which is integrable by (2.1, and is independent of w. Then the Lebesgue convergence theorem
yields that

eve(u—l)we (u — -T)l{zgu} . e’mlg'e(x)H < e(Ve—C/D—be)w’

i Jox Go(w) = [~ Cal(e) s = Cogul o)
u o0 0

This ends the proof of ([23)).
We shall take the similar argument to show (2.4), that is, we start off the proper renewal

equation (2.4):
Do) = g+ Gow) + [ha(u) + 20 * Gp ) + Do x Fy(w)]

which is valid under [TD(2)] and [DI(2)]. By the same argument as above, it is easy to see the
following:

lim vt [Zg(u) + 4y *ge(u)} =0.

U—r 00

Moreover, using ([23)), we have that

uU—»00 uU—» 00

lim w9, % gp(u) = / [ lim u~te? (%) ehy (u — :I:)} 1% g (x) do
0
Co . ..
= = [Lge(—70)]*
Ko
As a result, Lemma [[l with k& = 2 yields that

Jim w2y (u) = C [ug " Lge(—9)] ™"

This completes the proof of ([2Z4]). O

Remark 2. Although we do not give the detailed proof, we can show by the induction that it is
also true for any k € N that

Ve (u) ~ Dp(0)uFe %, u — oo,
where Dy (0) := Cy [uglﬁgg(f’yg)](@k, under [NPCJ, [MO], [TD(k)] and [DI(k)].

Later we need a uniform estimates of 1% (u) as u — o0.
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Corollary 1.

lim sup sup |u~2e7" 1y (u)| < co.
u—oo HeO

Proof. For this proof, we need to consider a modification of Lemma [1 so that the solution Z to
the renewal equation depends on 6 € ©:

Zg(’u) = ZQ*FQ(U)+G9(U), u >0,

and assume that the distribution Fy and the function Gg satisfy the following conditions:

o0
inf / x Fp(dx)| < oo;  sup|Gg(u)] S 1,
9€o | Jo 0€O
and that, for some k € N,
i Go(u)
1m sup sup | ——- < Q.
u—oco O | U

Then it is easy to see by the same argument as the proof of Theorem 4 in Oshime and Shimizu

[14] that
Zo(u) ‘

uk

lim sup sup < 00.

u—oo He®

Applying this with £ = 1 to the renewal equation (23] given in the proof of Theorem B

1;9(“) = 1;9 * go(u) + [ﬁg(u) + g *Ee(u)} :
we see that

inf

, h Jo* go(w)| S 1,
inf <00, sup|hg(u)+ g *x gg(u)| S

USC)

/000 xgo(z) dz

according to the fact ([2:6]) and the compactness of ©. Hence we have that

lim sup sup u71679“¢9(u)‘ < 0.
u—oo HeO

3 Surplus model and its statistical inference

3.1 Lévy surplus and observations

In this paper, we consider the Lévy surplus R given by (LI)):
Ri=u+ct+osWy =S, t>0,

where S is a Lévy process with the Lévy measure v,,. Note that 6y = (ap, Do = 03 /2) is the true
value of the parameter.

Since the process generally has infinitely many jumps in any finite time interval, it seems
unrealistic to use a Lévy process to the surplus model. However several view points are possible to
consider such a Lévy model in insurance context: (I) Infinitely many “small” jumps are interpreted
as an approximation to frequently occurred small claims and other extra fees in insurance business,
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among others; (IT) The jump process S does not necessarily imply the aggregate claims but a
“macro approximation” of the whole path of surplus; see Shimizu [I7]. The former (I) may be
commonly recognized aspect in this context. The latter aspect (II) is similar to the one in financial
context, where the stock price is modeled by the jump process with discrete observation although
we do not know whether the jump really exists or does not. Anyway, the Lévy surplus model
can be better approximation than the classical one for the real surplus, and such a Lévy model is
becoming popular in recent academism of ruin theory.

Considering the statistical inference for such a Lévy surplus, there are several possibilities for
available data set.

e The value of the surplus at discrete time points on [0, T]:

R" :={Riy|i=0,1,2,...,n, h>0}, T:=nh

e Claims larger than a certain level ep > 0, say Jg(er,o0), where

Js(a,b) = {ASt | a < AS; < b, t e [O,T]}

If we adopt the aspect (I) then we may assume that R™ U Jg(er,00) is available, and consider
the asymptotics such that T' — oo as well as e — € > 0. In particular, if the subordinator is a
compound Poisson process, then it would be reasonable to assume e = 0.

If we do (II) then it would be reasonable to assume that only R™ is available. In this case,
estimation of  is possible under different sampling (asymptotic) schemes:

o Low-frequency: T — oo as n — oo; h = fixed.
e High-frequency: T = fixed.; h — 0 as n — oo.
e High-frequency with long term: T — oo and h — 0 as n — oo.

See Akritas and Johnson [I] and Basawa and Brockwell [3] for case (I), and see also Shimziu [18] in
the context of ruin theory. Moreover, see Woerner [23] for case (II), which discusses the inference
for discretely observed Lévy processes under high-frequency setting.

Later, we consider the case where T" — oo, which is usually needed to estimate v,,.

3.2 Estimating the parameter 6,

In this paper, we do not discuss how to estimate the parameter 6y in general because it strongly

depends on the model of v,. We just suppose that some consistent estimator §T N 0y is given.
Although the rate of convergence of the estimator can be different in general due to the sampling
scheme given in the previous section and the properties of v,,, since we are now dealing with the
case where

1
/ 2Vq, (d2) < o0,
0

under which the variation due to jumps are finite, the optimal rate of convergence for estimation
of ag is VT as T — oo according to Woerner [23], Section 4.2.

On the other hand, the diffusion parameter Dy is also estimable under both schemes (I) and
(I). For case (I), we can find an estimator such that Dy = Dg + 0,(1/V/T) as T — oo under a
suitable high frequency conditions; see e.g., Jacod [9], or Shimizu [I8] in the context of ruin theory.
For case (IT), see e.g., Masuda [I1] for a quasi-likelihood approach, or Shimizu and Yoshida [20]
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or Shimizu [I6] for “threshold estimation”. For example, using the thresholding technique given
in [20] and [I6], we can find an estimator such that \/ﬁ(ﬁn — Dy) is asymptotically normal under
T — oo and h — 0 as n — co. Hence this estimator also satisfies that D,, = Dy + 0,(1/V/T). In
any case, we should note that the high frequency assumption is needed to estimate the diffusion
parameter D separately from the parameters in the jump component.

Henceforth, we suppose that estimators such that

ﬁ(gT—ao)g(J\/p(O,Eo)), (3.1)

Dy — Dy 0
as T'— oo and h — 0, is available, and that the asymptotic variance ¥ is also estimable by f]T:
iT i> 20, T — oo. (32)

Some concrete examples are discussed later.

3.3 Estimating the adjustment coefficient

Once the parameters are estimated, we can also estimate the adjustment coeflicient ~y,. Neverth-
less, we can not substitute 6 for 6y directly such as 75 = because the map 0 — 7y is not an explicit
function of €, but implicit positive solution to the Lundberg euqation (3.

Theorem 4. Suppose the conditions [NPC], [MO], [TD(1)], and that there exists a statistic A
uniquely which satisfies the equation

’%\T('/Y\T) =0, (3.3)

where rg(r) is the function given in (L3). Then Yr =75, , and it holds that

Vakg (70)20Va
\/f('/}/\T_’YO) 3>N1 (O “00(70) 0Vare,(70) >’ " - o0,

’ [c+ 2Dy — fooo 2107 Yy (dz)]2
Proof. In the beginning, we note that o exists uniquely under the conditions [NPC] and [MO],
and that v and 7, satisfies the following equalities:

e+ Do+ [ (€ = 1) (dz) =0 (3.4)
0

— Gy + DrA + / (€77 — 1) vay (dz) = 0. (3.5)
0

The weak consistency 7, BN 7o is obtained by the standard theory of Z-estimator, e.g., van der
Vaart (1998), Lemma 5.1. Hence we only show the asymptotic normality. For that purpose, we
may assume in the sequel that

~

YT = Y, ar —ag a.s., (3.6)

by the standard “sub-sub sequence” argument, which makes the discussion simple.
Here we note that, under [MO] and [TD(0)], it follows by Fubini’s theorem that

/Ooo(evz 1) va(dz) = 7/000 L, (z) da
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for any (v, @) that is around (79, ag). Therefore the above equality holds if v = 47 or a = ar for
T large enough. We shall take the difference of (B4) and (B3] and the mean value theorem to

obtain that
—c(r — ) + {DOVS - ﬁTﬁ%}
- /Oo(ew — 1) Vg, (dz) — /Oo(e%z ~1)vg,(d2) =0
0 0
& —c(fr =)+ Dr [ = 1] = 3 [Dr — Do
— /Ooo(e%z — 1D vg,(dz) + /Ooo(e%z — 1) Vg, (d2)
- [C@ D@+ [T ) =0

& —cFr—)+ Dr 7 =] — 7% [ET - Do}

+ 77 / T [, (2) — o, (2)] dz — / (€777 — e70%) yy (dz) = 0
0 0

& \/T(WT — ) {c — 2Dgyo — / Y0€7°% Vo, (dz) + Op(l):|
0

= 70/ €7V o M () da - \/T(&T — o),
0

where o* is a random number between ar and ag. Note that a* — g a.s. by the assumption

@0), and that VT (a1 — ag) — N;(0,%0). Moreover, note that

/ eV Mo (z) d = Va/ (7% — 1) v, (d2) = Varo(70)
0 0

under the condition [TD(1)]. As a result, Slutsky’s lemma ends the proof.

3.4 Main result

As described in Section[[2] we can apply the delta method to the ruin probability ¢ (u) to obtain

the asymptotic distribution

Theorem 5. Suppose [NPC|, [MO], [TD(2)] and [DI(2)]. Let {ur}r>0 be a real sequence such

that, as T — o0,
up — 00, ur/VT — 0.

Moreover let

o* (0,u) == [C(0)TS5¢(0)] 7 e € R,

Yo Opa

where ¥§ 1= (Ol,p 0

), which is (p+ 1) x (p + 1)-matiriz, and

¢(0) == Co [y " Lgo(—)] € RPT?

Then it holds that

VT(Wgy(ur) ~n(ur) o o g

o* ((/9\'1“, ’LLT)
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Proof. Note the following decomposition:

Vg, () = olur)) o (@ur) VT (Vo (ur) = vour)) [, (ur) S, )]
o* (QT, ’U,T) {1#;0 (UT)ZS’L/.JQO (UT)i| 1/2 o* (907 UT)
=: X7 Y- Zr,

O’*(é\T,uT)

and that we can check by the Lebesgue convergence theorem that ¢* : © x Ry — R is continuous
under the condition [TD(1)]. Therefore it follows by the continuous mapping theorem that X,, —
1 a.s.. Moreover, it is clear that Z,, — 1 by Theorem 8] Hence the proof ends if we show that
D
Y, — N(0,1).
As for Y, it follows by Taylor’s formula that

Vg, (ur)VT (07 — bo) ﬁ@ — 00) T os (ur) (O — 6)

Y= — . 1/2 . ) /2
|94, (ur) 5o, (ur)| |04, (ur)iibay (ur)

(3.8)

where 0% is a random point between §T and 6. It is clear that the first term in the right-
hand side of ([B8) converges in law to the standard normal distribution since we are assuming

\/T(@T —0p) — Np+1(0,35). As for the second term, we apply Theorem B Corollary [ and
Theorem [ to obtain that

(Or — 0o) " s, (ur) (@ — bo)

[0, (wr) g, )]

ur \/T(é\T —00)" (U}Qev%uTﬁe; (UT)) \/T(é\T —6p)
- 75 {(

VT

. e—(Ve*T —Y6o Jur

. T . 1/2
u;le’w"u”/)eg (UT)) 28 (u;le’wouT,l/)eo (UT)):|

-0, <%) [exp {\/T(m — Y6,) - %} + op(1)] 0.

Therefore Y, 2N (0,1), and the proof is completed.

From these results, we immediately obtain the following confidence intervals.

Corollary 2. Let z, be the upper a-percentile for N'(0,1), and suppose the same assumptions as
in Theorem [A. Then the sequence of intervals

o O'*(é\T,’U,T> O'*(é\T,’U,T)
It = |5, (ur) — Za/QTv Vg, (ur) + Za/2T

is an asymptotic confidence interval with the confidence level (1 — «) in the sense that

lim P (g, (ur) € IF) =1— .
T—o00
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Remark 3. In the above Iy}, we have to still compute gz , which is also difficult to compute. In

practice, we should approrimate it by Theorem[d, that is,

U*((/g\T,UT) U*(é\T,’uT)

VT VT

This seems a practical confidence interval. Otherwise, we can use some nonparametric estimator
of Yg; see e.g., Zhang and Yang [Z4), [25], Shimizu and Zhang [21).

a . _ ~Yo uT ~Yo uT
Jr = C§Te T — 2a)2 ,C§Te T+ Za g2

4 Examples

4.1 Exponential claims in the classical model
Consider the Cramér-Lundberg model with exponential claims:

Nt
Rt:u—i—ct—ZUi,

i=1

where N is a Poisson process with the intensity Ao > 0, U;’s are exponential random variables with
mean o, and we put 6y = (uo, Ao).
As is well-known, the ruin probability 1g(u) in this case is written explicitly as

A
Yo(u) = —ue”y"“, u >0,
c

where 79 = 1/pu— A/c is the adjustment coefficient, and this expression is consistent to the Cramér
approximation, the right-hand side of (L8], that is, Cp = Au/c. Since

A A,

ge(w)zze CE ge(w)zze ¥,

we have the asymptotic formula for 1b9 by Theorem [J as follows.

A

.
5 > ue” " u — 0. (4.1)
e’ ¢

Po(u) ~ (

On the other hand, we can check the above expression by the explicit computation as follows.

. A (1 u 1w\ o
1/’9(“)— c <H+M2’)\+C) €

-
= (i Au) ue” " 4+ O (e_”‘?“) , U — 00,

cu’ 2

the first term in the last display is the same as the one given in ({I).
Estimation of parameters is easy. Using the claims data (U1, Us,...,Un, ) on [0, T]-time inter-
val, we can obtain the maximum likelihood estimator of 6y as follows:

Nt
N 1 ~ Nrp
=3 U, Ar=E
= e ot =
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and can easily check that the estimator §T = (ﬁT,XT) is asymptotically normal:

VT <§; : /;2) 2y Ny (021, diag(ug, M), T — oo.

Therefore we can estimate the adjustment coefficient as

3~
Ql>)

S =5, =

A Ap?
o (0,u) = E\/l—i—c—l;,

we have the asymptotic a-confidence interval as follows:

Noticing that

/):TﬁT 5 ur e_aTuT /):T B\\TﬁQ
I§ = | == £z p—ac— 14+ =T

c T c c?

4.2 The classical model with diffusion perturbation

Consider the classical risk model perturbed by diffusions, where the Lévy subordinator S in (L))
is a compound Poisson process with positive jumps:

Nt
Rt:u—i—ct—l—ath—ZUi,

i=1

where W is a Wiener process; g > 0 is a parameter; U;’s are (0, co)-valued random variables with
distribution Fg, and Sy € R? is a parameter. Put ag = (8o, Ao) and 0y = (ao, Do). As usual, we
assume that W, N and U;’s are independent each other.

In this setting, it would be reasonable to assume that all the jumps {Uy,Us,...,Un,} are
observed since each U; represents ith claim amount, and the discrete observation R™ := {R;;, |i =
0,1,2,...,n, h > 0} with T' = nh is available. That is, we adopt the sampling scheme (I) described
in Section 3.1 ~

We can estimate A\g as the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) Ay = Np/T. Moreover,
under certain regularities, we can also estiamte (3 as the MLE, say BT. Then, as is well known, the
asymptotic distribution of ar = (87, Ar) is obtained as follows.

~ 1! (0]
VT (ar — ag) 2 Ngt1(Og11,1,%0), o= (Bo) o),
Ol,q )\O

where I(fp) is the Fisher information matrix for Sy while its invertibility is assumed.
According to Lemma 3.1 with Remark 3.2 in Shimizu [I8], we can etimate the diffusion param-

eter Dy as follows:
n N
D_IATR? = UF
i=1 i=1

where AR := Rjj, — R(;j—1)p- Then it holds for any s € [0, 7] that

Dr

)

1
YA

VT(Dr — Do) — 0
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as T =nh — oo, h — 0 with nh?> — 0. Hence we have that
1_1(60) Og1 O

ar — o
VT <5T - D°> Py Np2(0,53), Si=|( 01, X O],
T 0 0 0 0

The estimator of the adjustment coefficient 7, is given as a positive solution to
Y Y o0
—cr + Dar? + )\T/ (e = 1)F5, (dz) = 0.
0

As a special case, we shall consider the exponential claims:

Fpy(x) = 1—e*/# (8y = puo)
Then the above equation is given by

Arji

—cr++1§%r2+1 3 T:O
- pr

In this model, we can compute gy and gy in Theorem [3] as follows:

ola) = o (57— H)

and

0 (2) A - AD ( e _g)
—g9(x) = —————=xe ¥+ ——5 e D" —e ¥ |;
o’ (e — D) (cu— D)?

D = (e i)

cu—D
7] B AL _z e, Apc g
3_Dge($) ~ (cu— D)2 (e “r ) D?(cp — D) re

Therefore we have that
(0) = Co [1g ' Lo (—vs)] = Copg " (Ly, Lx, Lp) T,

where, by puo = (1/p—v0)"", ppe = (¢/D —vp) 1,

P A
7 (e — D2 PO T PO T e = Dy P
I
Ly=—"_ —
NS 7 (Pue —PDo),
Al Auc 9
Lp=—2H _ e
C D)Q(pu,e PD.6) D7 (cn — DREPD"
A 2 2
Ho = 5 (Pho —PD.g):
A
Cy = L

Mp(1=py) ™2 —c+2Dy
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Using the estimator é\T, we have that

~ . f(Ar 00\ SO,
o*(Or,u) =COr)" | 0 Ar 0] <(0r) =L + ArL3,
0 0 O

where Z# and EA is estimators of L, and Ly, respectively, such that the unknown parameters
therein are replaced with their estimators. Therefore the asymptotic (1 — «)-confidence interval
J$ is given as follows:

ey
Ay MTL +)\TLA _%,
Jr o= CgTe 79T“Tiza/2“7uTe yruT

VT

4.3 Gamma subordinator

Let us consider a Lévy insurance risk model
Rt = ’U/—f—Ct—Zt, (42)

where Z is a gamma process:

bat
P(Z; € da) = mx“t_le_bz, z >0,

which has a monotonically increasing path with infinitely many jumps in any finite time interval.
The Lévy measure of X is given as

Ua(2)dz :=az"te " dz, 2>0,

where a = (a, b) is unknown parameters. To estimate the parameter «, we suppose the claims whose
sizes are larger than ep > 0: Jz(ep,00) = {AZ; | AZ; > ep}. Since Nyp(er) := #Jz(er,0) < 00
for each ep > 0, we put the jump size as

Jz(ET,OO) = {Uk(€T> | k = 1,2, . .,NT(eT)},

where Ug(er) is the kth jump size that is larger than €.
According to Basawa and Brockwell [3], the likelihood function is given by

€T

L(a) = exp (—t / T2 dz) N:ﬁT)aa(Uk(eT)),

and the maximum likelihood estimator ar = (ET,ET) is given by solving the equation that

~ 7 ~ NT(ET)
o0 bre bru NT(ET) . br e
/ ——— du = Nrter) , ar = e Ter Z Us(er).
0 k=1 k(€r) k=1

Then, assuming that e — € > 0, it holds that

Va0 2 ((8). (7 7)),
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where

Coa = aeibe(l +be)(0€)Y, oy = (a®€) 7T /OO Uo(2)dz, o = —eibe(ﬁf)fl,
E=0b2e0e {(1 +be)at /OO Vo(z)dz — ebe] .

Assuming that the adjustment coefficient 7y exists and satisfies that v9 < b.
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