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Despite its importance for insurance, there is almost no literature on sta-
tistical hail damage modeling. Statistical models for hailstorms exist, though
they are generally not open-source, but no study appears to have developed
a stochastic hail impact function. In this paper, we use hail-related insurance
claim data to build a Gaussian line process with extreme marks to model
both the geographical footprint of a hailstorm and the damage to buildings
that hailstones can cause. We build a model for the claim counts and claim
values, and compare it to the use of a benchmark deterministic hail impact
function. Our model proves to be better than the benchmark at capturing hail
spatial patterns and allows for localized and extreme damage, which is seen
in the insurance data. The evaluation of both the claim counts and value pre-
dictions shows that performance is improved compared to the benchmark,
especially for extreme damage. Our model appears to be the first to provide
realistic estimates for hail damage to individual buildings.

1. Introduction. Global warming has already begun to affect the behaviour of insurers
worldwide, both by increasing premiums and by making companies unwilling to underwrite
some risks; a recent example is the May 2023 decision by the US company State Farm to
cease offering house insurance to new clients in California. Hail is of particular interest to
Swiss insurance companies because of large annual insured losses, averaging several million
Swiss francs (CHF) (Botzen, Bouwer and van den Bergh, 2010), though there is substantial
year-to-year variability. Northern Switzerland experienced significant hail events in 2021,
leading to estimated insured losses of 2 billion CHF and placing a heavy financial burden on
insurers (Müller, 2021). The risk of large losses due to hailstorms is increasing as a result
of the construction of more new buildings each year, and climate change may increase the
frequency of damaging hailstorms in Europe more broadly (Rädler et al., 2019). Destructive
hailstorms are also an important risk for agriculture, buildings, and vehicles elsewhere in the
world (Changnon, 2008; Warren et al., 2020), but despite their importance, such storms can
be very localised and are hard to model.

The literature on the statistical modeling of the impact of hailstorms on buildings is very
limited. Although stochastic models for hailstorm risk (Deepen, 2006; Otto, 2009; Punge
et al., 2014; Púčik et al., 2017) or hailstone size (Perera et al., 2018; Liu, Li and Wang, 2021)
exist, most open-source studies on hailstorm impact use deterministic functions to link the
intensity of a hail hazard to its monetary damage. The spatial footprint of hail events has
been discussed in a few recent modeling studies, in which hailstorms are either represented
as ellipses (Otto, 2009) or stretches of constant width (Deepen, 2006). Punge et al. (2014)
use a Poisson distribution to estimate the frequency of hail in Europe on a 50× 30km grid,
using a bimodal normal distribution in each grid cell to estimate the pointwise probability of
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hail based on hail reports and observations of overshooting cloud tops, whose presence for
over ten minutes can indicate thunderstorm severity. Deepen (2006) generates a stochastic
catalog of hail events in Germany by simulating areas of fixed width, random location, and
random length. Hailstorms are also simulated by modeling random hailstones in Liu, Li and
Wang (2021), while Perera et al. (2018) propose a hailstone size distribution to aid in impact
estimation.

On the damage modeling side, Hohl, Schiesser and Aller (2002) propose a logistic impact
function derived from hail kinetic energy, and Schuster, Blong and McAneney (2006) further
explore the link between this energy and impacts. Claim data from insurance companies,
though not usually publicly accessible, is a valuable source of information on hail impacts
and has been used to complete the radar signal for hail in several recent studies. The hail
damage model developed in Schmidberger, Daniell and Kunz (2018), for example, derives
hail tracks in Germany from radar and insurance data, and Deepen (2006) uses simulated
hail footprints to model damage to cars through a Poisson distribution fitted with vehicle
insurance data. Brown, Pogorzelski and Giammanco (2015) use insurance data to explore the
link between roof material and hail impact on buildings in Texas.

These studies all involve randomness from the hail event itself. Indeed, radar-based prox-
ies are used to derive the probability and/or the expected intensity of a hailstorm on grids
with resolution of several kilometers. Those proxies are often chosen over direct hail mea-
surements with automatic hail sensors (Kopp et al., 2023) because they are more spatially
consistent. However, the monetary impacts due to hailstorms appear in very narrow and lo-
calized tracks that are usually poorly represented by models with such grids.

The goal of the present study is to propose a spatially consistent model for insurance
claims related to hail damage at the building level. This model differs from previous ones,
as the probability and intensity of a hail event are supposed to be known, and stochasticity
comes from the possible spatial impacts of a hail storm. The model we develop seems to be
the first to combine a random line process and an extreme value model in order to represent
hail damage tracks accurately. We describe the data available to us in Section 2, introduce a
line model with extreme marks in Section 3, and describe the results we obtain when applying
this model in the Swiss canton of Zürich, henceforth “the canton”, in Section 6.

2. Data and initial analysis.

2.1. Data. Two variables representing hail risk were provided by the meteorological ser-
vice MeteoSwiss in the scope of the scClim project, the purpose of which is to combine
knowledge from different fields to create a continuous model chain from simulating thunder-
storms to quantifying the monetary impacts of hail in Switzerland. Gridded one-kilometer-
resolution maps of the probability of hail (POH) and the maximum expected severe hail size
(MESHS), derived from volumetric radar reflectivity (Nisi et al., 2016), are available for
the canton during the convective season (April–September) for the years 2002–2021. The
MESHS offers more spatial granularity than the POH and thus was preferred (Figure 1).

The output from a MESHS-based deterministic damage function developed during the sc-
Clim project (Schmid et al., 2023+) and calibrated with insurance data in the canton is also
available for the same period; the results in that paper use the same function, calibrated over
several Swiss cantons. The data made available to us contain predictions for the numbers of
affected assets and the monetary hail damage in each cell of a 2km square grid. For concise-
ness below we shall use the terms “grid cell” or sometimes just “cell” in reference to this grid.
The PAA and damage functions were developed following the hazard/exposure/vulnerability
methodology of the CLIMADA framework described by Aznar-Siguan and Bresch (2019)
and will be simply referred to as “CLIMADA” below. We use a per-building version of the

https://scclim.ethz.ch/
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Fig 1: Hail risk covariates POH (left), MESHS (center), and wind direction (right) on 28 June 2021 in the canton
(47.15–47.70◦N, 8.35–8.99◦E).

CLIMADA output, referred to as “downscaled CLIMADA” below, that will be used as input
for our claim value model. This per-building damage is a naive downscaling of the per-cell
CLIMADA damage, and attributes weights to each building as a function of its insured value.
In practice, this means that every building in the cell is impacted when CLIMADA predicts
a positive per-cell value, artificially inflating the number of buildings affected.

In addition to hail-related variables, we use wind direction from the state-of-the-art ERA5
reanalysis from the European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasting (Hersbach
et al., 2020), available from 1979 onwards on a 25km square grid over Europe.

Insurance data for hail-related claim damage to buildings in the canton is also available
from one of the stakeholders of scClim, the Zürich cantonal insurance company GVZ. These
data consist of individual claim values for buildings for the period 2000–2022, during which
there were 244 days with positive claims somewhere in the canton and a total of 46254 claims.
These are the amount finally paid by the insurance company in Swiss francs (CHF) following
hail damage to a building and not estimated values of monetary damage. The construction
year, volume, and actualized insured value of every insured building in the canton are also
available. We did not explore potential issues linked with preferential sampling, since the
owner of every building in the canton is legally obliged to take out natural hazards insurance
with GVZ. Consequently, data are very dense, though there are spatial disparities in exposure
owing to variations in population density. As exposure equals the insured monetary value
of buildings, urban areas are much more exposed than suburban areas or the countryside,
but the distribution of buildings is spatially rather homogeneous in terms of average exposed
value per cubic meter; see Figure 2. Our claim value model should be able to predict the
difference between the true damage, i.e., the claim values reported by GVZ, and downscaled
CLIMADA damage when a positive claim was recorded by GVZ. We call this target variable
the “residual damage”.

2.2. Exploratory analysis.

2.2.1. Hail footprints. Literature exploring hailstorm patterns agrees on an ellipsoidal
shape (Otto, 2009; Punge et al., 2014), or a sufficiently wide straight sketch (Deepen, 2006)
for modeling the spatial extent of a hail footprint. Two of those studies explore hail tracks
in Germany (Deepen, 2006; Otto, 2009) while the third treats hailstorm footprints in Central
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Fig 2: Insured monetary value for individual buildings (left) and the exposed monetary value per m3 (right).

Fig 3: Example days with more than 50 recorded claims. Red-colored squares in the first row correspond to the
aggregated claim count per 2km grid cell. The red line has a slope corresponding to the average wind direction on
that day. The graphs on the second row represent the distance from the centroid of a 2km grid cell to the red line.

Europe (Punge et al., 2014). Although modeling single hail events on a large territory with
locally bounded shapes seems reasonable, the canton of Zürich covers a much smaller area
than Germany or Central Europe, and individual hail-related claims in our data suggest that
hail storms progress along a line in space with a very narrow lateral dispersion; see Figure 3.
Exploratory analysis suggested that the line direction is related to the average wind direction
on the day of a hail storm.
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Fig 4: Number of buildings with positive predicted damage per grid cell per day using the downscaled CLIMADA
impact function: (a) claim value per single building per day: (b) and total damage recorded on a given day aggre-
gated over the canton: (c) all with the line x= y.

Fig 5: Exploratory analysis of claim values: (a) average total claim value over the canton per month: (b) Spearman
correlation ρ and extremal correlation π for pairwise time series of claim values per cell as a function of the
distance between cells. In (b) the solid lines represent the average pairwise correlation over equally distant cells,
and the shaded areas show the 90% confidence range.

2.2.2. Local and extreme damage. The deterministic damage function developed through
CLIMADA provides good estimates for the amount of monetary damage on a grid and ad-
equately represents spatial patterns over the canton. However, the naively downscaled CLI-
MADA compensates mispredicted individual claim damage values with a very large number
of claims (see Figure 4) as damage is distributed over all exposed buildings within a cell. In-
deed, CLIMADA cannot distinguish between a few claims of high damage and many claims
with low damage in a cell. Furthermore, increases in the frequency or intensity of hail would
impact either the count or the value of hail-related damage, causing the compensation mech-
anism described above to fail. There is thus a need for a model to provide realistic values of
the damage per building, which is highly relevant for insurance. The objective of this study
is to provide such a model for hail-related monetary damage that respects the count/size ratio
observed in the claim dat, by lowering the frequency of positive claims while allowing their
values to be locally extreme.

Figure 5 shows strong seasonal variation in claims: most damage occurs between June and
August, with a peak in June, and claims occurring in April or September look less heavy-
tailed than in May–August. Henceforth we only consider claims in April–September, which
represent 99.74% of the total data, and define the “hail season” to be May–August.

2.3. Spatiotemporal correlation. Claims for damage from a hail event can be made on
that day or with a lag of a few days, so the damage function derived through CLIMADA
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pre-processes the original insurance data to cluster claims received during a 4-day window
around a big hail event detected with the POH values. For any reported claim, POH values in
a ±2-day window are scanned. If a POH higher than 50% of that on the day of the reported
claim is observed, the claim date is changed to the day with the highest POH (Schmid et al.,
2023+). This pre-processing step largely succeeds in removing short-term autocorrelation in
the claim values, so here we focus on spatial correlation. For this purpose, we introduce the
extremal correlation πh(u) = P(Xs+h ≥ u | Xs ≥ u) of the variable Xs, where s denotes
the spatial location of a cell, u is a high threshold and h a spatial lag. The threshold u is
chosen by applying the threshold selection method described in Varty et al. (2021) to the log
total sum of damage Xs (see Supplementary Material). We also study the pairwise Spearman
correlation ρ for the daily sum of claim values per cell. Figure 5 shows that both π and ρ
decrease as the distance between two spatial locations increases.

3. Key model elements. In this section we describe the key elements of a model to
reproduce the very localized but large damage seen in the data. We first explain how the long
and narrow hail footprint (as observed in Section 2.2.1) can be modeled using a Gaussian line
process, and then recall the peaks-over-threshold approach from extreme value theory, which
is used to account for large impacts on individual buildings (see Section 2.2.2). More details
of the modeling are given in Section 4.

3.1. Random line process. Claim values are usually represented as a spatiotemporal
point process st = (t, x, y), with t≥ 0 and (x, y) the geographical coordinates. In the forth-
coming discussion, a sequence of distance-conserving transformations will be applied to map
this onto a coordinate system that is better suited for defining the random line model.

For t > 0 let Θt ∈ [−π,π] and αt respectively be the time-varying random angle and
vertical deviation of a line L from a chosen origin point s0 = (x0, y0), defined as the set of
points

(1) L=

{
(s, t) : sT

(
− tanΘt

1

)
= αt

}
,

where s = (x, y) denotes geographical coordinates and t is the discrete time coordinate. At
time t the projection of any pair of spatial coordinates s= (x, y) in the coordinate system in
which L is the horizontal axis and the origin is s0 may be written as

(2) sLt =

(
cosΘt sinΘt

− sinΘt cosΘt

)(
x

y− αt

)
,

and the orthogonal projection of s onto the line would thus be the point πLt (s) = (cosΘtx+
sinΘty,0) in the new coordinate system. The Euclidean distance between a point in space
and the line L can be computed in any coordinate system, and as sLt and πLt (s) have the same
x-coordinate in the new system, at time t this distance can be expressed as

(3) dt (s,L) = |y′|= |(y− αt) cosΘt − x sinΘt|.

To allow the intensity of points at time t to be highest close to the random line L, we define
a spatiotemporal Gaussian field Xµ(s, t) whose mean is

(4) mt(s) =
σm

1 + dt (s,L)
− 1,

where σm is a dispersion parameter that controls the concentration of points around L. In
accordance with the exploratory analysis, we chose a correlation function ρ such that the
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correlation between Xµ(s0, t) and Xµ(s1, t) decreases when the distance w between s0 and
s1 increases (see Figure 5). A common choice is the Matérn correlation function

(5) ρ(w) = {2ν−1Γ(ν)}−1(w/l)νKν(w/l), w > 0,

where ν > 0 is a shape parameter controlling the smoothness of the Gaussian process, l > 0 is
a scale parameter, Γ(·) is the Gamma function, and Kν(·) is the modified Bessel function of
the second kind. After some experimentation, we took ν = 1.5, which gives fields of similar
smoothness to the data, and estimate the parameter l as part of a hierarchical Bayesian model.
When ν = 1.5, Equation (5) simplifies to

(6) ρ(w) =
(
1 +

√
3w/l

)
exp

(
−
√
3w/l

)
, w > 0.

3.2. Marginal model for extreme claim values. The exploratory analysis suggests using
extreme value theory to model the largest claim values. The generalized Pareto distribution,

GPDu(x) = 1−
(
1 + ξ

x− u

σu

)−1/ξ

+

, x ∈ [u,∞),(7)

where a+ =max(a,0) for real numbers a, provides a standard model for the exceedances of
a high threshold u. The model depends on a shape parameter ξ that determines the weight
of the distribution tails and on a scale parameter σu; both are specified in Section 4.2.2. We
select a constant threshold u by applying the method described by Varty et al. (2021) to the
log of the total sum of claim values over the canton; see the Supplementary Material.

4. Modeling extreme hailstorms. Our model for hail damage uses a discrete zero-
inflated count process for the number of claims and a continuous two-part distribution for
hail damage values. In the following section, the spatiotemporal matrix of observed covari-
ates will be designated by the letterM . If a variable needs to be specified, it is writtenMNAME

— for the MESHS, for instance, we write MMESHS. Building exposure, MESHS, POH, CLI-
MADA predicted claim count and downscaled CLIMADA value are respectively designated
by Exp, MESHS, POH, NC, and YC. The count of individual claims in a grid cell on a given
day is denoted by N , while the value of an individual claim is designated by Y .

4.1. Hail damage count. The claim count is modeled on a 2km square grid. Hail can
either strike very locally and violently or can be spread out more smoothly, as observed in
the data, in which the maximum number of observed claims in a cell on a single day is
469, and the nonzero minimum is 1. In view of this wide range of values, we model N as
a negative binomial. Positive counts are scarce, so we model them as realisations of a zero-
inflated negative binomial random variable, with probability mass function

(8) NBψ,µ,α(x) =


(1−ψ) +ψ

(
α

α+ µ

)α
, x= 0,

ψ
Γ(x+ α)

x!Γ(α)

(
α

µ+ α

)α( µ

µ+ α

)x
, x= 1,2,3, . . . ,

where ψ ∈ (0,1), µ > 0 and α> 0 is a shape parameter. We set N | ψ,µ,α∼ NBψ,µ,α.
The probability ψ of observing a non-zero claim in grid cell s on day t is modeled as

(9) ψ(s, t) = expit
{
ψ0 +ψ11MNC

s,t>0 +ψ2M
NC
s,t mt(s)

}
,
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where expit(x) = {1+ exp(−x)}−1 and ψ0,ψ1, . . . are real parameters. We define the mean
µ of the negative binomial variable through the equation

(10) logµ(s, t) = µ0 +

3∑
i=1

µ1i
(
MNC
s,t

)i
+ µ2M

NC
s,t mt(s) +Xµ(s, t) + ϵ(t),

where Xµ is a spatiotemporal Gaussian field whose mean mt and covariance function ρ are
given respectively in (4) and (6), and µ0, . . . are real parameters. The Gaussian noise ϵ(t) has
mean zero and one variance for the months April and September and another variance for the
months May–August.

4.2. Hail damage values. The number of positive claims (46,254) is much smaller than
the roughly 350,000 cell-date combinations in which hail events might have occurred, so it
is reasonable to model spatial patterns at a coarser resolution than the 2km grid used for the
counts. Spatial Gaussian random fields used to model unobserved covariates underlying the
hail damage values are thus defined over a grid of resolution roughly 10km in which each
cell has at least 100 positive claims over the years 2000–2015.

Downscaled CLIMADA under-predicts the values of 99.3% of reported claims, so we
model only positive errors, i.e., if the predicted count N is positive, we only allow a shift
upwards from the downscaled CLIMADA value MYC. The resulting residual hail damage
variable Z = Y −MYC is modelled using a beta model for non-extreme values and a gener-
alised Pareto model for extreme values.

We first introduce a binary variable R to model the event that a claim value exceeds the
threshold u (R= 1) or not (R= 0), with success probability
(11)
p(s, t) = expit

{
p0 + p1M

POH
s,t + p2M

MESHS
s,t + p3M

MESHS · POH
s,t + p4M

Exp
s,t + χ(s) + ϵp(t)

}
,

where MMESHS · POH
s,t =MMESHS

s,t MPOH
s,t and χ and ϵp normally-distributed random effects re-

spectively per grid cell and season. The Beta and Pareto models for non-extreme and ex-
treme claim values are detailed below. In the following sections, f denotes the function
f : x 7→ log(1 + x).

4.2.1. Non-extreme residual damage. Residual damage Z for which f(Z) ≤ u is de-
scribed by letting Z/f−1(u) have a beta density with mean ν and variance ν(1− ν)/κ+ 1,

(12) Betaν,κ(x) =
xνκ−1(1− x)(1−ν)κ−1

B {νκ, (1− ν)κ}
, x ∈ (0,1),

where B(α,β) = Γ(α)Γ(β)/Γ(α+ β). We set

(13)
Z

f−1(u)
| {f(Z)≤ u} , µB, σB ∼ Betaν,κ,

and model the mean of this variable via the expression

(14) νt(s) = expit
{
ν0 + ν1M

POH
s,t + ν2M

MESHS
s,t + ν3M

Exp
s +Xβ(s)

}
,

where Xβ is a spatial Gaussian process with zero mean and covariance kernel function

(15) ρα(w) =
(
1 +

w

4l2

)−2
.
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4.2.2. Extreme residual damage. Damage arising when f(Z)> u is modeled by letting
f(Z)− u be a generalized Pareto variable,

(16) f(Z)− u | {f(Z)> u}, σu, ξ ∼GPDσu,ξ;

the distribution function is given in (7). The extremal correlation observed in Figure 5 is
accommodated by allowing σu to depend on POH, MESHS, exposure covariates and unob-
served spatial discrepancies and time-related autocorrelation, respectively modeled with a
Gaussian process and an auto-regressive process, leading to

(17) logσu,t(s) = σ0 + σ1M
MESHS
s,t + σ2M

MESHS · POH
s,t + σ3M

Exp
s +Xσ(s)

whereXσ is a spatial Gaussian process with zero mean and a Matérn covariance matrix (6), in
which the Euclidean distance has been replaced by the chordal distance because our Gaussian
process occurs on the surface of a sphere, whose curvature should be reflected by our model
(Jeong, Jun and Genton, 2017). The chordal distance is the length of a line passing through
the three-dimensional Earth to connect two points on its surface. For two locations s1 and s2
with respective geographical coordinates (x1, y1), (x2, y2), the chordal distance between s1
and s2 is defined by

C(s1, s2) = 2r arcsin

[
1

2
{1− cosp(y2 − y1) + cosp y1 cosp y2(1− cosp(x2 − x1)}

]1/2
,

where r = 6371km is the Earth’s radius and cosp(z) = cos(πz/180). In a small area such
as the canton, using the chordal distance instead of the Euclidean distance might not make a
huge difference, but it would matter if the model was used for larger regions.

In view of Figure 5 we allowed the shape parameter to vary as

(18) ξ(t) =

{
ξ1, t ∈ {May, June, July, August},
ξ2, otherwise.

5. Model fitting and validation.

5.1. Technical challenges. Fitting the Bayesian hierarchical model described in Sec-
tion 4 is challenging due to its complexity, the size of the parameter space and the large
number of data points. Recent advances in spatial statistics allow better computational ef-
ficiency for Bayesian models with latent variables (Rue et al., 2017). In our case, it would
be desirable to use R-INLA, which has been widely and successfully used for environmen-
tal data (e.g., Castro-Camilo, Huser and Rue, 2019; Koh et al., 2023). As our work is part
of a collaboration involving several subprojects mostly written in the programming language
Python, the model described in Sections 3 and 4 was also coded in Python so that our collabo-
rators would find it accessible. There is no equivalent of R-INLA in Python, and reproducing
it for Python users would have taken far too long, so despite the resulting drop in computa-
tional efficiency we resorted to Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods.

In contrast to Metropolis–Hastings steps, which make trajectory proposals within a pos-
sibly skewed ball (Hastings, 1970; Metropolis et al., 2004), or to Gibbs sampling, which
generally only moves in a few dimensions at a time (Gelfand, 2000), Hamiltonian Monte
Carlo (HMC) generates proposals based on the shape of the posterior by using its gradient
(Betancourt, 2017). In MCMC algorithms, the termination criterion identifies when a trajec-
tory is long enough for adequate exploration of the neighborhood around the current state,
but in HMC, this criterion should be chosen to compromise between taking full advantage
of the Hamiltonian trajectories and wise use of computational resources (Betancourt, 2017).
The No-U-Turn Sampler (NUTS) is a HMC algorithm that proves particularly efficient in
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converging for high-dimensional posterior distributions (Homan and Gelman, 2014). Indeed,
NUTS uses a dynamic termination criterion that considers only the position and momentum
of a trajectory’s boundaries: when it is met, further sampling typically leads to neighborhoods
that have already been explored. In addition to this specific termination criterion, NUTS im-
plements a multiplicative expansion of the trajectory that allows fast exploration of the pa-
rameter space within limited computer memory (Betancourt, 2017). We used NUTS for the
count model described in Section 4.1 and for the extremal model described in Section 4.2.2.

For the non-extreme claims model detailed in Section 4.2.1, a differential evolution
Metropolis (DE-MC) sampling step with a snooker updater was used, as it is more efficient
and faster than the classical random walk Metropolis step. DE-MC combines a differential
evolution genetic algorithm and MCMC simulation (Ter Braak, 2006). The snooker updater
makes it less computationally expensive than classical DE-MC, as it updates different chains
in parallel with information from past states (Ter Braak and Vrugt, 2008), and is faster than
NUTS for this model, with no significant impact on the results.

We systematically exclude the initial 500 samples drawn, which are reserved for a tuning
phase during which the sampler dynamically adjusts the step sizes and scalings to optimize
its subsequent performance. We monitor the convergence of the model parameters using in-
formal diagnostic plots; see the Supplementary Material. We check that autocorrelation has
decreased to approximately zero during the sampling, and examine trace plots of the sampled
parameters for the absence of patterns. Running the claim counts model took about five hours
for about a thousand parameters. For the claim values, fitting the model took two hours for the
GPD model (38 parameters) and less than an hour for the Beta model (36 parameters). Non-
informative priors were found to perform significantly better than weakly informative priors
in our case and thus were attributed to all of the model parameters. To make sure the posterior
is proper, we check that its distribution percentiles and mean are finite and reasonable.

5.2. Metrics. To assess the model’s performance in improving spatial patterns we use
diagnostic quantities that include the following two specific metrics.

The spatially convolved Kolmogorov–Smirnov statistic (Miralles et al., 2022) represents
the disagreement between the spatial distributions of the generated and observed images
and is computed as the maximum absolute difference of empirical cumulative distribution
functions for the generated and true damage, summed over 10× 10 patches of the image of
interest. The aim is to obtain a metric with properties close to those of the Fréchet inception
distance (Heusel et al., 2017) for images by assessing the match between predictions and
targets, as a human eye would. After extracting M spatial patches of constant size from the
target and predicted images, we set

SKSS =
∑

t≤NT ,j≤M
max
x∈R

|Fjt(x)− F̂jt(x)|,

where Fjt represents the empirical cumulative distribution function of the hail damage for
a single spatial patch j and time t and F̂jt is its analog for predicted damage. This metric
evaluates the local agreement between two distributions rather than focusing on individual
pixels.

The log-spectral distance (Rabiner and Juang, 1993) is expressed as the log-difference of
power spectra between the generated and realized samples,

LSD=

 1

2NT × P

∑
t≤NT ,i≤P

[
10 log10

(
|g(cit)|2

|g(ĉit)|2

)]2
1/2

,

where g is the Fourier transform, |g(·)|2 the power spectrum, c is the target map of dam-
age and ĉ its estimate. This evaluates whether the generated images reproduce the spatial
structures noticeable in the target images.
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TABLE 1
Comparison of the false alarm rate, sensitivity, specificity and positive predictive value (%) averaged over the
time dimension for CLIMADA’s hail damage model and the random line model. If a, b, c and d denote the true
positive, false positive, false negative and true negative numbers, the false alarm rate is computed as b/(b+ d),

the sensitivity as a/(a+ c), the specificity as d/(b+ d) and the positive predictive value as a/(a+ b).

False Alarm Sensitivity Specificity Positive Predictive Value
CLIMADA 72.1 64.8 27.9 62.9

Model 29.7 52.1 70.3 77.0

6. Results. There is no visible long-term trend in either the claim count or value in the
insurance data; we can thus split data into sets of consecutive years. The training set is built
from years up to 2015, the validation data comprises the years 2016–2017, and later years
are used as the test set. In the following analysis of the results, unless specified otherwise, the
average prediction for the test set over 1000 different sets of parameters sampled from the
posterior distribution is used to construct graphs and maps. We recall that our objectives are to
accurately capture spatial patterns for hail damage, to be able to predict localized and extreme
damage and to match the distribution of the target data provided by GVZ. We shall see that
the fitted random line process with extreme marks achieves this. We start by evaluating the
performance of the Gaussian line process, then explain the procedure for combining counts
and claim values, and finally discuss predicted claims.

6.1. Claim counts. Our benchmark for evaluating the performance of the random line
model presented in Section 3.1 is the percentage of affected assets (PAA)-based gridded
claim count predicted with CLIMADA (Schmid et al., 2023+). The PAA, defined as the per-
cell proportion of damaged buildings, is expected to increase with the value of MESHS, since
hailstorms with larger hailstones should cause more damage. Figure 6(a) shows that the ob-
served PAA does not increase linearly and is very variable, but that the predicted and observed
values are quite similar, while the 95% prediction range captures the observed variation well.
The impact function computed through CLIMADA tends to over-predict the percentage of
affected assets for any observed MESHS value.

Figure 6(b) suggests that small claim counts are over-predicted by our model. For days
with more than 1000 recorded claims, the distribution of predicted counts is very close to
the observed claim counts; the line process captures days with very many claims particularly
well.

Table 1 assesses how much our model improves on CLIMADA in terms of predicting the
daily claim count. The random line model reduces the false alarm rate by about 40% and
increases the positive predictive value by 15% and the specificity by 42%, so it makes fewer
mistakes on average in predicting both positive and zero counts. Compared to CLIMADA
total predicted counts per day, Table 1 shows that the sensitivity has dropped by 12%, i.e.,
our model might miss days with a positive claim count, but inspection of the data reveals that
it only misses days with fewer than ten claims and less than CHF 10K overall damage.

Examples of predicted counts plotted in Figure 7 show that the line model helps to con-
centrate the predicted damage on straight lines, giving results that resemble observed claim
counts which are usually concentrated in hail streaks of width just a few km in the Alpine
region (Nisi et al., 2018). In contrast, the predictions from CLIMADA are broadly distributed
according to the MESHS footprint, which typically covers a whole storm cell core (Nisi et al.,
2016). The average predicted count over the canton is also closer to the realized value using
the line model than with CLIMADA.
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Fig 6: Comparison of CLIMADA and model: (a) predicted and observed percentages of affected assets; (b) QQ-
plots of realized versus predicted quantiles for the number of claims per grid cell per day.

6.2. Combination of claim counts and values. One way to combine counts and values
would be to compute a per-cell impact coefficient corresponding to the predicted number of
buildings impacted by a hailstorm divided by the total number of buildings in the grid cell.
This would then be multiplied by the total possible hail damage in the cell, i.e., the sum
of predicted values of claims for all buildings, to obtain the per-cell effective damage. This
possibility was considered but not pursued, since our aim is to predict claim values for single
buildings and not the aggregated damage in a cell. Our combination of counts and values thus
involves choosing which buildings are impacted by hail given the predicted count in a cell.
In each cell, buildings are first sorted by their exposure (i.e., insured value), and the first N
are selected to compute the total damage. To predict damage and its confidence range, we
sample the counts for the cell n times and the claim value for every building m times, apply
the procedure described in the previous sentence to the mn samples, and finally compute the
average total damage and its 95% prediction range.

6.3. Claim values. Evaluation of the full hail damage prediction involves the combina-
tion of counts and claim values, as described in Section 6.2. We use the two metrics described
in Section 5.2 to compare the spatial patterns of hail damage predicted with CLIMADA and
our model. Figure 8(a) shows that both take higher values for CLIMADA than for our model,
so the latter better captures the observed hail damage footprints. Figure 8 also shows that
the distribution of hail damage predicted with our model is close to the observed distribution
both on a single building scale (b) and on a 2km square grid (c), though non-extreme damage
is slightly over-predicted, which suggests further research on the distribution of non-extreme
claim values might be needed. CLIMADA systematically under-predicts the aggregated dam-
age per grid cell, and there is a clear improvement using the random line process. Figure 8(b)
compares the model’s input, downscaled CLIMADA, to the prediction. As expected, down-
scaled CLIMADA under-predicts damage per building (see Section 2.2.2), while the random
line model predicts realistic values, particularly so for claims above CHF 5000.

Figure 9 shows some daily hail damage maps for days on which there was over one mil-
lion Swiss francs of realized hail impacts in the canton (some of these claim dates belong to
the train or validation set). The predicted claim values appear to be locally large, matching
the spatial pattern of realized damage, whereas CLIMADA damage is more dispersed. The
average total predicted damage over the canton for days with extreme realized hail damage is
close to the observed value, which the confidence interval usually captures. The line model is
thus able to predict well-located extremes while providing reliable estimates of the total dam-
age. The lowest panel in Figure 9 shows the most extreme hail event in the two decades of our
data, on 28 June 2021, which involved roof-penetrating hail damage with 177 claims above
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Fig 7: Comparison of locations of observed claim counts (left), CLIMADA predicted counts (center), and our
predicted counts (right) for three dates selected over all dates with more than 10 observed claims over the canton
on the 2000–2021 period. The titles give the observed number of claims, CLIMADA predicted count, and the
average count and its 95% predicted range from the random line model (right).
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CHF 100,000. Our model manages to capture extreme damage on this day, with average pre-
dicted values up to CHF 180,000. The spatial pattern using both CLIMADA and, to a lesser
extent, our model, is wider than the observed data, which might be related to overestimation
of the MESHS intensity that day in the northern half of the canton (Figure 1).

Fig 8: Comparison of metrics of predicted damage. (a) values of scaled LSD and SKSS for our model, with those
from CLIMADA subtracted. (b) QQ-plots of realized versus predicted quantiles for the damage per building and
(c) per 2km grid cell, with dashed blue lines showing the 95% prediction range.

Conclusion. The model developed in this paper seems to be the first to combine a Gaus-
sian random line process with extreme-value modeling in order to predict the spatial footprint
of hail damage. It improves on the use of a benchmark deterministic hail damage function:
in particular, it captures extreme damage values for individual buildings well, reproduces the
spatial pattern of hail in the insurance data, and its stochasticity enables uncertainty quantifi-
cation. With appropriate changes, such as for instance the possibility of modeling multiple
random lines at the same time, our approach could be generalized to larger areas and would
be useful in studying the insurance impacts of climate change. It would be interesting to use
thunderstorm cell direction instead of large-scale wind direction as the covariate for the slope
of the random line process.
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Fig 9: Example daily hail impact maps. The columns represent the observed claims (left), CLIMADA-predicted
claims (center), and the hail damage prediction using the random line model (right). The left color bar relates
to the prediction at the scale of the cell (i.e. relevant for CLIMADA predicted damage), while the right color
bar displays a log scale for the per-building claim values (i.e. relevant for realized and predicted damage). The
observed monetary cantonal damage (left), CLIMADA predicted total (middle), and average damage from the
random line model with its 95% predicted range (right) are displayed in the titles for each selected date.

Data statement. The exploratory analysis, model, and diagnostics are implemented
in Python and the code is freely available on GitHub (github.com/OpheliaMiralles/hail-
damage-modeling). MESHS and POH data are available from MeteoSwiss on demand.
The GVZ insurance data are private, and as such are available for use only within the sc-
Clim project for research purposes. The CLIMADA impact function is open-source and
can be run using the GitHub repository github.com/CLIMADA-project/climada_papers.
ERA5 reanalysis data can be downloaded freely from the Copernicus Climate Data Store
(climate.copernicus.eu/climate-reanalysis).

https://github.com/OpheliaMiralles/hail-damage-modeling/
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https://climate.copernicus.eu/climate-reanalysis
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thunderstorms across Europe expected to increase in the 21st century due to rising instability. npj Climate and
Atmospheric Science 2 30. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41612-019-0083-7

RUE, H., RIEBLER, A., SØRBYE, S. H., ILLIAN, J. B., SIMPSON, D. P. and LINDGREN, F. K. (2017). Bayesian
computing with INLA: a review. Annual Review of Statistics and Its Application 4 395–421.

SCHMID, T., VILLIGER, L., PORTMANN, R. and BRESCH, D. N. (2023+). Open-source hail damage model for
buildings and cars. Natural Hazards and Earth System Sciences.

SCHMIDBERGER, M., DANIELL, J. and KUNZ, M. (2018). Hail hazard and hail risk modeling for Germany
based on a combination of radar and insurance data. In 1st North American Workshop on Hail & Hailstorms,
14–16 August 2018 (A. J. HEYMSFIELD and I. M. GIAMMANCO, eds.). American Meteorological Society,
Boulder, Colorado.

SCHUSTER, S. S., BLONG, R. J. and MCANENEY, K. J. (2006). Relationship between radar-derived hail kinetic
energy and damage to insured buildings for severe hailstorms in Eastern Australia. Atmospheric Research 81
215–235. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2005.12.003

TER BRAAK, C. J. (2006). A Markov chain Monte Carlo version of the genetic algorithm differential evolution:
easy Bayesian computing for real parameter spaces. Statistics and Computing 16 239–249.

TER BRAAK, C. J. and VRUGT, J. A. (2008). Differential evolution Markov chain with snooker updater and
fewer chains. Statistics and Computing 18 435–446.

VARTY, Z., TAWN, J. A., ATKINSON, P. M. and BIERMAN, S. (2021). Inference for extreme earthquake magni-
tudes accounting for a time-varying measurement process. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.00884.

WARREN, R. A., RAMSAY, H. A., SIEMS, S. T., MANTON, M. J., PETER, J. R., PROTAT, A. and PILLALA-
MARRI, A. (2020). Radar-based climatology of damaging hailstorms in Brisbane and Sydney, Australia. Quar-
terly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society 146 505–530. https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3693

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-017-3117-7
https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-16-0777.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41612-019-0083-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2005.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3693


18

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Additional details
Here we provide additional information and figures about model selection, including material
about the choice of fixed hyperparameters such as the threshold for the GPD model, and also
MC diagnostics related to the validation of the Bayesian model parameters.

Fig 10: Threshold selection method described in Varty et al. (2021) applied to the log total damage per cell. The
left panel shows a minimum qq-ℓ1-distance for a threshold of 8.06. The QQ-plot for the GPD fit of the log total
sum of damage above this threshold is displayed in the right panel, in which the profile likelihood-based 95%
confidence interval is shown by the blue shaded area.
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Fig 11: Evolution of the autocorrelation through sampling for parameters of the Negative Binomial model pre-
sented in Section 4.1. The grey area designates the acceptable range for the autocorrelation at the end of sampling
to assume convergence of the model. The bounds of the confidence range are computed from the central limit
theorem.

Fig 12: Autocorrelation plot (left) and trace plot (right) for the posterior distribution of the shape parameter α in
the Negative Binomial model presented in Section 4.1. A close-to-zero autocorrelation through sampling and no
specific trend or pattern in the trace plot is usually a good sign of model convergence.
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Fig 13: Kernel density estimate plot: (left) and trace plot: (right) for parameters of the Beta model presented in
Section 4.2.1. No specific trend or pattern in the trace plot is usually a good sign of model convergence.

Fig 14: Evolution of the autocorrelation through sampling for parameters of the GPD model presented in Sec-
tion 4.2.2. The grey area designates the acceptable range for the autocorrelation at the end of sampling to assume
convergence of the model. The bounds of the confidence range are computed from the central limit theorem.
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Fig 15: Autocorrelation plot (left) and trace plot (right) for the posterior distribution of the shape parameter ξ
in the GPD model presented in Section 4.2.2. A close-to-zero autocorrelation through sampling and no specific
trend or pattern in the trace plot is usually a good sign of model convergence.
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