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Abstract The paper deals with a generalization of the risk model with stochastic premiums
where dependence structures between claim sizes and inter-claim times as well as premium
sizes and inter-premium times are modeled by Farlie—Gumbel-Morgenstern copulas. In addi-
tion, dividends are paid to its shareholders according to a threshold dividend strategy. We derive
integral and integro-differential equations for the Gerber—Shiu function and the expected dis-
counted dividend payments until ruin. Next, we concentrate on the detailed investigation of
the model in the case of exponentially distributed claim and premium sizes. In particular, we
find explicit formulas for the ruin probability in the model without either dividend payments
or dependence as well as for the expected discounted dividend payments in the model without
dependence. Finally, numerical illustrations are presented.
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threshold strategy, Gerber—Shiu function, expected discounted dividend payments, ruin
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1 Introduction

In the actuarial literature, a lot of attention is paid to the investigation of the ruin
measures such as the ruin probability, the surplus prior to ruin and the deficit at ruin
(see, e.g., [6, 34, 39] and references therein). A unified approach to the study of
these risk measures together by combining them into one function was proposed by
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Gerber and Shiu [22], who introduced the expected discounted penalty function for
the classical risk model. The so-called Gerber—Shiu function has been investigated
further by many authors (see, e.g., [13, 23, 29, 42, 44]) in more general risk models.
In those risk models, claim sizes and inter-claim times are assumed to be mutually
independent, which simplifies the investigation of the ruin measures. Nevertheless,
this assumption has been proved to be very restrictive in some real applications. For
instance, in modelling damages caused by natural catastrophic events, the intensity
of the catastrophe and the time elapsed since the last catastrophe are expected to be
dependent [10, 38]. That is why more and more authors have concentrated on the
investigation of risk models with dependence between claim sizes and inter-claim
times recently.

Albrecher and Boxma [1] consider a generalization of the classical risk model,
where the distribution of the time between two claims depends on the previous claim
size (see also [2] for an extension). Albrecher and Teugels [3] apply the random walk
approach and allow the inter-claim time and its subsequent claim size to be dependent
according to an arbitrary structure. Boudreault, Cossette, Landriault and Marceau
[11] consider a particular dependence structure between the inter-claim time and the
subsequent claim size and derive the defective renewal equation satisfied by the ex-
pected discounted penalty function. In [33], the authors study the ruin probability in
a model where the time between two claim occurrences determines the distribution
of the next claim size. The ruin probability in a model with independent but not nec-
essarily identically distributed claim sizes and inter-claim times is investigated in [5]
(see also references therein).

Cossette, Marceau and Marri [15, 16] deal with an extension of the classical
compound Poisson risk model where a dependence structure between the claim size
and the inter-claim time is introduced through a Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula
and its generalization. They derive the integro-differential equation and the Laplace
transform of the Gerber—Shiu discounted penalty function and concentrate on expo-
nentially distributed claim sizes. Zhang and Yang [47] extend these results to the
compound Poisson risk model perturbed by a Brownian motion. In [12, 24, 46], the
authors deal with the Sparre Andersen risk model where the inter-claim times follow
the Erlang distribution and extend results obtained in [15, 16].

In all these papers, the dependence structure between the claim sizes and the inter-
claim times is described by the Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula. This copula is
often used in applications to introduce dependence structures due to its tractability
and simplicity. It allows positive and negative dependence as well as independence.
Nevertheless, the Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula has been shown to be some-
what limited since it does not allow the modeling of high dependencies. Indeed, its
dependence parameter is § € [—1,1], so its Spearman’s rho and Kendall’s tau are
po = 0/3 € [-1/3,1/3] and 7p = 20/9 € [-2/9,2/9], respectively (see, e.g.,
[7, 8, 37] and references therein). This limited range of dependence restricts the use-
fulness of this copula for modeling. Note that the dependence parameter 6 can be eas-
ily estimated from real data due to the simple relations between it and the measures of
association pg and 7y. For more information on the Farlie—Gumbel-Morgenstern cop-
ula, we refer to, e.g., [21, 37] (see also [16] and references therein for applications of
this copula). Despite the popularity of the Farlie—Gumbel-Morgenstern copula, other
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copulas have been used in risk theory, for instance, an Archimedean copula [4], a
Gaussian copula [19] and a Spearman copula [25].

Risk models where an insurance company pays dividends to its shareholders are
of great interest in risk theory. Dividend strategies for insurance risk models were first
proposed by De Finetti [20], who dealt with a binomial model. Barrier strategies for
the classical risk model and its different generalizations have been studied in a number
of papers (see, e.g., [14, 27, 28, 30, 31, 43, 45]). For optimal dividend problems in
insurance risk models, see the monograph by Schmidli [40] and references therein.

Cossette, Marceau and Marri [17, 18] consider the classical risk process with a
constant dividend barrier and a dependence structure between claim sizes and inter-
claim times introduced through the Farlie—-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula. They ana-
lyze the Gerber—Shiu function and the expected discounted dividend payments and
then concentrate on exponentially distributed claim sizes investigating the impact of
the dependence on ruin quantities. The same model is studied in [32], where, in par-
ticular, the authors show that the solution to the integro-differential equation for the
Gerber—Shiu function is a linear combination of the Gerber—Shiu function with no
barrier and the solution to the associated homogeneous integro-differential equation.
For some earlier results in this direction, see also [26].

Shi, Liu and Zhang [41] consider the compound Poisson risk model with a thresh-
old dividend strategy and a dependence structure modeled by the Farlie—Gumbel—
Morgenstern copula. They derive integro-differential equations for the Gerber—Shiu
function and the expected discounted dividend payments paid until ruin as well as
renewal equations for these functions, which are used to obtain explicit formulas for
them.

The present paper deals with a generalization of the risk model with stochastic
premiums introduced and studied in [9] (see also [34]). In contrast to the classical
compound Poisson risk model, where premiums arrive with constant intensity and
are not random, in this risk model premiums also form a compound Poisson process,
i.e. they arrive at random times and their sizes are also random (see also [35, 36] for a
generalization of the classical risk model where an insurance company gets additional
funds whenever a claim arrives). In [9], claim sizes and inter-claim times are assumed
to be mutually independent, and the same assumption is made concerning premium
arrivals. In this paper, we suppose that the dependence structures between claim sizes
and inter-claim times as well as premium sizes and inter-premium times are mod-
eled by the Farlie—-Gumbel-Morgenstern copulas, which allows positive and negative
dependence as well as independence. In addition, we suppose that the insurance com-
pany pays dividends to its shareholders according to a threshold dividend strategy.
To be more precise, this implies that when the surplus is below some fixed thresh-
old, no dividends are paid, and when the surplus exceeds or equals the threshold,
dividends are paid continuously at some constant rate. Our subjects of investigation
are the Gerber—Shiu function, a special case of which is the ruin probability, and the
expected discounted dividend payments until ruin.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the risk
model we deal with. In Section 3, we derive integral and integro-differential equations
for the Gerber—Shiu function. In Section 4, we obtain corresponding equations for the
expected discounted dividend payments until ruin. Section 5 deals with exponentially
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distributed claim and premium sizes in some special cases of the model. Namely,
we consider the ruin probability in the model without either dividend payments or
dependence, and the expected discounted dividend payments in the model without
dependence. In these simpler models, we reduce the integral and integro-differential
equations derived in Sections 2 and 3 to linear differential equations and find explicit
solutions to these equations. Section 6 provides some numerical illustrations.

2 Description of the model

Let (£2,§,P) be a probability space satisfying the usual conditions, and let all the
stochastic objects we use below be defined on it.

In the risk model with stochastic premiums introduced in [9] (see also [34]),
claim sizes form a sequence (Y;);>1 of non-negative independent and identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) random variables (r.v.’s) with cumulative distribution function (c.d.f.)
Fy (y) = P[Y; < y]. The number of claims on the time interval [0, ¢] is a Poisson
process (N¢):>o with constant intensity A > 0. Next, premium sizes form a sequence
(Y;)i>1 of non-negative i.i.d. r.v.’s with c.d.f. Fy(y) = P[Y; < y]. The number of
premiums on the time interval [0, ¢] is a Poisson process (V¢ );>0 with constant inten-
sity A > 0. Thus, the total claims and premiums on [0, t] equal vaztl Y; and vaztl Y;,
respectively. We set Z?:l Y; = 0if N, = 0, and Z?:l Y, = 0if N, = 0. In what
follows, we also assume that the r.v.’s (¥;);>1 have a probability density function
(p.d.f.) fy (y) and a finite expectation ; > 0, and the r.v.’s (Y;);>1 have a probability
density function (p.d.f.) fy(y) and a finite expectation fi > 0.

We denote a non-negative initial surplus of the insurance company by x. Let
X¢(z) be its surplus at time ¢ provided that the initial surplus is 2. Then the surplus
process (X¢(x))i>0 follows the equation

N Ny
Xi(z)=z+» Y;=> Y, t>0. (1)
=1 =1

In [9], the r.v.s (Y;);>1 and (Y;);>1, and the processes (N¢);>0 and (N;)¢>o
are assumed to be mutually independent. In this paper, we suppose that the claim
sizes (Y;);>1 and the inter-claim times are not independent but with a dependence
structure modeled by a Farlie—Gumbel-Morgenstern copula, and we make the same
assumption concerning premium arrivals.

To be more precise, let (T;);>1 be a sequence of inter-arrival times of (Ny);>o.
In particular, 77 is the time of the first claim. Thus, (7;);>1 are i.i.d. r.v.’s with p.d.f.
fr(t) = Xe™*. We assume that (Y3, T;)i>1 are i.i.d. random vectors and for every
fixed «+ > 1, the dependence structure between Y; and T; is modeled by a Farlie—
Gumbel-Morgenstern copula with parameter 6 € [—1, 1], i.e.

CEGM(Ul, UQ) = uiu2 + 911,1’[1,2(1 — ul)(l — UQ), U, U € [O, 1]

(see, e.g., [21, 37] for more information on copulas). In other words, a claim size
depends on the time elapsed from the previous claim. Therefore, the bivariate c.d.f.
of (Y;,T;)i>1 is defined by
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Fyr(y,t) = CEM(Fy (y), Fr(t))
= R ) Fr(t) + 0By () Fr()(1 — Fr () (1 - Fr(0), 40,120

The corresponding bivariate p.d.f. of (V;,T;);>1 is given by

fyao(y,t) = fy @) frt) +0fy(y) fr(t) (1 —2Fy (y)) (1 — 2Fr (1))

= e Mfy(y) + 0hy (y)(2re M —Xe™™), y>0,t>0, @
where hy (y) = fy (y)(1 — 2Fy(y)), y > 0. Note that the case § = 0 corresponds to
the situation where the claim sizes and the inter-claim times are independent.

Next, let (T};);>1 be a sequence of inter-arrival times of (N;);>0. In particular, T}
is the time of the first premium. Therefore, (7});>1 are i.i.d. r.v.’s with p.d.f. f7(t) =
e~ . We also suppose that (}71, Ti)zZl are i.i.d. random vectors and for every fixed
1 > 1, the dependence structure between Y; and T} is modeled by a Farlie-Gumbel-
Morgenstern copula with parameter 6 € [—1, 1]. So the bivariate p.d.f. of (V;, T});>1
is given by

fr 2y, t) = e M fo(y) + 0hg (y) (22e ™A = Xe™), y>0,t>0, (3)

where hy(y) = fy(y)(1 — 2Fy(y)), y > 0. The case & = 0 corresponds to the
situation where the premium sizes and the inter-premium times are independent. The
random vectors (Y;, T;);>1 and (Y;, T;);>1 are assumed to be mutually independent.

From (2) and (3) we obtain the conditional p.d.f.’s of the claim and premium sizes:

fyr(y,t)

fyrir(y|t) = O Fr@) +0hy(y) (2™ —1), y>0,t>0, (&)
and
o - fY,T(yvt) s A1 —Xt
frir(ylt) = T fy(y) +0hy(y) (2 =1), y>0,t>0. (5

Moreover, we suppose that the insurance company pays dividends to its share-
holders according to the following threshold dividend strategy. Let b > O be a thresh-
old. When the surplus is below b, no dividends are paid. When the surplus exceeds or
equals b, dividends are paid continuously at a rate d > 0. Let (X?(x))¢>0 denote the
modified surplus process under this threshold dividend strategy. Then

t
Xf(a:):x+2ﬁ—2n—d/(J 1(Xb(x) >b)ds, t>0, (6)
=1 1=1

where 1(+) is the indicator function.
Let (Dy)+>0 denote the dividend distributing process. For the threshold dividend
strategy described above, we have

. b >
ap, _ Jadt it Xi@) =0,
0 if XP(x) <b.
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Next, let 7() = inf{t > 0: X?(x) < 0} be the ruin time for the risk process
(X?(z))¢>0 defined by (6). In what follows, we omit the dependence on z and write
Tp instead of 73, () when no confusion can arise.

For §p > 0, the Gerber—Shiu function is defined by

m(z,b) = E[eié‘m’ w(X? _(2), | XL (2)]) Um, < 00) | X{(z) =2], x>0,

where w(-, ) is a bounded non-negative measurable function, X’ _(x) is the surplus
immediately before ruin and | X? (z)] is a deficit at ruin. Note that if w(-,-) = 1 and
do = 0, then m(x, b) becomes the infinite-horizon ruin probability

Y(z) =E[L(r, < 00) | Xb(zx) = z].

For 6 > 0, the expected discounted dividend payments until ruin are defined by

Th
v(z,b) = El/ e %tdD, | X§(z) = x‘|, x> 0.
0

For simplicity of notation, we also write m(z) and v(z) instead of m(z, b) and
v(z, b), respectively, when no confusion can arise. Moreover, we set

_ma(z) ifz e [0,0],
m(x,b) = {mg(x) ifz € [b,00), @

and

_Ju(x) ifxel0,b],
vl@,b) = {vg(:zr) ifz € [b, 00). ®

Thus, the functions m; (z) and v; (z) are defined on [0, b], the functions ms(z) and
vo(z) are defined on [b, 00) and we have mq (b) = ma(b) and vy (b) = va(b).

3 Equations for the Gerber—Shiu function

Theorem 1. Let the surplus process (X (x))i>o follow (6) under the above assump-
tions with 0 # 0 and 0 # 0. Moreover, let the p.d.f’s fy(y) and fy(y) have the
derivatives fy (y) and fg(y) on Ry, which are continuous and bounded on R,
and let w(uy,uz) have the second derivatives w, ., (u1,uz), wy, ., (u1,u2) and
wl ., (u1,uz) on R, which are continuous and bounded on R as functions of
two variables. Then the Gerber—-Shiu function m(z) satisfies the equations

(A + X+ dg)my ()

—A(/Omml(x—y)fy(y)dy+/;w(:c,y—x)fy(y)dy>

+ H </Ow my(x —y)hy (y) dy + /:O w(z,y — x)hy (y) dy)
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b—x (o)
+/\(/0 ml(w+y)ff/(y)dy+/b mz(:v+y)fy(y)dy>

—T

AO(A + 6) /b—ﬂ” /°°
22T T0) he(y)d he(y)d
+/\+2/\+60< ; mi(z +y)hy (y) dy + b_me(Hy) v(y)dy |,

€08,
and
Smy (z) + (4\ + 4\ + 350)d*m} (z)
+ (A +2X480)(BA+2X +200) + (2 + A+ 80) (A + A + 8o) ) dmy (z)

+ A+ 20+ 60)(2A + A + 80) (A + A + 5o)ma(z)
= (A 42X+ 80) (2N + A+ 80) () + (BN + 3\ + 250)dB] (x) (10)

+ d?BY (x) — 2(\ + 2\ + 0o) B2(z) — 2dB5(x)
+ 2220\ — )\)/ mo(z +y)hy(y)dy, =z € [b,00),
0

where

)=A mi(z —y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y)) dy

xr—

/0 ) (fy (y) + Ohy (y)) dy
A/Oowx y —z)(fy (y) + 0hy (y)) dy

/000m2 x—l—y fyly )—I—éhy(y))dy, z € b, 00),

0“

+

+

+

and

T r—b
Ba(x) = A0 (/ ma(z —y)hy (y) dy + /0 ma(x — y)hy (y) dy

—b

+f T wle,y — 2)hy () dy> X% / Cma(e )y () dy, z € b,oo).

Proof. It is easily seen that the time of the first jump of (X?(x));>0, T1 A T1, is
exponentially distributed with mean 1/(\ + X). Furthermore, P[T} A T =T =
AN+ N and P[Ty A Ty = T1] = A/ (A + A).

We first deal with the case x € [0, b]. Considering the time and the size of the first
jump of (X?(x))i>0 and applying the law of total probability we obtain

m(z) = / e~ O (A / e Sotm(z — y) fy ey | 1) dy

+ A/ e Mw(z,y — ) fyir(y|t)dy (11)



322 O. Ragulina

+A /OOO e ®'m(z +y) fyr(y | t) dy> dt, x€10,b].
Substituting (4) and (5) into (11) and taking into account (7) give
mi(z) = /Ooo o~ AFA+60)t <A /Ox mi(z —y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2¢ = 1)) dy
+A /:o w(z,y — ) (fy (y) + 0hy (y) (2e — 1)) dy

b—zx _
+ /_\/O mi(z +y) (f{/(y) + 6hy (y) (26_)‘t — 1)) dy

—T

+ )\/boo ma(z +y)(fy(y) + éhy(y)(Qe—;\t -1)) dy) dt, x€]0,0].
12)

Separating the integrals on the right-hand side of (12) into integrals w.r.t. either ¢
or y yields

rm@ﬂ—AAm O Aot d15(/””&117—?4)]“&’)
+/:o (z,y —2)fy(y dy)
+)\0/0 ~AFA+0)t ( dt< mi(z — y)hy (y) dy
+/OO (,y — dy)

S b—x
+5\/ (>\+>\+50)tdt (/ mi(z +y)fy (y) dy
0 0

+ /boo ma(z +y) fy (v) dy)

(13)

—X

) B B b—x
+ 5\5/ o~ (AFA+d0)t (2¢™ — 1) dt </ mi(z +y)hy (y) dy
0 0

—X

+/ ma(z +y)hy (y) dy>, z € [0,0].
b
Taking the integrals w.r.t. ¢ on the right-hand side of (13) we get
ma(x) = m (/ mi(z —y)fy (y )dy+/ w(a:,y—x)fy(y)dy>
M(A + 8o) (/ mi(z = y)hy (y) dy

(2A+ XA+ 60) (A + X+ o)
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+/ w(x,y — x)hy (y) dy)
P S
A+ A+ 3o

A\ + o)
A+ 22+ 50) A+ A+ 5o

b—zx (o)
( / my(z +y) fy(y) dy + / ma(z +y) fv (y) dy)
0 b

—x

b—x
) (/O m1(x +y)hy(y) dy

—X

+/ ma(z + y)hy () dy>, z € [0,0],
b
which yields (9).

Let now = € [b,00). Considering the time and the size of the first jump of
(X} (x))i>0 and applying the law of total probability we have

(x—b)/d B z—dt
m(x) = /0 eI Y /0 tm(a — dt — ) fyir(y | £) dy

+ )\/ e %0t m(x — dt + y) fyr(ylt) dy) dt
0

. (14)
b [ e (A [ etm = sty 0ay
(z—b)/d 0
oo [T ey~ D10 dy
b
+2 / e m(b+y) fyr(y | 1) dy> dt, € [boo).
0
Substituting (4) and (5) into (14) and taking into account (7) give
mQ(x) - 11,2,3($) + 14,5,6(17)5 S [ba OO), (15)

where

(z=b)/d B
haale)= [ e
0
r—dt—b
X </\/ ma(z — dt — y) (fy (y) + Ohy (y)(2e ™ — 1)) dy
0

r—dt
+ A/ my(x — dt —y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y)(2¢7 — 1)) dy
r—dt—b

+ )\/:tw(x —dt,y — x4+ dt)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2 — 1)) dy
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—i—)\/ooo ma(x — dt—i—y)(f?(y) +éhy(y)(2€—5\t _ 1)) dy)dt

and

Lis.6(x) = /( - b)/de—(/\+7\+5o)t
b
X ()\/O mq(b— y)(fy(y) + th(y)(Qef)\t _ 1)) dy

+ )\/boo w(b,y — b)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2(5*” —-1))dy

+A /000 ma(b+y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2e — 1)) dy) dt.

Changing the variable x — dt = s in the outer integral of the expression for

111273(I> ylelds

1 [* 3
haals) = 3 [ e Orisaaa
b

s—b
x (A/O ma(s —y) (fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2e @79/ — 1)) dy

A [ s =) () + 0y () (26594 - 1))

+A /OO w(s,y — 8)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (26 E=/d 1)) gy (16)

+ 2 /000 ma(s+y) (fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2675\(175)/d -1)) dy) ds

2 ~(2A++9 d 12 €
2 _()\-‘,-2)\-'1‘50)1/(1 13($), S b7c:)7

where

x _ s—b
Ii(x) = / (AFA+60)s/d </\/0 ma(s —y) (fy(y) — Ghy(y)) dy
A [ s =) () - O ) dy
/ (s,y —s)(fy(y) — Ohy (y)) dy

(s +v)(fy (y) — Ohy (v)) dy) ds,
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T B s—b
.b(w)==A9j£ e@k+k+6“5”i(j€ ma(s — y)hy (y) dy

+ /Sib mi(s —y)hy (y) dy + /SOO w(s,y — s)hy (y) dy) ds

and

Is(z) = Xé/b e H2A+d0)s/d </0 ma(s + y)hy(y) dy) ds.

Separating the integrals in the expression for I 5 ¢(x) into integrals w.r.t. either ¢
or y we get

) B b
fuaw:A/’ e““”Ww</rmw—wh@My
( 0

z—b)/d

+Amw&y—wh@m0

oo

+ M0 e VA0 (96N 1) ¢ (/ ma(b—y)hy (y) dy
(z—b)/d

+Awmawwmww@>

+x/’ e%H%det/ ma(z + ) f5 (y) dy
( 0

z—b)/d

+ ;\9/ em (AT (90N 1) dt / ma(b+y)hy (y) dy.
( 0

z—b)/d
a7
Taking the integrals w.r.t. ¢ on the right-hand side of (17) we obtain
Iise(z) = Ii(z) + Is(z) + I(z), x € [b,00), (18)
where
e~ (A+A+60)(z—b)/d
Iy(z) =

A+ X+ 3o
(/mlb y) fy(y dy+A/ w(b,y —b) fy(y) dy
b

—)\9/ m1(b — y)hy (y) dy — )\9/ w(b,y — b)hy (y) dy
b

oo

—I—)\/ ma(b+y)fy Y ma(b+ y)h ()dy),
0
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2\fe— (2A+X+60)(z—b)/d

I _
5(@) A+ A+ 0o
b (e
X (/ m1(b—y)hy(y)dy+/ w(b,y—b)hy(y)dy>
0 b
and
25\967(>\+25\+5o)(x7b)/d 00
Is(z) = _ b+ y)hy (y) dy.
o) = T | malb iy ) dy

Thus, substituting (16) and (18) into (15) we have

1 h 2 X
ma(z) = = e~ (AFA+80)a/d ) (z) + v o~ (2A+A+60)z/d I(z)

2 —
+ y e~ ARSI/ () 4 [y(2) 4 I5(x) + Is(z), x € [b,00).

19)

It is easily seen from (9) that m; () is continuous on [0, b], and from (19) we con-
clude that mq () is continuous on [b, 00). Indeed, the right-hand sides of (9) and (19)
are continuous on [0, b] and [b, o), respectively, and so are the left-hand sides. There-
fore, from (19) we deduce that ms(z) is differentiable on [b, 0o). Differentiating (19)
gives

_M e~ (A+A+d0)
d2

_2(2A +d25\ + o) e~ (@AEA+80)Z/d I, (113

C2(0+ 325\ + do) o~ 280 /d I () (20)

B A+Z;+5O L(x) 2/\+§+50 1 ()

A+2X2+6 1
- ?0 Ig(z) + Eﬁl(:c), z € [b, 00),

z/d I (I)

my(x) =

where the function 3; () is defined in the assertion of the theorem.
Multiplying (19) by (A + A + &) /d and adding (20) we get

- 2\ 3
dmb(x) + (A + X+ do)ma(x) = - e~ (PA+A+o0)z/d I, (g

N 21

- % e~ F2MH00)x/d I () NI5(3) — Mg(z) + Br(z), = € [b, 00).

Since mq () and mz(x) are continuous and bounded on [0, b] and [b, c0), respec-
tively, and w(u1, u2) is continuous and bounded on Ri as a function of two variables,
from (21) we conclude that so is m5(z) on [b, 00). Taking into account that f% (y)
and f{.(y) are continuous and bounded on R, and wy, (u1,u2) and w;,, (u1, uz) are
continuous and bounded on R, from (9) we conclude that so is m/ (z) on [0, b].
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Hence, 1 (z) is differentiable on [b, 00). From this and (21) it follows that ma(z) is
twice differentiable on [b, c0). Differentiating (21) gives

dmll(2) + (A + X+ 60)mly(z) = 2A02A 4+ XA+ dp) o~ (A HA+d0)z/d In(z)

d2
§ AT IALR) momnetmyesa gy gy  AAEATD) iy 22
AN +20 46 2
+%16(17)+ﬂ1(17)—3[32(17), T € [b,OO),

where

B (x) = A /””bm;@_ 0)(f (4) + By (3)) dy

/ 0)(f () + Ohy () dy

0

+A/°° (wh, (2. — 2) — (g — ) (fr () + Oy (3)) dy

42 [T mle ) () + by ) dy
+ A(m1(0) — w(z,0)) (fy (z) + Ohy (z)), = € [b,00),

which is continuous and bounded on [b, 00), and the function 35 (z) is defined in the
assertion of the theorem. Here w;, (-, -) and w),, (-, -) stand for the partial derivatives
of w(uy,uz) w.r.t. the first and the second variables, respectively.

Multiplying (21) by (2A + A + d¢)/d and adding (22) we obtain

d*my(z) 4+ (BN + 2\ + 280)dmby(x) + (2A + X 4 60) (A + X + 6o)ma(z)

_ %‘l—)\) e~ F2AHd0)e/d ) 4 (X = M) Ig(2) @9

+ (2A + A+ 60)B1(z) + dBy(w) — 2Ba(w), x € [b,00).

It is easily seen from (23) that m}(z) is continuous and bounded on [b, c0).
Taking into account that f{(y) and fy( ) are continuous and bounded on R, and
Wy o, (U1, u2), wy ,, (U1, uz) and wu2u2 (u1,u2) are continuous and bounded on R?,
from (9) we conclude that so is m/ (x) on [0, b]. Hence, /31 (z) is twice differentiable
on [b, 00). Moreover, applying similar arguments shows that >(z) is differentiable
on [b, o). From this and (23) it follows that mo(x) has the third derivative on [b, o).

Differentiating (23) gives
d®my’ (z) + (B 42X + 280)dmf (x) + (2A + X+ 80) (A + A + o)mb(z)
2AA = A)A+2X+80) _(aroxtso)s
_ DO-NOLBA R rasssie

_ 5\(5\ -+ 2\ + do) I (x) + (2X + X+ 50)ﬁ1 (;c) + dﬁi’(ib) @9

d
DO [ ek s ), € o)

&yl

— 2By(x)
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Multiplying (23) by (A +2X+d0)/d and adding (24) yield (10), which completes
the proof. o

Remark 1. 7o solve equations (9) and (10), we need some boundary conditions.
The first one is m1(b) = ma(b). Next, using standard considerations (see, e.g.,
[34, 36, 39]) we can show that im,,_, ma(z) = 0 provided that the net profit con-
dition holds. Finally, we can substitute x = b into the intermediate equations (e.g.,
equation (21)) to get additional boundary conditions involving derivatives of ma(x).
Furthermore, equations (9) and (10) are not solvable analytically in the general case,
so we can use, for instance, numerical methods. Nevertheless, we can give explicit ex-
pressions for m(x) in some particular cases (see Section 5). The uniqueness of the
required solutions to these equations should be justified in each case.

Remark 2. The corresponding model without dividend payments is obtained by b —
oo. In this case, the Gerber-Shiu function m(x) satisfies the integral equation

(A + X+ 8o)m(x)

= A(/Oxm(u)fy(:v —u)du—i—/ooow(x,u)fy(:c—i-u)du)

20+ d) / _ /°° 0s)
+2)\+)\+50( ; m(u)hy (z —u) du + | w(z,u)hy (z+u) du

MN(A + o)

A o(u—z)d _
+ /w m(u)fy (u = z)du+ S=om

/ m(u)hy (u — ) du,

x € [0, 00).
Note that equation (25) for the ruin probability coincides with the equation derived
in [9] (see also [34]) if @ = 0 and 6 = 0.

Remark 3. In Theorem 1, we assume that 0 # 0 and 0 =% 0. Otherwise, we do not
need to differentiate (19) three times and can obtain equations not involving the third
derivative of ma(z) instead of (10).

Thus, if 0 = 0 and 6 =0, from (21) we have

dmb(x) + (A + X+ do)ma(x) = fi(z), x € [b,00). (26)
Next, if 0 # 0 and 6 = 0, from (23) we have

d?miy(z) 4+ (3X\ 4+ 2\ + 280)dmby(x) + (2A + X 4 60)(A + X + 6o)ma(z)

= (22X + A+ 00)B1(x) + dBi(z) — 2B2(z), x € [b,00). @7

Finally, if @ = 0 and 6 # 0, multiplying (21) by (A + 2\ + &0)/d and adding (22)
we get

d*mfy(z) + (2X 4+ 3N\ + 280)dmb () + (A + 2\ + 80) (A + X + do)ma () 28)
(

= (A+2X+00)B1(x) +dBi(z) — 2B2(z), x € [b,00).

Note that to obtain (26)—(28), it is enough to have weaker smoothness assumptions
on fy(y), fy(y) and w(uy, uz).
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Equation (9) holds in all possible cases. Furthermore, (9) involves no derivatives
and holds under weaker assumptions than (10). To be more precise, we do not need

the differentiability of fy (y), fy (v) and w(uy,uz) to get (9).

4 Equations for the expected discounted dividend payments until ruin

Theorem 2. Let the surplus process (X (x))>0 follow (6) under the above assump-
tions with 0 # 0 and 0 # 0. Moreover, let the p.d.f’s fy(y) and fs(y) have the
derivatives fy (y) and f.(y) on Ry, which are continuous and bounded on R .
Then the expected discounted dividend payments until ruin v(x) satisfy the equations

A+ X+ 0)vi(x)

=A/Omvl(w—y)J“‘y(y)01y+M '

_ —y)h d
ST Ovl(fv y)hy (y) dy

—T

V7] b—x 0o
+ % </0 vz +y)hy (y) dy+/bix v2(z +y)hy (y) dy>,

b—zx 0o
+A</O vi(z +y)fy(y) dy+/b v2(2 +y) fy (y) dy) (29)

x € [0, ],
and
vl (x) + (4X + 4\ + 38)d*vf ()
+ (A2 +8)(BA+ 20+ 26) + (A + A+ 0)(A + A+ 6)) dvy(z)
+ A +22+ 82X+ A+ ) (A + A+ d)va(w)
= A+ 22X+ 0) A+ A+ 8)B3(x) + (BA+3X+26)dB4(z) +d?BY ()  (30)
— 2N+ 22+ 6)Ba(x) — 2dBY(z) + (A + 22 +6)(2A + A + §)d

+2X20(\ — \) /000 ve(z +y)hy (y)dy, = € [b,0),

where
ala) =2 [ vale = ) (o) + 00y () dy
x—b
+ A i va(z — ) (fy (y) + Ohy (y)) dy
LA O°° vale + ) (f5 () + Ohs (9) dy, € [b,o0),
and
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1, so we omit detailed consider-
ations.

Let = € [0, b]. Considering the time and the size of the first jump of (X?(x))i>0
and applying the law of total probability, we obtain

o) = [ e (A | e tute =t ay

0 . 0 31

+ X/ e oz +y) friry|t) dy) dt, x€10,b].
0

Comparing (31) with (11) and applying arguments similar to those in the proof of
Theorem 1 yield (29).
Let now z € [b, 00). By the law of total probability, we have

(z—b)/d . ot
v(x) = / e” ATV (O + )\)/ de™% ds
0 0

r—dt
+ /\/ e v(w —dt —y) fyir(y|t) dy
0

+ /\/ e Oty(x —dt + y) fyir(y|t) dy) dt
0

o0 _ _ r(e=b)/d
+ / Pl NOEPY / de=%% ds
(z—b)/d 0

b
LA /0 e=tu(b— y) fyr(y | £) dy

(32)

+ X/ e v(b+y) fy7(y | t) dy) dt, € [b,o0).
0
Taking into account that
(z—b)/d ~ B t
/ (A4 N)e~ O+t / de % dsdt
0 0

3 (z—b)/d _
_ (A ;A)d / ef(,\+,\)t(1 B 67&) dt
0

S

>

_ 0 oamEbd . _AEA (i) e-b)/d
A+ Ato NtAto

and

o _ i (z—b)/d
/ (A4 N)e~ O+t / de%% ds dt
(z—b)/d 0

_ A+ (1 e-d-0)/a) /OO o~ N gy
y (@—b)/d
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_ %l (- AN @=b)/d _ =38 (@=b)/d)

substituting (4) and (5) into (32) and using (8) give
va2(z) = I789(z) + T10,11,12(7)

d O (o
m (1 —e (AA+0)( b)/d)7 = [b,oo),

(33)
+

where

(z—b)/d _
I7g.0(x) = / e~ (AFA+0)t
0
rz—dt—b
X ()\/ vz — dt —y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (26_)\t —-1))dy
0

r—dt
T\ / vi(@ — dt — y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y) (267 — 1)) dy
x—dt—b

. X/Ooo va(x = dt +y) (fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2 = 1)) dy> at

and

Toa1.12(z) = / e~ (AHA+8)t
(z—b)/d

X (A/O v1(b—y)(fy (y) + Ohy (y)(2e M — 1)) dy

+A /OOO va(b +y) (fy (y) + Ohy (y) (2¢7 = 1)) dy> dt.

Changing the variable x — dt = s in the outer integral of the expression for
I7)879($) yields
1 X 2 3
I g9(x) = - e~ MAOT/d 10y 4 v e~ (MAT)2/d I (1)

,
S e ORI 0 g (b, 00),

(34)
where

T B s—b
Ii(z) = [ eAtA+d)s/d (A/ va(s — ) (fr (y) — Ohy (y)) dy
b 0

+A /Sb vi(s —y)(fy (y) — Ohy (y)) dy
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T B s—b
fe) =20 [ e[ (s gy ) dy
b 0
+f m(s—y)hy(y)dy)ds
s—b
and

Iy(z) = /_\é/b (A T2A+8)s/d (/0 va(s +y)hy (y) dy) ds.

Separating the integrals in the expression for I10 11,12(x) into integrals w.r.t. ei-
ther ¢ or y and then taking the integrals w.r.t. ¢ we obtain

Lot12(x) = Lo(x) + L (z) + Li2(z), = € [b,00), (35)
where
e~ (AFA+8) (z—b)/d
hola) =4 —
10() A+tA+0
b b
x <A / or(b— ) fr (y) dy — A0 / vi(b = y)hy (y) dy
0 0
+X/ va (b +y) fy (y) dy—5\9/ v2(b+y)hy (y) dy>,
0 0
INfe— (2A+A+8)(z—b)/d  rb
I = — b—y)h d
11(7) AT ro /O v1(b—y)hy (y) dy
and

I NGe— (A +27+8)(z—b) /d

La(w) = At 20+0

/ v2(b+ y)hy (y) dy.
0
Thus, substituting (34) and (35) into (33) we have

1 X 2 X
’UQ(LL') — E e—()\+)\+5)ac/d I7($) + E e—(2>\+>\+6)m/d Ig(i[:)

2 _
+ 3 e~ WF2AR/d I (1) 4 [o(x) + T () + Do () (36)

d _
4 A (a—b)/d c b, oo).
+ P ( e ), x € [b,00)

It is easily seen from (29) that v; () is continuous on [0, ], and from (36) we
conclude that v, () is continuous on [b, c0). Hence, from (36) we deduce that vo ()
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is differentiable on [b, c0). Differentiating (36) gives

A+A+0
_—— €
d?
_ 2(2“;72“5) e~ (@NEAD/d [ ()
W e~ H2A+0)/d I (1) (37
A+A+0 2A\+A+6 A+2X\+6
— Tho(x) - Tlll(x) T a

1 N
+ aﬂl%(x) + e—(>\-|->\-|-t5)(m—b)/d7 = [b,oo),

vp(e) = NN/ L ()

112 (I)

where the function 33(z) is defined in the assertion of the theorem.
Multiplying (36) by (A + A + 9)/d and adding (37) we get
- 2\ .
dvy(z) + A+ A+ d)va(z) = - e~ (A+A+02/d I ()
2\ (2ia)esd N
- ? € IQ(ZC) - )\111(17) - AIlg(ZC)
+ B3(z) +d, x€[b,o).
(38)

Since vy (x) and vy (x) are continuous and bounded on [0, b] and [b, o), respec-
tively, from (38) we conclude that so is v4(x) on [b, 00). Taking into account that
fy(y) and fi(y) are continuous and bounded on R, from (29) we conclude that
so is v1(z) on [0, b]. Hence, B3(x) is differentiable on [b, c0). From this and (38) it
follows that v () is twice differentiable on [b, 0o). Differentiating (38) gives

- 2A(2X + A + 6)

A (@) + O+ A+ (o) = DAL
2AA+2X+0) _iorase

+ % e~ OF2A+0)z/d [

AA+2)0+6

JPIEEIED)

67(2>\+5\+6)x/d Is(z)

A2+ A +6)
d

Lio(x) + B(z) — %ﬁ4($), x € [b, 00),

(ac) + 111(.%') (39

where

8= [ " (@ — ) (fr(y) + Ohy () dy

—b

x—b
I\ /0 vh(z — y) (fy (y) + Ohy (y)) dy

A [ b ) () + 00y ) d
+ A1 (0)(fy (z) + Ohy (2)), =z € [b,00),

which is continuous and bounded on [b, 00), and the function 34(z) is defined in the
assertion of the theorem.
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Multiplying (38) by (2A + A + §)/d and adding (39) we obtain
d?v(z) + (BN 42X\ + 28)dvh () + 2N+ X + )X + X + )va(z)

_ %‘l—/\) e~ (AF22+0)x/d 1)y 4 X(X = ) 1a(2)
+(2A+ X+ 0)Bs(2) + df(x) — 2B4(x)

+ (2 A+ A +6)d, € [b,oo).

(40)

It is easily seen from (40) that v4 () is continuous and bounded on [b, 00). Taking
into account that fy (y) and f¢ (y) are continuous and bounded on R, from (29) we
conclude that so is v{'(x) on [0,b]. Hence, 83(x) is twice differentiable on [b, c0).
Moreover, applying similar arguments shows that 54(x) is differentiable on [b, o).
From this and (40) it follows that v () has the third derivative on [b, 00). Differenti-
ating (40) gives

d?v (z) + (BA + 22 + 28)dvy (z) + (2A + X + 8) (A + X + 6)vh(2)
___2A(A“AKA'+2A‘¥5)e—u+2x+®m/dﬂxw)

d?2
. _ 4
A0 A)(z EDED) ) + A+ A+ OB + Bl

R A LT )

Multiplying (40) by (A +2X+80)/d and adding (41) yield (30), which completes
the proof. o

Remark 4. 7o solve equations (29) and (30), we use the following boundary condi-
tions. First of all, we have v1(b) = va(b). Next, if the net profit condition holds, ap-
plying arguments similar to those in [40, p. 70] we can show that lim,_, o v2(z) =
d/é. Moreover, we can substitute © = b into the intermediate equations (e.g., equa-
tion (38)) to get additional boundary conditions involving derivatives of va(x). The
uniqueness of the required solutions should also be justified. If = 0 and 6 = 0, we
can find explicit solutions to the equations (see Section 5).

Remark 5. If at least one of the parameters 6 and 0 is equal to 0, we do not need to

differentiate (36) three times and can obtain equations not involving the third deriva-
tive of vo () instead of (30).
Thus, if @ = 0 and 0 = 0, from (38) we have

dvh () + (A + X+ do)v2(z) = B3(x) +d, x € [b,00). (42)
If0 # 0 and 0 = 0, from (40) we get
d?vl (z) + (BX + 2X 4 280)dvh (x) + (2A + A+ ) (A + X + d)v2(x)
= (2A+ A+ 0)B3(z) + dBh(z) — 2B4(z) + 2A+ A+ 0)d, = € [b,0).
If0 = 0 and 6 # 0, multiplying (38) by (A + 2\ + &¢) /d and adding (39) we have
d?vl (z) + (2X + 3N + 28)dvh(z) + (A + 2X + 8) (A + A + &)z ()
= (A 42X+ 0)B3(z) + dBh(x) — 2B4(x) + (A +2X+0)d, = € [b,00).

(43)

(44)
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To obtain (42)—(44), it is enough to have weaker smoothness assumptions on fy (y)
and [y (y).

Equation (29) is true in all possible cases. Since (29) involves no derivatives,
it holds under weaker assumptions than (30). To obtain (29), we do not need the

differentiability of fy (y) and fv(y).

5 Exponentially distributed claim and premium sizes

In this section, we deal with exponentially distributed claim and premium sizes, i.e.

1 2 1
Fry) =7 eV hy(y) = o e 2/ — , eV y>0, @9
and
o) ==V hply) =2 lE - Levln ys0. )
fi fi fi T

5.1 The ruin probability in the model without dividend payments
If no dividends are paid, equation (25) for the ruin probability ¢)(x) takes the form

A+ NY(z _A</1/) fya:—udu—i-/ fy(z+u)d )

A0 v >
+2/\+)\</0 w(u)hy(x—u)du—i-/o hy(:c—l—u)du) )

+X/Oow(U)fv(u—w)du

ANO
/\+2/\/ Y(u)hy(u—z)du, =z €[0,00).

Substituting (45) and (46) into (47) gives

- AN AN
A+ A =(A— — | I =TI
A+ Ny(x) ( 2/\+)\> 13($C)+2)\+/\ 14(7)
- AN AN
— — | I — T 48
+</\ )\+2)\> 15($)+)\+2)\ 16(T) (48)
AN AN
_ _ /1 _ e 2%/p
—i—(/\ 2)\+)\>e —|—2)\+/\e , x€]0,00),

1 ® 2 z
Lis(z) = — e/ w(u)e“/” du, Lu(z) == e—2z/u/ w(u)e%/“ du,

H I 0

1 - _ 2 oo )
Lis(z) = = e"/r 1/’(u)e_“/” du, Lig(x) = = 6%/“/ 7/1(u)e—2u/u du.

H i .

We now show that if either # = 0 or § = 0, integro-differential equation (48) can
be reduced to a third-order linear differential equation with constant coefficients.
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Lemma 1. Let the surplus process (X.(z))i>o follow (1) under the above assump-
tions, and let claim and premium sizes be exponentially distributed with means (. and
1, respectively.

If0 # 0 and 0 = 0, then () is a solution to the differential equation

P2+ A)(2A + N9 ()
+ (X +3X) (2N + X) — M (2X + X) + Apjab) ' (z) (49)
+ (2008 = M) (A + X) + Apb) Y/ () =0, € [0,00).
If6 = 0 and § # 0, then 1)(x) is a solution to the differential equation
pi? (A + A (A + 209" (x)
+ (—pi(BA + 2X) (A + 2X) + AE* (A + 2X) + AApid) Y (z) (50)
+ (2 = AL (A + 2X) + ANib) Y () =0, € [0, 00).

Proof. First of all, note that
La(2) = —= hy(@) + = 9(@),  La() = - Lu(@) + 2 (),
1 1 1 1
L[y(2) = = Ls(2) — = (a),  Lig(a) = = Da(a) — = ().
i i fi fi

From (48), it is easily seen that ¢)(z) is differentiable on [0, c0). Therefore, dif-
ferentiating (48) yields

(A + N9 (x)
1 AN 2 A\
=—=(a= I - = _
,u( 2)\+)\> 13() 224X ()
1/~ A\ 2 AN 1 AN
- _)r AL § S (D
+u< A+2 ) 15(I)+ﬂ/\+2)\ 16(I)+<u< 2)\+)\> (51)
2 AN 1/« M 2 AN
z ER | -= _
T u< )\+2)\> u)\+2)\>¢(‘r)
1 A— AN e_’v/“—z AN e~ 2/m 2 e 0,00).
I 2X+ A 2N+ A

Multiplying (51) by 1 and adding (48) we obtain
P+ MY (@) + M (x)

AN w\ (= AN 21\ ANG
= — =TI 1+=)[A— — | I 1+ — =TI
TV 14(55)-1-( +ﬂ)( /\+2)\> 15(90)-1-( + ﬁ))\—i—Q}\ 16()
SRR, N
__ (X _ MY e/ 0, 00).
+(2/\+)\ ﬂ( +/\+2/\>>w(x) e G U
(52)

From (52), it follows that ¢ (z) is twice differentiable on [0, co). Differentiat-
ing (52) gives

nw(A+ X" (z) + M) (x)
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2 A\ 1 p\ [/~ AN
= =Ty(x)+=(1+=)( - = | I15(x
e ﬂ( ﬂ)( A+2A> 15l

w2

2 211\ AN DY Y S Y] ,
S+ = _I - —Z (X -
+N<+M>/\+2/\ 16($)+<2)\+)\ M< + >)1/)(17)

2 AN 1 p\ [/~ AN 2 21\ A0
_(z _+-(1+E) (= _ 1+ =
<u2A+A+u< U)( A+2A)+u< " ) )dj(m)
2 M o

S e 0, 00).

S , 2z €10,00)
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Multiplying (53) by (—f) and adding (52) we get

— (A + N9 (x) + (A — Ap)y' (x)

2\ A\ 21\ A\G
=—(14+2£ — () - (1+ 5 ) 21
( + H>2/\+/\ 14() ( + ﬂ))\+2)\ 16()

MO b\ << 2ﬂ> AN
— _ _ 1 - _
+< 2)\+/\+/\+2/\)¢(x)+ T ) o
21\ A\G 20\ A,
1 — (1422 22w/ 0,00).
+( + ))\+2)\>1/1(:c) ( + u)2/\+)\e , x€[0,00)
(54)

Let now@;é()andéz(). Then (54) takes the form
— pfp(A + " () + (A — Ay ()
271\ A0 DONTIA ( 2ﬂ> AN
=—(1+=2=) 221 - _ 1+ £
( + u>2/\+)\ ul@) = sy (T g v
20\ M0,
— 1 Z/ K .
< + )2)\+/\ » @ €[0,00)

From (55), it follows that ¢(x) has the third derivative on [0, c0). Differentiat-
ing (55) yields

(35)

— (A + Ny () + (= )" (x)

2 201\ A0 DYNTI A < 2ﬂ> A0

=21+ A g 14+ 2K _

u( +u)2)\+)\ 1) = oV @ U e
2

20\ A\ 2 2\ A,
_2( e I L T
,u(+ )2)\+)\w()+u(+u>2/\+)\e z €[0,00)

(56)

' (x)

Multiplying (56) by 1 and adding (55) multiplied by 2 we obtain

— 2+ NP () + (A= M) = 200 + X))y () + 2(Ap — M)y (z)
B DO A\
= S V@ oS @), e 000),

from which (49) follows.




338 O. Ragulina

If § = 0 and 6 # 0, then (54) takes the form
— pr(A + MY () + (A — Ap)y' (x)
2,u ANG b,
( u)x+2x 16(@) + o3V @)
( gﬁ> AN
i

A+ 2/\
From (57), it follows that ¢(x) has the third derivative on [0, c0). Differentiat-
ing (57) gives

(57)

€ [0, 00).

— pfp (A + )" () + (A — Ay (x)
2 20\ A0 A 2\ AN,
=7 (HE)AHXI”“’(I) o @ ( o >A+2/_\ (z)
2 21\ AN
-2 (1+ 3) 2@, €[00 (58)
Multiplying (58) by

(—f1) and adding (57) multiplied by 2 we get
2+ MY (@) = (B = M) + 20X + X)9" (@) +2(M = M)y’ (z)

Auid A6
- KN - EN ) € 07 )
o VT g V@, weldoo)
from which (50) follows.

To formulate the next theorem, we define the following constants:

Dy = (pit(2A 4 3X)(2A + A) — A (2/\ +2) + M)
— AP A+ A)(2A + A) (2(A8 — Ap)(2X + X) + AApb),
—(ufe(2X + 3N (2A + ) — A;ﬂ 2X + ) + AMpjif) + \/_
2u2i(A + A)(2A + \)
—(pia (2 + 3)\)(2)\ + )\) M2 (2N + ) + A\pjf) — /Dy
200+ 02X + )

z3 =

AAA/—\

and

A1:<x\+/\— A )(u()\—f—)\)zg—(/\—i-/\—u) HEs Me)
1 — jizo

1—jizs 20+

—<A+X— A, )(u(A+Z\)z2—<A+M) Az Me_).
1— jizs3

1— iz 20+ A
Theorem 3. Let the surplus process (Xi(x))t>o0 follow (1) under the above assump-
tions with 6 # 0 and 6 = 0. Moreover, let claim and premium sizes be exponentially

distributed with means p and [i, respectively, and let Ni > A
IF2(A — A)(2X + X) + A\ <0, then

_ /\(1 _ :L_LZ3) 23T
1/}(:6) - /\(1 _ ﬂZ3) _ )\MZ3 9 YIS [0,00) (59)
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IF2(08 — M) (2A + A) + Aub > 0, then
1/’(95) = 026221 + 0362317 VS [07 00)7 (60)

where the constants Co and Cs are determined from the system of linear equations

(/\+/_\— A, >02+<A+X— A, >03_/\ 61)
1 — jizo 1— jizs3
and
- . 7;1 22 AN
A4+ Nze— [ A - |C
(u( +A)z2 ( L 2A+A> 5 .
- < AW z3 AN AN
A+ Nz — [ A+ — — _ 0y = — _
+(“( + )z ( + ﬂ)l—ﬂ23 2/\+/\> 5T Tt

provided that Ay # 0.
Proof. By Lemma 1, ¢)(z) is a solution to (49). We now find the general solution
to (49). Its characteristic equation is
PPN+ X)(2A 4+ X) 2% + (A + 302X + X) — AL (2 + X) + Apjd) 2*
+ (2(\8 — A)(2A + ) + AAub) z = 0. (63)

It is evident that z; = 0 is a solution to (63). Next, we prove that the equation
PR+ A)(2A + X)2% + (X + 3X) (2 + X) — AL (2A + X) + Apjab) 2
+ (208 — A) (A + ) + AApb) =0 (64)

has two real roots. To this end, we show that its discriminant D, defined before the
assertion of the theorem is positive. We have

Dy /p® = (271 + 3M1 — Au)(2A + X) + AAad)

— 8N+ NN — M) (2A + X2 — AAuf( A + ) (2X + N)
= (20 + )2 (201 + 3Ma — A)® = Ba(A + A) (M — M)

+ 2ANE0(2X + ) (2A7 + 3AE — Ap — 2u(A + X)) + (ANi6)?
= 2X+ N2 2\ + 1) + (Vi — M)’

+ 22020 + A) (2( — ) (A + A) + (AL + A )) + (A\ih)?
= 2\ + N)2(Ai — Aw)® + 2ANa0(2\ + )(X M) + (ANa6)2

+ (2A+ N (AN (1 + )% + AN+ 1) (A — )

+ AMNEO (i — )N+ N (2A + N)
= (2N + N2\ — A)? + 200 G022\ + N (M — M) + (ANE6)?

+ AN+ X) (N (1 + 1) + M+ 1) (A — M)

+ AN A+ )%+ (n+ )M — M) + MNib (i — ).
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Since Afi > A, it suffices to show that

A+ )% + (e + )AL — M) + M (i — ) > 0.

It is obvious that the minimal value of the expression on the left-hand side of
the above inequality is attained when either 6 = 1 or # = —1 and equals either
MNi(p + ) + 20E2 or Mi(p + i) + 2 ufi, respectively. Both these expressions are
positive. Thus, D; > 0 and (64) has two real roots zo and z3 defined before the
assertion of the theorem.

Next, it is easily seen that

A(2A 4+ 3X) (2N + A) — A (2N + X)) + Apfd > 0.
Indeed, since A\ji > Ay, we have

WA(2X 4 3N (2A 4+ X) — AZ (20 + X) + Apufaf
= u(2A + N) (2N + 3Ni — A\p) + A
> 2ufi(2X + X)X+ A) — A > 3A i > 0.

7Theref0re, by Yieta’sitheorem applied to (64),723 < 0. Moregver, z2 2 0 if
20 — M) (2A + X)) + Apf < 0, and zo < 0if 2(AG — Ap)(2A + A) + A pd > 0.
Thus, the general solution to (49) has the form

Y(z) = C1 + Coe™" + C3e™, € [0,00), (65)

where C7, C5 and C5 are some constants. To determine them, we use the following
boundary conditions. Firstly, since Afi > Ay, using standard considerations (see, e.g.,
[34, 36, 39]) we can easily show that lim,_,~, ¥ (x) = 0. Consequently, C; = 0 and
Co = 0if 2(\ — Ap)(2X + A) + A < 0,and Cy = 0if 2(Ai — Ap)(2A + A) +
A6 > 0. Secondly, we use intermediate equations to find other constants.

Let now 2(Ai — Aw)(2A + A) + A\uf < 0. The constant Cj is determined by
letting = 0 in (48), i.e. from the equation

AT et
A+ X)9(0) = 7 /0 P(u)e du + A. (66)

Substituting ¥ (z) = Cse*® into (66) gives

< A
A+ X)C5 = 1= jizs

C3+A7

from WhiCh (59) follows_immefiiately.
If 2(\e — Ap) (2A+ A) + A > 0, then the constants C and C'3 are determined
by letting = 0 in (48) and (52), i.e. from (66) and the equation

(X + X)) (0) + A (0)

A w\ [~ iy A A A (6))
_ﬂ<1+ﬂ)/o P(u)e “du+(2/\+)\ ﬂ)w(O) T
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Substituting (60) into (66) and (67) yields equations (61) and (62), respectively.
The system of equations (61) and (62) has a unique solution provided that A; # 0.

Note that letting x = 0 in (54) (and in (52) when Cy = 0) gives no additional
information about unknown constants. Nevertheless, the equalities must hold for the
values of the constants found from (48) (and (52) when Cy # 0). Consequently,
differential equation (49) has the unique solution given by (59) or (60). Since we
have derived (49) from (48) without any additional assumptions, we conclude that the
function ¢ (z) given by (59) or (60) is a unique solution to (48) satisfying the certain
conditions. This guaranties that the solution we have found is the ruin probability and
completes the proof. o

The case # = 0 and § # 0 can be considered in a similar way by finding the
required solution to equation (50).

5.2 The ruin probability in the model without dependence
Let now # = 0 and 6 = 0. We set

) = P1(z) ifx €]0,0],
¥(=) {1/)2(:17) ifx € [b, 00).

Then equations (9) and (26) for the ruin probability ¢)(z) in the case of exponentially
distributed claim and premium sizes take the form

(A + M ()

A v A o [ ;
= ;e_””/”/o Uy (u)et/H du—i—)\e_””/“—i—ﬁem/“/w Yy (w)e™ P du 68)

A _ [ -
+ Xl / da(uw)e ™/ du, @ € [0,0]
Hw b

and
dipy () + (A + A2 ()
A
— 2 oz/n U/ud e~ T/1 u/ud
Me / Y1 (u U+ / Ya(u u+ de™® 69)
+ = ew/ﬁ/ 1/)2(u)e_u/ﬁ du, x € [b,0),
H z
respectively.

We now show that integro-differential equations (68) and (69) can be reduced to
linear differential equations with constant coefficients.

Lemma 2. Let the surplus process (X} (z))i>o follow (6) under the above assump-
tions with @ = 0 and O = 0, and let claim and premium sizes be exponentially
distributed with means i and [i, respectively. Then 11 (x) and 12 () are solutions to
the differential equations

pi(X + N () + (A — Ap)yi(z) =0, z €[0,], (70)
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and

dpiy (z) + (din — dp + pi(A + X)) v (x)

(V= M — () =0, @ € [b,00). D

Proof. From (68), it is easily seen that ¢)(z) is differentiable on [0, b]. Differentiat-
ing (68) yields

Multiplying (72) by (—f) and adding (68) we obtain
= a0+ ) +A(14 2 )0
= (1 + E) (i efx/“/ V1 (u)e* du + )\em/“>, x € ]0,b].
H K 0

From (73), it follows that 1) (x) is twice differentiable on [0, b]. Differentiating (73)
gives

(73)

—ﬁM+X)H@+AO+§>%@>

— 1 (1 + ﬁ) (i e_m/“/ wl(u)eU/M du + )\6_1/H> (74)
K H H 0

\ _
+—(1+H>1/11(£C), x € ]0,b].
I I
Multiplying (74) by 1 and adding (73) we get (70).
From (69), it is easily seen that (z) is twice differentiable on [b, c0). Differenti-
ating (69) yields
dyg (@) + (A + Ny ()

1 b @
=—= <é e~ o/H / Yy (w)e " du + A 671/“/ Yo (u)e " du + Ae”“)
HAH 0 b

I
+ %ew/ﬂ /:0 Yo (u)e ™" du + (% - %)1&2(3@)7 z € [b,00).

(75)
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Multiplying (75) by 1 and adding (69) we obtain

dpapy (x) + (d + p(A + X)) ¥h(z) + A (1 + 5)1/;2(:1:)
(76)

i<1 + E)e””/”/ Yo(uw)e ™ du, x € [b, o).
i i v

From (76), it follows that ¢ () has the third derivative on [b, c0). Differentiat-
ing (76) gives

dytl () + (d+ pn+ ) () + X(l T §>w;(x)

- - a7)
A o[ . A
=2 (1 + g)ew/u/ P (u)e "/ du — = (1 + 4)’(/&(&6), x € [b, 00).
fi [ . [ [
Multiplying (77) by (—f) and adding (76) we get (71). O
To formulate the next theorem, we define the following constants:
_ _ 1) 2 I
Dy = (dfp — dp+ pp(A + X))” — ddufi(Ai — A — d),
; Mt — M\
5= v
(A + A)
o —(di — dp + pp(A + X)) 4+ /Do
! 2dpp
and B
L —da—du+pa(A+ X)) — VDy
® 2dpfi '
Theorem 4. Let the surplus process (X} (x))¢xo follow (6) under the above assump-
tions with § = 0 and 0§ = 0, and let claim and premium sizes be exponentially

distributed with means i and [i, respectively, and let \fi > A1 + d. Then we have
1/11 (JI) = 04 + C5eZ5I7 HAAS [07 b]u (78)

and
1/}2 (I) = C(76)27m + CSSZsmv YIS [bv OO), (79)

where the constants Cy, Cs, C7 and Cg are determined from the system of linear
equations (80)—(83):

Y 3 ,27b )\ o28b _
(A 2)Ca+ 252 (e 4 i) 05 4 2 0 2T = aein,
H+ pzr —1 fizg — 1
) (80)
1% 1% H

Cy + e*3°Cy — e7Cr — e*3°Cs = 0 (82)
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and

_ g+,
/\(e b/p _ 1)04—1— %(e b/u _ezsb)C5

+ (/\ + A +dzr + )ez7bC7 (83)

pzr —1
1>ezsb08 = Xe V/H,

+</\+5\—|—ng+

zZ8 —

Proof. By Lemma 2, ¢ (z) and 2 (z) are solutions to (70) and (71). We now find
the general solutions to these equations.

It is easily seen that the characteristic equation corresponding to (70) has two
roots: z4 = 0 and z5 given before the assertion of the theorem. Hence, (78) is true
with some constants Cy and C5.

The characteristic equation corresponding to (71) has the form

dpjiz® + (di — dp + pi(A + 5\))22 + (Mi— Mz —d)z = 0. (84)
It is obvious that zg = 0 is a solution to (84). We now show that the equation
dppz” + (dip — dp + pa(X+ X))z + (A — Ap — d) = 0. (85)

has two negative roots. We first notice that its discriminant Do defined above is posi-
tive. Indeed, we have

Dy = d (i — ) + p* 2 (A + A)? +2dpi(A+ ) (i — p) + ddpfi(d + Mp — Ajz)
= d*(p+ )? + 2 A+ )2+ 2dpa(X = N (p+ i)
= (d(p+ 1) + pE(A — X)) + N2 52 > 0.
Therefore, (85) has two real roots. Next, by the conditions of the theorem, we
have -
Ai— A —d>0

and
dii — dp 4 p(N+ ) = p(Na — A — d) + M\ + Afi + dji > 0,
which shows that both roots are negative. Consequently, we get
Po(z) = Cg + Cre™™ + Cge™*,  x € [b,0),

with some constants Cg, C7 and Cy. Moreover, since 5\/1 > A + d, using standard
considerations (see, e.g., [34, 36, 39]) we can easily show that lim,_, ., ¥ (z) = 0,
which yields Cg = 0. Thus, we obtain (79).

The constants Cy, C5, C7 and Cy are determined by letting x = 0 in (68) and (73),
taking into account that 11 (b) = 12(b) and letting = b in (69).

Substituting (78) and (79) into (68) and (73) as x = 0 and into (69) as x =
b and doing some simplifications yield equations (80), (81) and (83), respectively.
Substituting (78) and (79) into the equality 1)1 (b) = 1)2(b) gives (82).
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We denote the determinant of the system of equations (80)—(83) by A,. A stan-
dard computation shows that

i
Ag = d(27 — Z8)€(Z7+Z8)b ()\GZSb (_/,L B )\)
1

_2 _ 5\_ _ —
R ((/\ F 2L ARt (1 + E)))
[Pzrzs — fi(27 + 28) + 1 o I

which is positive. Indeed, z7 — zg > 0 by definition, A\fi/y — A > 0 by the conditions
of the theorem and ji%272g — Ji(27 + 2g) +1 > 0 since z7 < 0 and zg < 0. Moreover,
since z5 < 0, we have

(A+A)M—Mezsb<1+ﬁ) > (A+A)M—AA(1+H> :)\(M—/\) > 0.
Iz I Iz Iz Iz

Thus, since Ay # 0, the system of equations (80)—(83) has a unique solution.
Furthermore, note that letting = b in (76) gives no additional information about un-
known constants, but the equality in (76) holds for the values of the constants found
from the system of equations (80)—(83). Therefore, each of differential equations (70)
and (71) has the unique solution given by (78) or (79), respectively. Since we have
derived these equations from (68) and (69) without any additional assumptions, we
conclude that the functions v () and 2 (z) given by (78) and (79) are unique so-
lutions to (68) and (69) satisfying the certain conditions. This guaranties that the
functions 1 (x) and 15 (z) we have found coincide with the ruin probability on the
intervals [0, b] and [b, 00), respectively, which completes the proof. O

5.3 The expected discounted dividend payments until ruin in the model without de-
pendence

We now also assume that # = 0 and # = 0. Then equations (29) and (42) for the

expected discounted dividend payments v(x) in the case of exponentially distributed

claim and premium sizes take the form

A+ A+ 0)vi(x)
_A e ®/m /w vy (w)e™ " du + 5 e/ /b v1(w)e P du
A o [ .
+ = ew/“/ vo(u)e P du, x € (0,0,
H b
and
dvh(x) + (A + A+ 0)va(z)
_A e ®/m /b vy (w)e™ " du + A e n/m /I va(u)e " du
p 0 p b 87
A o [ .
+= ew/“/ vo(u)e P du +d, x € [b,o0),
H @
respectively.

Lemma 3 below shows that integro-differential equations (86) and (87) can be
reduced to linear differential equations with constant coefficients.
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Lemma 3. Let the surplus process (X} (z))i>o follow (6) under the above assump-
tions with @ = 0 and O = 0, and let claim and premium sizes be exponentially
distributed with means i and i, respectively. Then v1(z) and ve(x) are solutions to
the differential equations

pii( A+ A +0)v () + (R(A+6) — p(A+6)) v} (z) —dvi (z) =0, x € [0,b], (88)
and

dpjivy' (x) + (d(f = p) + (A + A +8))v5 (x)

, (89)
+ (BA +0) = p(A +6) — d)vh(z) — dvz(x) = —d, = € [b,00).
The proof of the lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.
To formulate the next theorem, we define the following constants:
D3 = (A +6) — p(A +6))° + 46pfa(A + X + ),
Dy = —185dpi(d(fi — p) + pia(A + XA+ 6)) (B(A + 6) — p(A + 6) — d)
+45(d(ii — p) + pp(A + X+ 6))°
+ (d(p — u)+uu/\+A+6) (A +68) — p(A+6) — )
— ddpp (A + 8) — p(A +6) ) — 27(8dufi)?,
(A +8) — p(A+8)) + VD5
2ui(A + X +9)
and _
o A3 +8) — A+ ) — D5
2ufa(A + A +0) '
Theorem 5. Let the surplus process (X} (x))e>o follow (6) under the above assump-
tions with § = 0 and § = 0, and let claim and premium sizes be exponentially

distributed with means . and [i, respectively, and let \fi > A\ -+ d and Dy > 0. Then
we have

vi(z) = Cge™" + Croe**”, € [0,0], 90)

and
’UQ(I) = Cllezuz + 61126Z12z + d/d, T € [b, OO), (91)

where 211 and z12 are negative roots of the cubic equation
dppz® + (d(fi — ) + pp( A+ A +0)) 22 4+ (BN +0) — p(A+6) —d)z—6 = 0 (92)

and the constants Cy, C1o, C11 and Ch4 are determined from the system of linear
equations (93)—(96):

_ _ A _
b/a 29b _ b/
((/\+/\+6)e ﬂ29—1(e e )>Cg
+ <(A T e 6b/”)>010 ©3)
fz10 — 1
Xezllb 5\€Z12b dj\

L Cn+——Cip=—
,L_L,le—l 11+‘L_L212—1 12 57
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A _
(A+5+7“—NZQ(A+A+5))CQ

\i (%94)
+ <)\+5+7'u—[Lzlo()\+5\+5)>010—0,
engCg + ezlome — ezubCll - €Z12b012 = d/6 95)
and
A —-b/u z9b A —b/p z10b
1% n 1 (6 e )Og =+ 1z10 T 1 (8 € )010
- A
+ ()\+)\+5+d211+_7)6211b011 (96)
Hz11 — 1

+ /\+Z\+5+dm+# e 0y = —d 142
fizig — 1 0

provided that its determinant is not equal to 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4, so we omit detailed consider-
ations. By Lemma 3, v1 () and v (z) are solutions to (88) and (89).

It is easily seen that D3 > 0. Hence the characteristic equation corresponding
to (88) has two real roots zg and 21 given before the assertion of the theorem. This
yields (90) with some constants Cy and C1g.

The assumption D4 > 0 guarantees that cubic equation (92) has three distinct real
roots. Consequently, the general solution to (89) is given by

’UQ(ZC) = Ollezllz + 6112€Z12z + Clgezmz, xr e [b, OO)

with some constants C11, C12 and Cq3.

By Vieta’s theorem, we conclude that (92) has either two or no negative roots.
Since Ai > i + d, applying arguments similar to those in [40, p. 70] shows that
limg 00 v2(x) = d/d. Therefore, if (92) had no negative roots, the function vy ()
would be constant, which is impossible. From this we deduce that (92) has two neg-
ative roots. We denote them by z11 and z;s. Since 213 > 0, we get C13 = 0, which
yields (91).

To determine the constants Cy, C'g, C11 and C12, we apply considerations similar
to those in the proof of Theorem 4 and obtain the system of linear equations (93)—
(96), which has a unique solution provided that its determinant is not equal to O.
Finally, applying arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem 4 guaranties that
the functions vy (x) and vy () we have found coincide with the expected discounted
dividend payments on the intervals [0, b] and [b, c0). O

6 Numerical illustrations

We now present numerical examples for the results obtained in Section 5. The claim
and premium sizes are also assumed to be exponentially distributed. Set A = 0.1,
A=23,u=3and i=0.2.

Let now the conditions of Theorem 3 hold. Then applying this theorem we can
calculate the ruin probability for 2 € [0, c0) in the model without dividend payments

for different values of 6:
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Table 1. The ruin probabilities in the model without dividend payments for different values
of 0

z\ 0 -0.9 -0.5 -0.1 0.1 0.5 0.9
0 0.923700 0.808017 0.694653 0.638820 0.528807 0.420945
1 0.906484 0.766009 0.629915 0.563467 0.433686 0.307949
2 0.888003 0.724172 0.570650 0.497607 0.358674 0.228911
5 0.831762 0.608107 0.423229 0.343831 0.208380 0.100718
7 0.795628 0.540438 0.346536 0.268996 0.146531 0.060380
10 0.744222 0.452611 0.256692 0.186208 0.086812 0.028761
15 0.665780 0.336734 0.155646 0.100887 0.036402 0.008589
20 0.595603 0.250520 0.094376 0.054662 0.015276 0.002591
50 0.305291 0.042479 0.004690 0.001383 0.000083 0.000002
70 0.195532 0.013013 0.000634 0.000119 0.000003 0.000000

e if @ = —0.9, then 1 (x) ~ 0.929934¢~0-0222772 _ (). 006234 ~0-744001z,
s if @ = —0.5, then (z) &~ 0.817753¢~ 0059151z _ (.009736¢~0-712238z;
e if @ = —0.1, then ) (z) ~ 0.698198¢0-100061z _ () (3545 0-676439z;
* if @ = 0.1, then ¢ () ~ 0.634275¢ 01225652 1 (), 004545¢0-656490=,
s if = 0.5, then ¢ (z) ~ 0.492433¢~0-173655 1 () 036374 0-610511z;
* if = 0.9, then ¥(x) &~ 0.309485¢0-239185% | (). 1114610550092z

Table | presents the results of calculations for some values of x.
Next, we denote by 1o (z) the ruin probability in this model where § = 0. It is
given by

)
)

o(e) = S e (L) e oo
BA + A) HA(AN)
(see [9, 34]). In our example, 1 (z) =~ 0.666667¢~-111111% The values of g (x) for
some x are given in Table 2.
Let now the conditions of Theorems 4 and 5 hold. Set additionally b = 5,d = 0.1
and § = 0.01. Applying Theorems 4 and 5 we can calculate the ruin probability ¢ (z)
and the expected discounted dividend payments until ruin v(x):

Y1 (x) ~ 0.389315 + 0.407125¢ -1z 4 2 [0, 5],

Vo () ~ 0.809486¢ 00518637 _ 1 94332 . 1039 19-2814707 - 4 ¢ [5. 00);
v1(z) ~ 4.555889¢"-0192207 _ 9 996416 0-110506 4 ¢ [0, 5],

va(z) A 10 — 9.149114e~0-107684% 14 07834 . 100~ 19-405407 4 €[5 00).

The results of calculations for some values of = are given in Table 2.

The results presented in Tables 1 and 2 show that the positive dependence be-
tween the claim sizes and the inter-claim times decreases the ruin probability and the
negative dependence increases it. This conclusion seems to be natural. Indeed, in the
case of negative dependence, the situation where large claims arrive in short time in-
tervals is more probable, which obviously leads to ruin in the near future. Moreover,
it is easily seen from Table 2 that dividend payments substantially increase the ruin
probability, which is also an expected conclusion.
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Table 2. The ruin probabilities with and without dividend payments and the expected dis-
counted dividend payments in the model without dependence

z Po(x) P(z) v(z)

0 0.666667 0.796440 2.259472
1 0.596560 0.753626 2.790339
2 0.533825 0.715315 3.293343
5 0.382502 0.622904 4.689607
7 0.306284 0.563044 5.694612
10 0.219462 0.481915 6.883176
15 0.125917 0.371835 8.180807
20 0.072245 0.286900 8.938193
50 0.002577 0.060536 9.958020
70 0.000279 0.021455 9.995128

Acknowledgments

The author is deeply grateful to the anonymous referees for careful reading and valu-
able comments and suggestions, which helped to improve the earlier version of the

paper.

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(3]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

Albrecher, H., Boxma, O.J.: A ruin model with dependence between claim sizes
and claim intervals. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 35, 245-254 (2004)
MR2095888

Albrecher, H., Boxma, O.J.: On the discounted penalty function in a Markov-dependent
risk model. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 37, 650-672 (2005)

Albrecher, H., Teugels, J.L.: Exponential behavior in the presence of dependence in risk
theory. Journal of Applied Probability 43, 257-273 (2006) MR2225065

Albrecher, H., Constantinescu, C., Loisel, S.: Explicit ruin formulas for models with
dependence among risks. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 48, 265-270 (2011)
Andrulyté, LM., Bernackaité, E., Kievinaite, D., Siaulys, J.: A Lundberg-type inequality
for an inhomogeneous renewal risk model. Modern Stochastics: Theory and Applications
2, 173-184 (2015) MR3389589

Asmussen, S., Albrecher, H.: Ruin Probabilities. World Scientific, Singapore (2010)
Bekrizadeh, H., Jamshidi, B.: A new class of bivariate copulas: dependence measures and
properties. METRON 75, 31-50 (2017)

Bekrizadeh, H., Parham, G.A., Zadkarmi, M.R.: The new generalization of Farlie—
Gumbel-Morgenstern copulas. Applied Mathematical Sciences 6, 3527-3533 (2012)
MR2929551

Boikov, A.V.: The Cramér-Lundberg model with stochastic premium process. Theory of
Probability and Its Applications 47, 489-493 (2003) MR1975908

Boudreault, M.: Modeling and pricing earthquake risk. Scor Canada Actuarial Prize
(2003)

Boudreault, M., Cossette, H., Landriault, D., Marceau, E.: On a risk model with depen-
dence between interclaim arrivals and claim sizes. Scandinavian Actuarial Journal 2006,
265-285 (2006)


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2095888
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2225065
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3389589
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2929551
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1975908

350

(12]

(13]

(14]

[15]

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

O. Ragulina

Chadjiconstantinidis, S., Vrontos, S.: On a renewal risk process with dependence under
a Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula. Scandinavian Actuarial Journal 2014, 125-158
(2014)

Cheng, Y., Tang, Q.: Moments of the surplus before ruin and the deficit of ruin in the
Erlang(2) risk process. North American Actuarial Journal 7, 1-12 (2003)

Chi, Y., Lin, X.S.: On the threshold dividend strategy for a generalized jump-diffusion
risk model. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 48, 326-337 (2011)

Cossette, H., Marceau, E., Marri, F.: On the compound Poisson risk model with depen-
dence based on a generalized Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula. Insurance: Mathemat-
ics and Economics 43, 444-455 (2008)

Cossette, H., Marceau, E., Marri, F.: Analysis of ruin measures for the classical com-
pound Poisson risk model with dependence. Scandinavian Actuarial Journal 2010, 221—
245 (2010)

Cossette, H., Marceau, E., Marri, F.: Constant dividend barrier in a risk model with agen-
eralized Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern copula. Methodology and Computing in Applied
Probability 13, 487-510 (2011) MR2822392

Cossette, H., Marceau, E., Marri, F.: On a compound Poisson risk model with dependence
and in the presence of a constant dividend barrier. Applied Stochastic Models in Business
and Industry 30, 82-98 (2014)

Czado, C., Kastenmeier, R., Brechmann, E.C., Min, A.: A mixed copula model for insur-
ance claims and claim sizes. Scandinavian Actuarial Journal 2012, 278-305 (2012)

De Finetti, B.: Su un’impostazione alternativa dell teoria colletiva del rischio. Transac-
tions of the XV International Congress of Actuaries 2, 433-443 (1957)

Denuit, M., Dhaene, J., Goovaerts, M., Kaas, R.: Actuarial Theory for Dependent Risks:
Measures, Orders and Models. John Wiley & Sons, Chichester (2005)

Gerber, H.U., Shiu, E.S.W.: On the time value of ruin. North American Actuarial Journal
2, 48-72 (1998)

Gerber, H.U., Shiu, E.S.W.: The time value of ruin in a Sparre Andersen model. North
American Actuarial Journal 9, 49-69 (2005)

Gu, C.: The ruin problem of dependent risk model based on copula function. Journal of
Chemical and Pharmaceutical Research 5, 234-240 (2013)

Heilpern, S.: Ruin measures for a compound Poisson risk model with dependence based
on the Spearman copula and the exponential claim sizes. Insurance: Mathematics and
Economics 59, 251-257 (2014)

Landriault, D.: Constant dividend barrier in a risk model with interclaim-dependent claim
sizes. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 42, 31-38 (2008)

Li, B., Wu, R, Song, M.: A renewal jump-diffusion process with threshold dividend
strategy. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 228, 41-55 (2009)

Li, S., Garrido, J.: On a class of renewal risk models with a constant dividend barrier.
Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 35, 691-701 (2004)

Li, S., Garrido, J.: On ruin for the Erlang(n) risk process. Insurance: Mathematics and
Economics 34, 391-408 (2004)

Lin, X.S., Pavlova, K.P.: The compound Poisson risk model with a threshold dividend
strategy. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 38, 57-80 (2006)

Lin, X.S., Willmot, G.E., Drekic, S.: The classical risk model with a constant dividend
barrier: analysis of the Gerber—Shiu discounted penalty function. Insurance: Mathematics
and Economics 33, 551-566 (2003)


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2822392

The risk model with stochastic premiums, dependence and a threshold dividend strategy 351

(32]

(33]

[34]

(35]

[36]

[37]

(38]

(39]

[40]

[41]

(42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[40]

[47]

Liu, D., Liu, Z., Peng, D.: The Gerber-Shiu expected penalty function for the risk model
with dependence and a constand dividend barrier. Abstract and Applied Analysis 2014,
730174-7 (2014) MR3246356

Meng, Q., Zhang, X., Guo, J.: On a risk model with dependence between claim sizes and
claim intervals. Statistics and Probability Letters 78, 1727-1734 (2008) MR2528548

Mishura, Y., Ragulina, O.: Ruin Probabilities: Smoothness, Bounds, Supermartingale Ap-
proach. ISTE Press — Elsevier, London (2016)

Mishura, Y., Ragulina, O., Stroev, O.: Practical approaches to the estimation of the ruin
probability in a risk model with additional funds. Modern Stochastics: Theory and Ap-
plications 1, 167-180 (2014)

Mishura, Y.S., Ragulina, O.Y., Stroev, O.M.: Analytic property of infinite-horizon sur-
vival probability in a risk model with additional funds. Theory of Probability and Math-
ematical Statistics 91, 131-143 (2015)

Nelsen, R.B.: An Introduction to Copulas. Springer, New York (2006)

Nikoloulopoulos, A.K., Karlis, D.: Fitting copulas to bivariate earthquake data: the seis-
mic gap hypothesis revisited. Environmetrics 19, 251-269 (2008)

Rolski, T., Schmidli, H., Schmidt, V., Teugels, J.: Stochastic Processes for Insurance and
Finance. John Wiley & Sons, Chichester (1999)

Schmidli, H.: Stochastic Control in Insurance. Springer, London (2008)

Shi, Y., Liu, P, Zhang, C.: On the compound poisson risk model with dependence and
a threshold dividend strategy. Statistics and Probability Letters 83, 1998-2006 (2013)
MR3079035

Sun, L.-J.: The expected discounted penalty at ruin in the Erlang(2) risk process. Statistics
and Probability Letters 72, 205-217 (2005)

Wang, W.: The perturbed Sparre Andersen model with interest and a threshold divi-
dend strategy. Methodology and Computing in Applied Probability 17, 251-283 (2015)
MR3343407

Xing, Y., Wu, R.: Moments of the time of ruin, surplus before ruin and the deficit at ruin
in the Erlang(N) risk process. Acta Mathematicae Applicatae Sinica, English Series 22,
599-606 (2006)

Yang, H., Zhang, Z.: Gerber-Shiu discounted penalty function in a Sparre Andersen
model with multi-layer dividend strategy. Insurance: Mathematics and Economics 42,
984-991 (2008)

Yong, W., Xiang, H.: Differential equations for ruin probability in a special risk model
with FGM copula for the claim size and the inter-claim time. Journal of Inequalities and
Applications 2012, 156-13 (2012)

Zhang, Z., Yang, H.: Gerber—Shiu analysis in a perturbed risk model with dependence
between claim sizes and interclaim times. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathe-
matics 235, 1189-1204 (2011)


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3246356
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2528548
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3079035
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3343407

	1 Introduction
	2 Description of the model
	3 Equations for the Gerber–Shiu function
	4 Equations for the expected discounted dividend payments until ruin
	5 Exponentially distributed claim and premium sizes
	5.1 The ruin probability in the model without dividend payments
	5.2 The ruin probability in the model without dependence
	5.3 The expected discounted dividend payments until ruin in the model without dependence

	6 Numerical illustrations

