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ABSTRACT. In this paper we revisited the classical problem of max-sum equivalence of
randomly (weighted) sums in two dimensions. In opposite to the most papers in leter-
ature, we consider that there exist some inderdependence between the primary random
variables, which is achieved by a combination of a new dependence structure with some
two-dimensional heavy-tailed classes of distributions. Further we introduce a new approach
in two-dimensional regular varying distributions, and we study some closure properties of
this, and of other two-dimensional classes. Our results contain the finite-time ruin proba-
bility in a two-dimensional discrete time risk model.

Keywords: Two-dimensional heavy-tailed distributions, joint max-sum equivalence, clo-
sure properties, Breiman’s Theorem, ruin probability, interdependence.

Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 62P05 ; Secondary 60G70.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X1, ..., X,,, n € N, be real valued random variables, with disributions Fi, ..., F,
respectively, and we consider their tails F;(z) = 1 — F;(z) = P[X; > ], with F;(z) > 0 for
any r € Rand any ¢ =1, ..., n. A well-known question for heavy-tailed distributions is the
validity of the asymptotic relation

P[S, > ] ZF (1.1)

as x — 0o, where S,, := > " | X;, or furthermore the validity of

P[S, > ] \/S>x ~P \/X>x]~ZF (1.2)
as r — 00, where
n k n
VSimmax 3 KoV X e X (3)

=1
For the study of the relations (IL1]) or (L2)) two factors play crucial role. The first factor is
the distribution class to which belong the F}, ..., F}, and the second one is the dependence
structure among these random variables. For some papers on this topic see [31], [59], [68].
This question is extended in the case of randomly weighted sums, where now we have some
non-negative, non-degenerated to zero random variables ©4, ..., ©,, whence the relation
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(L2) becomes

PSO>a]~P |\/SP>z| ~P \/@,.X,.>x]~ZP[@,.X,.>x], (1.4)
i=1 i=1 i=1
as r — 00, where
n n k n
o._ Y o._ v o e

SO = ;@ZXZ, \_/15@ = max > 0, X;, !@ZXZ = max 0, X;, (1.5)
It is easily to observe that if the random weights O, ..., ©,, are degenerated to unity, then
we return back to relation (L.2]).

In most literature the random weights ©1, ..., ©,, are arbitrarily dependent and either
among the X1, ..., X, is assumed some dependence structure but they are independent of
the random weights, or is assumed some dependence structure between (©;, X;), for the same
1 =1, ..., n, but the Xy, ..., X,, are independent. For some papers about the asymptotic

behavior of the randomly weighted sums see in [60], [61] and [66].
Recently, there were several attempts to extend this problem in two dimensional set-up.
Namely, was arisen the question about the validity of

PS>z, T, >y~ > Y PX;>z,Y; >y, (1.6)

i=1 j=1

as (7, y) — (00, 00), or as x Ay — oo, where T}, = > "% | 'V}, (with m € N) and the question
about the weighted sums becomes

PSO>xz, TR >yl~) Y POX; >z, A;Y; >y, (1.7)

i=1 j=1

as (z, y) — (00, 00), or as Ay — oo, where TS = Z;n:l A;Y;, or if are true the asymptotic
equivalencies for the maxima of the sums in two dimensions and the jointly maxima, with
the

V. Vv Ve Vay,
' j=1 j=1

defined in a similar way as in relations ([L3) and (I5). The reason, for which we are
interested in the joint behavior of the randomly weighted sums is the dependence, that can
appear among these sums. Obviously, if S©, T© are independent, then there is no reason to
study (L), because the problem can be reduced in (L4 for each sum.

Relation (7)) was studied in several papers where was examined one of the following
cases:

1) The main random variables Xi, ..., X, and Y7, ..., Y,, are independent sequences
of random variables and the two sequences are also independent. The random weights
O, ...,0,, A, ..., A, are arbitrarily dependent, non-negative and non-degenerated to
zero random variables, and independent of the main variables Xy, ..., X,, and Y3, ..., Y,,.
Therefore, the dependence between the two sums S9, T2 comes from the random weights.

2) The random weights are still as in case 1), but the main random variables have de-
pendence structure. Namely, the X, ..., X,, have some dependence structure and the
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Y1, ..., Y, have some dependence structure, but the two sequences of {X;} and {Y;} are
mutually independent, see for example in [65].

3) The random weights are still as in case 1), but the main random variables {X;} and
{Y;} represent each a sequence of independent random variables, but the pair (X;, Y;) has
some dependence structure for any i =1, ..., n Am.

In case 3) there exist another distinction between the papers, in these where the depen-
dence among pairs (X;, Y;) is 'weak’, that means it is close to asymptotic independence, see
for example [46], and in those with arbitrary dependence among the pairs (X;, Y;), see for
example [9], however in most of the cases there exist assumption of identically distributed
random pairs, as for example in [56] and [57].

In [36] was introduced the generalized tail asymptotic independence (GTAI), as an attempt
to merge the 2) and 3) dependence structures, however as result was found that GTAI covers
the case when each pair (X;, Y;) follows a special form of weak dependence. Further in [38],
assuming the sums restricted by the case when m = n, was established the asymptotic

~P \n/X,->z, \n/Y]>y
i=1 Jj=1

P[S, >z, T,>y] ~ P \/S,->:B,\/Tj>y
i=1 Jj=1

~ znzzn:P[X,->x,Yj>y], (1.8)

i=1 j=1

as x Ay — oo, under GTAI dependence structure (and TAI dependence structure on each
sequence) and under some two-dimensional distribution class. Furthermore, under some
conditions on the random weights, that are independent of main random variables, the
asymptotic relation (L8] is still true.

In this work we have two aims.

1) to establish partially relation (L8] for some greater dependence structure, which was
possible reducing the set-up from class (D N £)? to class C?. Further in our results it is
not necessary n = m.

2) to generalize the conditions for the random weights, staying always in frame of weighted
form of (L8). This way, we generalize both [38, Th. 6.1] and Theorem Bl in this paper.

We plan this paper as follows. In section 2 we give some preliminary results for the distri-
butions with heavy tails, with one or two dimensions and we introduce the class of regular
variation in two dimensions. After depicting some dependence structures with some known
results, a new dependence structure is introduced. Next, in section 3 we present the main re-
sult for the jointly asymptotic behavior of the random sums, together with some preliminary
lemmas. In section 4 we study some closure properties of our two-dimentional classes, and we
give some new results both in one and two-dimentional cases. Finally in section 5, similarly
we provide the results for the randonly weighted sums as in case of dependence as also in
case of GTAI structure, and we discuss the applications in ruin probabilities over finite time
in a two-dimensional risk model with discrete time with stochastic discount factors.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For two real numbers x, y we denote x* := max{z, 0}, v Ay := min{z, y} and 2 Vy :=
max{z, y}. With 14 we symbolized the indecator fuction of some event A. The joint
distribution of two random variables X, Y is given by F(z, y) = P[X <z, Y < y|. As
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tail of the joint distribution we take the joint excess, namely F(z, y) = Fy(z, y) := P[X >
x, Y > y], where for sake of easiness, for any vector b = (b;, by) we write Fi(z, y) := P
bl x, Y > bg ’y]

In what follows we use the notations: for two uni-variate positive functions f; and g;, with
fi(z) ~ g1(x), as * — oo, we mean that

lim fi(z)

T—r00 gl (,j(,’)

=1,
with fi(z) < g1(z), or g1(x) 2 fi(x), as x — 0o, we mean that

lim sup hi(z) <1,
z—o0 G1(T)

with fi(x) = o[g1(2)], or fi(z) = g1(z) o(1), as x — oo, we mean that

lim h(z)

z—o0 g1 ()

while with fi(x) = O[g1(x)], or fi(z) = ¢1(x) O(1), as x — oo, we mean that
)

. fi(z
im sup
zT—00 91(1')

=0,

< 00,

and with fi(z) < ¢1(x), as * — 0o, we mean that

fi(z) = Ogi ()] g1(x) = O[fi(z)],

as r — 00.

If there exist two positive two-variate functions f, and go, the corresponding limit rela-
tions come as extension of the one-variate with the restriction that the limits of two-variate
functions hold for x Ay — oo. For example, with fao(z, y) ~ g2(x, y), as x Ay — o0, we
mean that

hm f2($a y) _ 1’
zhy—oo Go (T, )
and fo(z, y) = o[gz(z, y)], as x Ay — oo, if

2y~ ga (2, Y)

2.1. Heavy-tailed Distributions. The heavy-tailed distributions recently attract more
interest of applied and theoretical probability community. For example in Risk Theory,
Financial Mathematics, Risk Management, Branching Processes, Lévy Processes present the
domains of applications with heavy tails, see for example [1, [2], [3], [53], [23], [39]. We give
some of the most important classes of heavy-tailed distributions, with some of these classes
to be used later, together with their properties.

We say that a distribution F' is heavy tailed, symbolically F' € H if for any € > 0 holds

/_00 eV F(dy) = oo.

o0
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We say that a distribution F' is long tailed, symbolically F' € L if for any (or equivalently
for some) a > 0, holds

It is well-known that F' € L if and only if there exists some function a : [0, co) — [0, c0)
such that a(z) — oo, a(z) = o(z) and Flz & a(z)] ~ F(x), as + — oo. Function a(z) is
called insensitivity function for distribution F, see in [32] or in [24].

Let remind that for two random variables X; and X, with distributions I} and F; respec-
tively, the distribution of the sum is defined as Fx,,x,(z) := P[X; + Xy < z] and its tail
Fyx,ix,(r) == P[X; + X, > 2]. If the random variables are independent then we denote
Fy x Fy instead of Flx, 1 x,, which is called convolution of F; and F,. A distribution F' with
support R, is called subexponential, symbolically F' € S, if

For(x)

lim — =n

for any (or equivalently, for some) integer n > 2. With F*" we depict the n-th convolution
power of F'. Both classes £ and S were defined in [13].

If a distribution F' has support R, then we say that it is subexponential on the real
axis, symbolically F' € S, if Fi(z) € S, where F(z) := F(x) 1{z>0}, see [51]. Therefore,
if Xy, ..., X, are independent identically distributed real random variables with common
distribution F' € S, we find relation (L)) and by elementary inequalities we get also (L.2]).
This is a main reason to make class S important, see for applications in risk theory in [29],
[44], among others.

Class D was introduced in [2I] as extension of the regular variation. We say that a
distribution F' belongs to the class of dominatedly varying distributions, symbolically F' € D,
if for any or for some b € (0, 1) holds

: F(bx)
limsup = < 00.
It is well-known that DZ S, S € Dand DNS =D N L C H, see [27].

Another distribution class with heavy tails is class C, of consistently varying distributions.
We say that F' is consistently varying and we write F' € C if

F
lim lim sup _(Z ?) =1.
21 200 F(LU)

Further, we say that a distribution F' belongs to the class of regularly varying distributions,
with index o > 0, symbolically F' € R_,, if holds

F(tz)

im — = ,

for any t > 0. It is well-known that R := (J,.qR-« SCCDNLC S C L C H, see for
example [32], [41].

Next for any distribution with upper unbounded support, we bring up the upper and lower

Matuszewska indexes ap, Sr respectively, introduced in [48], which have important role on
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the characterization of heavy-tailed and related distributions

JJF::inf{—M : v>1}:—limw,

Inv y—oo  Iny
Jp = sup —LF ) cv>13%=—lim LF ) .
Inw y—oo  Iny
where
— F — F
F.(v) := liminf _(U z) , (v) := limsup _(U ?) ,

for any v > 1. The following inequalities hold 0 < Jn < J;E. We have the equivalences:
F € D if and only if J& < oo and F € R_,, for some o > 0 if and only if J: = J5 = a.

2.2. Two-dimensional Distribution Classes with Heavy Tails. Several attempts ap-
peared recently for the modelling of extreme events in many dimensions. The reason was the
dependence structures among these events, that play crucial role on final outcome. Although
the multivariate regular variation (M RV') is a well established multivariate extension of the
regular variation to many dimensions, this is NOT the case for the rest distribution classes.
The most popular attempts for multi-variate distribution classes are referred to subexponen-
tial distributions and to long tailed distributions. In literature we find at least four different
definitions to multi-variate subexponential distributions, see [14], [38], [50], [54]. However,
none has dominated at moment, although in [54] there exists an application to continuous
time multivariate risk model.

In the present work we follow the two-dimensional definitions from the [38], and after
reminding the definitions of £&, S@ D® € we introduce the two-dimensional regular
variation with different way, than in case of M RV or of non-standard M RV .

The characterization of the bivariate classes is based on the joint excess of random vari-
ables, as also on the marginal distributions. This makes the extension of one-dimensional
classes more direct and in the same time permits arbitrary dependence structure among
the components. Further, with the notation a = (a;, az) > (0, 0), we have in mind that
a € [0, 00)?\ {0}, except it is referred differently.

Let consider initially the two-dimensional class of long tailed distributions. We say that a
random pair (X, Y) with marginal distributions F', GG, belongs to the class of bivariate long
tailed, symbolically F := (F, G) € L® if

(1) Fe L, GeL,
(2)

. Fl(:c—al,y—a2) . P[X>.CL’—CL1,Y>y—CL2]
lim = lim

=1,

for any, or equivalently, for all a = (ay, as) > (0, 0).

As in one-dimensional case there exists insensitivity function, in two-dimensional case also
exists a-jointly insensitivity function. Concretely, for a pair of two non-decreasing functions
ar(z), ag(y) > 0, for any z, y > 0, the two-dimensional distribution F = (F, G), with
infinite right endpoints for both marginal distributions, is called (ar, ag)-joint insensitivity
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distribution, if the following is true

sup IP[X >z —a,Y >y —ay)] —P[X >z, >y

|a1[|<ap(z),]laz|<ac(y)
=o(P[X >z,Y >y, (2.1)

as x Ay — oo. From [38] we find that if (F, G) € £L® then there exists some bivariate
function (ap(z), ac(y)), such that relation (2.I)) holds. Furthermore, this means that

lim PX >zxap(z), Y >y=£ac(y)]

=1
@AY—00 PX >z, Y >y

Y

but this function is NOT making a-insensitive the marginal distributions.
We say that the random pair (X, V'), with marginal distributions F' and G respectively,
belongs to the class of bivariate subexponential distributions, symbolically (F, G) € S@, if

(1) FeSand G € S.
(2) (F, G) e L£?.
(3) It holds

. P[X1+X2>x,Y1+Y2>y] 9
1 =2 2.2
PAyoo PX>uz,Y >y ’ (22)

where X; and X, are independent and identically distributed and Y; and Y, are
independent and identically distributed, with distributions F' and G respectively.

Remark 2.1. In case of d-variate distribution relation ([2.2]) becomes

lim P[Xl,l + Xl,g >T, ..., Xd,l + Xd72 > Id]

=27 2.3
TN\Y—00 P[Xl,l >T1, o, Xd71 > LL’d] ( )

Another bivariate distribution class is the D® of the bivariate dominatedly varying distri-
butions. For a random pair (X, Y') with marginal distributions F', G, we write (F, G) € D®?,
if

(1) FeD,GeD,
(2)

i Fb(l’, y) 1 P[X > bll’, Y > by y]
1M SUPp =———— = 1msup

TAY—00 Fl(SL’, y) TAY—00 P[X >z, Y > y] ’

for any, or equivalently for some, b = (b, by) € (0, 1)? and 1 = (1, 1).
Let us denote (DN L)? := DA N L),
Next, we say that the random pair (X, V) with marginal distributions F', GG, belongs to
the class of bivariate consistently varying distributions, symbolically (F, G) € C®?, if
(1) FeC, GeC,
(2)

F,(z, y)

- - PX >ziz,Y > 2y
lim lim sup = = lim lim sup
211 gAy—o0 Fl(llj', y) 2Tl gpAy—oo P[X >z, Y > y]

with z = (21, 20) and 1 = (1, 1).

=1, (2.4)
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We can see that C® C (DN L)?, see [38, Th. 2.1].

Now we have a new distribution class, which represents a new kind of two-variate regular
variation. Except the definition we comment about the advantages and disadvantages in
relation with the classical multivariate regular variation, introduced in [28].

Definition 2.1. We say that the random pair (X, Y) with marginal distributions F, G

respectively, follows two-variate regular variation, symbolically F € Rgz_)al’_%), with 0 <
a1,y < 00, if
(1) FER_n,, GER_q4,,
(2)
F PX>tz,Y>t
i LY g, PIX>he, 2] _ 5 (2.5)

TAY—00 Fl(g;’ y) TAY—+00 P[X >, Y > y]
fOT’ any t = (tl, tg), with t1, to > 0and 1= (1, 1)

In this definition, for the case a; = s, we say that we have typical, two-variate, regu-
lar variation, while in opposite case a; # «g, we have a non-typical, two-variate, regular
variation.

Remark 2.2. Let restrict ourselves to two-dimensional case, say the BRV , for the depiction
of the multi-variate reqular variation. If the normalizing functions are

U= (3) @, o= (%) @.

for x > 0, then the two-dimensional reqular variation is defined as

e (o) ]

for any Borel set B C [0, 00]?*\{0}, and the limit measure v is non-degenerated. Furthermore,
it follows that the distributions F' and G are regularly varying and the measure v is homo-
geneous in the sense of v(B) = X' v(B), where B* = {(A\Y*1k, AV°2 ) ¢ (k, p) € B},
where oy, ao are the reqular variation indezes of F, G respectively. If a1 = aw, then we have
typical BRV .

The class MRV attracted the interest of several branches of applied probability and statis-
tics, see for example [4], [7], [52].

Recently, risk theory gained popularity, as for example in [9], [62] in non-typical BRV ,
and for example in [12], [34), [67], in typical MRV .

Although, class BRV is well-established in standard case, there are several difficulties,
coming from the non-standard case, that appear because of the variety of the normalizing
functions. Usually, the joint behavior of randomly weighted sums from relations (L) and
(L) is very difficult to be approached. The class Rgz_)ah_%) tries to surpass this obstacle,
but with loss of some dependence cases, as the asymptotic dependence, see Proposition [2.]]
later in this section.

Let us present some examples for the building of the class R@_)ah_w). At first, it is
obvious that if F' € R_,, and G € R_,,, with a1, as > 0, with their distributions steming
from independent random variables, then it holds F € Rgz_)al’_az). An interesting case of
dependence presents the strongly asymptotic independence, symbolically SAI, see [45], [46].
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Without loss of generality, for sake of simplicity with less conditions, we consider two non-
negative random variables X, Y with distributions F, G respectively. We say that the X, Y
satisfy the SAI condition, if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

PIX >z, Y >y =[C+o(1)]F(z)Gly), (2.6)

as (x, y) — (00, 00).
Under the previous conditions, if F' € R_,, and G € R_,,, then for any ty, to > 0 it holds

lim Fy(z,y) _ CF(tyz) G(tay)
wy=oo Fy(z,y)  CF(x)Gly)

from where, if C' > 0, we obtain F € REQ_)al a2’ but if C = 0 we get indefiniteness, and

therefore is not necessarily valid that the joint distribution of (X, Y) belongs to RE2—)Q1 )

The counterezample of SAI with C' = 0, shows that the marginal distribution alone can
not imply the membership in Rg?al
classes L2, D?) C?),

Next, we present some relations with respect to the characterization of closure property in
a two-dimensional class, as also of joint max-sum equivalence, as can be found in [3§].

)" Even more, this counterexample still holds for the

(1) Closure property with respect to sum. Let Xy, Xo, Y1, Yo random variables with distri-
butions Fy, Fy, G, Go respectively. If the following conditions hold Fy, Iy, G1, Gy €
B and for any k, 1 € {1, 2} holds (Fy, G;) € B?, and (Fx,+x,, Gyv,+y,) € B,
then we say that B® is closed with respect to the sum, where B represents some
two-dimensional version of some class B.

(2) Closure property with respect to convolution product. If X, Y random variables
with distributions F, G and (F, G) € B® and (©, A) random pair, then we say
that the two-dimensional class B? is closed with respect to convolution product if
(OX,AY) e B2,

(3) Joint maz-sum equivalence. Let Xy, Xs, Y1, Yo be random variables, then we say
that they are joint maz-sum equivalent if it holds P[X; + Xo > x, Y1+ Ys > ] ~
S S PXe>a, Yi>yl, asx Ay — 0.

(4) Closure properties with respect to finite mizture. Let X1, Xo, Y1, Yo random variables,
with distributions Fy, Fy, G1, Gy respectively. If Fy, Iy, Gy, Gy € B, and from the
F = (F, Gy) € B? and G = (Fy, G3) € B® follows the inclusion

pF+(1-p) GeB?, (2.7)
for any p € (0, 1), then we say that class B? is closed with respect to finite mizture.

Remark 2.3. Relation (1) means that the joint distribution has the properties of B?), but
also that

pFi+(1-pF,eB, pG+(1—-pGeB, (2.8)

for any p € (0, 1). The closure property with respect to finite mizture comes here compatibly
with the closure with respect to sum. The reason is that in case of finite mizture in uni-
variate case in some classes, these two properties are closely related, see for ezample [33] or
[40], for the classes of convolution equivalence and strong subexponentiality respectively.

Remark 2.4. In one dimensional set up the closure properties are well studied with respect
to convolution, convolution product, finite mizture or minima and mazima. For some papers
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on this topic see [15], [16], [40], [58]. Furthermore a detailed account of closure properties for
heavy tailed distributions we refer to [41]. In many dimensions there are only a few attempts,
mostly with respect to convolution product of MRV, see [5] and [25]. An introduction of
random vectors with heavy tails in relation with closure properties can be found in [37] and
1.

2.3. Dependence Modeling. Now, we introduce the dependence structures, which are
useful in our presentation. We suggest two dependencies, that apply on only single sequence
of random variables and next we provide another two structures, which apply on double
sequences of random variables.

For a sequence of real, random variables X1, ..., X, with distributions F}, ..., F}, respec-
tively, we say that they are pairwise quasi-asymptotically independent, symbolically pQAI,
if for any pair i, j =1, ..., n, with ¢ # j holds the limit

P|X| >x, X; >
i DU > 2 X > ] (2.9)

z—oo  Fyi(x) 4+ Fj(x)

while, for the same sequence of random variables, we say that they are Tail Asymptotic
Independent, symbolically T'AI, and in some works named as strong quasi-asymptotically

independent, if for any pair ¢, j = 1, ..., n, with ¢ # j holds the limit
TiN\Tj—>00

From relations (2.9) and (Z.I0) we see easily the inclusion TAI C pQAI. The dependencies
pQAI and T AI were introduced in [10] and [26] respectively, where the asymptotic formula
(L1 was proved for these two dependencies in the distribution classes C and D N L respec-
tively. These dependence structures are included in the concept of asymptotic independence,
see for example [49], and used for randomly weighted sums, or for generalized moments of

randomly weighted sums, see [19], [43], [63].
The following proposition shows that class Rgz_)al —an) is restricted in the quasi-asymptotic

independence structure, for the random pair (X, Y).

Proposition 2.1. If (X, Y) € Rgz_)al ) then X andY are quasi-asymptotically indepen-
dent.

Proof. We use the method of contradiction. Let assume that X and Y are not quasi-
asymptotically independent. The, at least one of the following two relations does not hold
PlX Y P[|X Y
i DX e VI>a] oo PIX[>2 Ve (2.11)

S @)+ Gla) 2% T(a) + G)
Without loss of generality, let a; < oy and let assume that the first relation in (2I1]) does
not hold. Note also that

. PX >z Y| > 2]
lim —— — <1
v Fx) + Glz)

Whence, we find

lim sup PP£> L Bf| > 2] =:ce (0, 1].
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Thus, there exists a sequence {z,, n € N}, such that the convergence lim,, ., z,, = 0o and
PX > a,, |Y| > x,]
im —— — =c,
n—oo  F(x,)+ G(x,)

hold. We choose now ¢ small enough, such that 1/c < ¢=**, which implies ¢ € (0, 1). Then,
we obtain

. PX>tx,, Y >tz . PX >tx, |Y|>tz,]
lim < lim
n—soo PIX >z, Y > 1,] nsoo  P[X >ux,, Y >,

- P[X >ta,, |Y|>tx,) Ftz,) +G(tz,) F(x,)+ G(x,)
n—oo  F(tx,)+ G(tx,) F(x,) +G(z,) PX >, YV >,

, F(txz,) G(txz,) F(x,) + G(z,) tme2
< 0 2 — a1 a2 .
< lim max{ F(e) Glzy) J PIX > 2m, ¥ > 1] . <t ™t

n—o0

This implies that

. P X >tz Y >tz
lim

[ A
nmoo P[X >z, Y > 1] 7 ’

which contradicts with (X, V) € REQ_)al

) _052) :

Remark 2.5. Another observation to class REQ_)M ) 1s the following. Let us write

, Q2
PX >z, Y >y

1@ )= e =Py =

then, if (X, Y) € Rgz_)al’_az), with ay, as > 0, the function f(x, y) has some kind of "bivari-
ate slow variation’, in the sense that for any ti, to > 0 it holds
P[X >t a, Y > tgy]
TAY—00 f(,j(,” y) TAY—00 P[X >, Y > y]
P[X > z| P[Y > y]

=1,

hence we find

PIX>ta,V >ty  flhe tay) Fltiz) Gty o g
P[X > 2] P[Y > y] f(z, y)F(z)G(y) ’

as x Ny — o0o. By this is implied a generalization of the SAI dependence structure. Indeed,

we get P[X >z, Y > y| = f(x,y) F(z)G(y), to become SAI, when the function f(z,y)
takes a constant value, and the last relation is not necessarily an asymptotic one.

In the dependence structures with two sequences of random variables, we want to model
simultaneously the dependence among the terms of each sequences and the dependence

between the two sequences. Let two sequences of real, random variables Xy, ..., X,, and
Y1, ..., Y,,. We say that they are Generalized Tail Asymptotic Independent, symbolically
GTAI, if

lim  PX;| > | X >, Y >yl =0,

T ANT R N\Y;—>00
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forany i, k=1, ..., n,j=1,..., m, with ¢ # k, and if
lim PllY:| >y | Y > ,XZ'>[L’Z':0,
AYAD 00 Y51 > y; | Yie > yk ]
forany j, k=1,...,m,i=1,..., n, with i # k.

This kind of dependence structure indicates that the probability of happening three ex-
treme events is negligible in comparison with the probability of happening two extreme
events, one in each sequence. Furthermore, we see that if the two sequences X1, ..., X, and
Y1, ..., Y, are independent, then each one of them has T'AI dependence structure. The
GTAI dependence structure is found in [36].

Next, we introduce a new dependence structure between the two sequences, that general-
izes the GT AI, but remains in the same spirit.

Definition 2.2. Let two sequences of real, random variables X1, ..., X,, and Y1, ..., Y,,.
We say that they are Generalized Quasi Asymptotically Independent, symbolically GQAI, if
Pl|X;| >z, Xy >, Y; > 9]

I =0
e PIX; >0, YV, >y + PXs >0, Y, >y

foranyi, k=1,...,n,j=1,..., m withi+# k, and if
PllY;| >y, Vi >y, X; >z

li =0
o PIX; > 1, Y, >y + PIX; > 2, Yy >y

forany j, k=1,....m,i=1,..., n with j # k.
Remark 2.6. We can observe that GTAI C GQAI, and if the two sequences are indepen-
dent, then for any i, k=1,...,n, j=1, ..., m with k # i we obtain
0 —  lim P[|X;| >z, Xi >, V) >y
 areo PXG >, Y >y + PXG, >, Y >y

. P X;| >z, X), > k| P[Y; > 9]
= lim
, Pl Xi| >z, X) > K]
any—oo  Fy(x) 4+ Fi(x)

— =0,
hence, the X1, ..., X, have the pQAI dependence structure and similarly the Yy, ..., Y,
have also the pQAI dependence structure.

Further, we see that the dependencies GT AI and GQAI contain the complete independence
case, namely when the two sequences are independent and both sequences have independent
terms.

The main target in this paper is the estimation of the asymptotic expressions (L6 and
(), in first case of GQAI dependence in distribution class C®, and in second case of GT Al
dependence in distribution class (D N £)®), for not necessarily common multitude of terms,
namely for n # m.

3. JOINT TAIL BEHAVIOR OF RANDOM SUMS

In this section we show that the insensitivity property of the joint distribution tail of the
random sums, with respect to GQAI dependence in the frame of distribution class C).
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Theorem 3.1. Let two sequences of real, random wvariables Xy, ..., X, with distributions
Fy,....,F, € Cand Yy, ..., Y,, with distributions Gy, ..., G,, € C respectively. If both
sequences X1, ..., Xp, Y1, ..., Yy, € GQAI, and (X;,Y;) € CP, foranyi=1,...,n and
J=1,...,m, then

~Y N TPIX > 2, Y >y = S, ),

i=1 j=1

P[S, >z, T, >y] ~

P \n/SZ->x, \7Tj>y
i=1 Jj=1

(3.1)
as x Ny — 00.

Proof. We start with the upper inequality
P[S, >z, Thy >y < [1 4+ 0(1)]S(z, y), (3.2)

as z Ay — oo. Let choose arbitrarily a constant € € (0, 1), then we obtain

PS, >z, T,>y] < P

O{XZ- > (1—e)a}, T > y] (3.3)

i=1

n

P|S, >z T, >y, ﬂ{X <(1—5)a7}] Lz, y) + L(x, y).

i=1

For the first term we find

x> a-e)a), J{¥ > 1 -9y} (3.4)

i=1 j=1 i

Il(xa y) S P

n m

Uxi> =2}, Tu>y, (Y < —2)y}| = Inlz, y)+ halz, y) .

i=1 j=1

+P

Next, we estimate the I1;(x, y)

In(z, ) <> ) PXi>(1—e)z, ;> (1—e)y] . (3.5)

i=1 j=1
For the term I15(x, y) we obtain

n m

U{Xi>(1—5):c},Tm>y,U{Y>—} (iﬁ (1—¢) }]

i=1 =1

giiP[Xi>(1—e)x,Yl>%,T Y>ay}<iiz (3.6)

i=1 =1 i=1 l£j=

112(']:7 y) =P

m

P[X,->(1—5)x vi>La 531 Yj>%A ]: (izz [

m m —

145
(1-e)z, V> L a—Y }+P[Xi>(1—e:cY>—/\ )
1 m m—1
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as t Ay — oo, where in the pre-last step we we take into account that X, ..., X,,, Y1, ..., Y,
€ GQAI and in the last step used that
(X, ;) € C? ¢ DO, (3.7)

. Therefore from (3.H) and ([B.6) taking into account also relation ([B.4]), we finally obtain the
following upper asymptotic bound of the I;(z, y)

Lz, y) <[1+o(1 ZZPX >, Y >, (3.8)
i=1 j=1

as T Ay — o0.
Now we consider the estimation of term Ir(x, y)

Lz, y) < P|S,>u, D{Xig(l—a)x}, U{Yj>(1—e)y}] (3.9)

Sp >, T,, >y, ﬁ{X,-S(l—E):z}, ﬁ{YjS(l—s)y}]

i=1 j=1

= IZl(za y) + [22(113', y)

But for the first term Iy (z, y) holds

In(w,y) = P S, >, (X< (1 =2)a}, J{¥; > (1 =)y}, U{Xw%}]
i=1 j=1 k=1

<ZZP[Xk> ~ X e, V> (1-2)y]

=1 j=1

- " i EX i EX
S%E;"li e R Rl
P>

itk=1

Z( {X> A _xl Yj>(1—5)y}+P{Xk>%A%,Yj>(1—5)yD],

as x Ay — oo. Hence,

Iy(x, y) = o(1 ZZPX>1’ Y; >y, (3.10)

=1 j5=1

as £ Ay — oo, where we used again (3.17) and that Xy, ..., X,,, Y1, ..., Y, € GQAI



JOINT TAIL OF RANDOMLY WEIGHTED SUMS 15

For the Iy (x, y) we find

Sp>x, T >y, [{Xi < (1—2)a},

i=1

ﬂ{Y>1—€y}aO{Xk> }’6{ }]

=1 k=1 =1

[22(LU, y) =P

J
< iP[Xk> Sp—Xp>ex, V> = Tm—Yz>€y}§iZ

k=1 [=1 i#k=1

i T ex T ex € €
Y PIXi>A Xp>n— vy > LAYy s LA EY
, n o n n m m—1 m m—1

< T €T Yy €y Yy €y
< P|X;>-AN—=,Y,>=A LY > = A
4 ZZ [ n'n—1"7"m" " m=1""m m—l}

€ €
X, > Iy Y 2Y
n n-—1 m m-—1

as x Ay — oo, whence from inclusion C® C D® we obtain

Io(z, y) = o(1 ZZPX>3: Y; >y, (3.11)

=1 j5=1

as © Ay — oo. Therefore from relations ([B.I0) and (BII) in combination with (3.3) we
conclude

b@ﬁD:dDE:E:PM¥>%)G>M, (3.12)

as x Ay — oo, and by (3.8) and (312) in combination with ([B.3) we get ([3.2).
Now we estimate the lower bound in the form

P[S, >z, T, >y >[1—o(1 ZZPX>1’ Y, >y, (3.13)
i=1 j=1
as Ay — oo. Let remind that C®® C (DN L), that means for any sequences X1, ..., X,
and Y7, ..., Y,,, there exists some joint insensitivity function a, such that
a= (a'Fa CLG) = (/\lela/Fi ) /\;'nzlan) s (314)

therefore, this function represents an insensitivity function, for any distribution pair (£}, G;),
foranyi=1,...,nand j =1, ..., m.
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For such a function a we obtain
PSS, >z, T, >y >P |S, >z, T, > vy, \/XZ- >z +ap(z), \/Yj >y+ag(y)| ,(3.15)
i=1 j=1
Applying Bonferroni inequality twice in (315), we find

PS,>x, Tn>yl>2> Y PS>, Tn>y, Xi > +ap(x), V; > y+ac(y)]

i=1 j=1

- Z ZZP X, > @ + ap(z), X >z +ap(e), V; >y +ac(y)] (3.16)

i<k=1

> DY D> PXi>z+ap(n), Vi>y+acly), Vi>y+ac(y) = > Pz, y).

i=1 j<i=1

By the assumption that Xi, ..., X,, and Y3, ..., Y,, are GQAI and the insensitivity func-
tions properties we conclude that

Pu(z, y) =0 <ZZP[}Q >, Y > y]) , (3.17)

as x Ay — oo for k =1, 2. For P(x, y) we write

Pi(z,y) > > > P[X;>z+ap(x), Y; >y +ac(y)

i=1 j=1

— Z ZZP [XZ- >x+ap(z), Xp < _GFT(LZE)’ Y; > y+ag(y)} (3.18)

itk=1 j=1

—Z Z ZP [XZ- >z+ap(x), Y, >y+ac(y), Vi < _ag_(y)}
i=1 jAl=1 m
= Pn(ib’, y) - Plz(%’, y) - P13(557 y) .
Now we estimate the Pj(z, y)

Pu(z, y) Z ZZP{ ) Y >y, X > a(’;(by)]

i#k=1 j=1

XY (e [Xz->ai§9’),19

itk=1 j=1

>y +P[Xk>aF(x), Yj>yD
n

1)§:§:P[Xi>z, Y; >y,

i=1 j=1
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as ¢ Ay — oo, where we use the GQAI property and in last step we take into account the
inclusion C® C D@ . By symmetry we find similarly

Pis(z, y) = o(1 ZZPX>1’ Y; >y, (3.19)
i=1 j=1

as ¥ Ay — oo. Hence, from relations (3.I8) - (3.I9) and the fact that C® C (DN L)? in
combination with the properties of function a we obtain

Pi(x, y) > [1—o(1 ZZPX>:E Y; >, (3.20)
i=1 j=1

as © Ay — 0o. So, by relation (B.I€) in combanation with relations ([B.I7) and ([3.20) we
conclude that (B.13) is true. Therefore

PS, >z, Tn>yl~> Y PX;>z Y >y, (3.21)
i=1 j=1
as z Ay — oco. Now it remains to use (B.2I)) and the inequality

\n/SZ->:c, \m/Tj>y

i=1 j=1

P[S, >, T, >y <P <P[SF>uz T) >y,

where S = 37" X", T =37, Y;", to establish (3.1). O

Remark 3.1. Comparing Theorem [31] with relation (L8]) we find the following differences.
In relation (L&) the dependence structure is restricted as GTAI C GQAI (and in our
Theorem we do not need the assumption of TAI in each sequence), while the distribution
class is wider since C? C (DNL)P. Furthermore relation (L8) contains also the asymptotic
behavior of the maxima, which is missing from Theorem [31. Another difference is that in
Theorem [31 is not required the same multitude of summands, although in relation (L)
is not permitted, which can be helpful in risk theory, since it allows two different counting
processes.

The two-dimensional risk models become more and more popular, because of the need of
insurance companies to operate several parallel business lines, see for example in [29], [47],
[70].

Next, we have a direct corollary for a two-dimensional risk model, with discrete time
The surplus processes are of the form Ui (k, x) := x — Zle X, Us(k,y) = Z; 1Y,
for any kK = 1, ..., n, where xy are the initial surpluses in each of the two busmess lines,
while X; and Y; are the claims of each business line during the i-th period. In contrast to
one-dimensional case, there exist several ways to define the ruin time, or the ruin probability,
see for example [11]. Let choose the following definition of the ruin probability

n(z):=inf{k=1,...,n : Uk, z) < 0] U (0) =z},
n(y):=inf{k =1, ..., n : Us(k, y) <0|Us(0) =y},
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and 7,,4 := max{7(x), »(y)}, that indicates the first moment, when both surpluses fall
below zero, but not necessarily simultaneously. Hence we obtain

\n/SZ->:c, \n/Tj>y
i=1 Jj=1

Next we obtain an asymptotic expression of the ruin probability in finite time for n = m.

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem [31, with n = m, then

Yana(T, Y, n ZZPX >, Y >y,

i=1 j=1

¢and(x, Yy, n) = P[Tand < n] =P

as T Ny — 00.

4. TWO-DIMENSIONAL CLOSURE PROPERTIES

Now we proceed to the closure properties. Next lemma studies the closure properties
of sum with respect to classes of regularly and dominatedly varying distributions under the
dependence structure QQAI. For the regular variation class the corresponding closure property
under independence can be found in [22, p. 278], while for arbitrarily dependent random
variables, under more strict conditions can be found in [55, Lem. 4.4.2] and [42, Lem. 3.1].
For the class of consistently varying distributions the closure property in the independence
case was given by [8] for non-negative variables and by [30] for real valued variables. Further,
under more strict conditions in [69] we find closure property of convolution under arbitrary
dependence in class C.

Lemma 4.1. (1) Let X1, Xy real random variables, with distributions Fy, Fy € C respec-
tively, under QAI dependence. Then
Fx,ix,(x) ~ Fi(z) + Fa(x), (4.1)
as x — 00, and Fx,1x, € C.
(2) Under the conditions of part (1), with the only difference that Fy, Fy € R_,, for some
a >0, then Fx,1x, € R_q.
Proof.

(1) In the case of QAI relation (A1) follows from [I0, Th. 3.1], for n = 2. Hence, for the
closure property of C with respect to convolution we obtain for all the distributions

F
lim lim sup M >1, (4.2)

A1 asoo Fxyyx, (2)

from the elementary inequalities
a b a+b a b
i -, = < < -, = 4.
mm{c,d}_c+d_max{c,d}, (4.3)
for any constants a, b, ¢, d > 0 and from (4.I]) we find

F F F
lim lim sup M = lim lim sup 1_(Z ©) + _2(Z ?)
21 200 FX1+X2( ) 21 oo Fl(l’) + FQ(.CL’)

F F F;
< hmhmsupmax{ _1(zx) , _g(zx)} = max {hmhmsup ﬂ} =1,
211 z00 Fy (SL’) FQ(LU) i€{l,2} (M 25 Fl(l’)
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where in the last step we use the assumption Fj, Fy € C. Whence by (£.2)) and (4.4
we find FX1+X2 eC.
(2) From the relation R_, and by part (1) we obtain (4.1), hence together with (£.3) we

conclude
F t Fy(t Fot Fi(t
lim M = lim i( x)+_2( z) < max {lim —( x)} =t (4.5)
=0 Fxipx,(x) oo Fi(z) 4+ Fa(z)  — ie{n2y (eo00 Fy(x)
for any t > 0, since F; € R_,. Furthermore
F t Fi(t
lim Lxeexa(tr) > min {lim il x)} =t (4.6)
700 Fxyyxy(0) —ie{t2) (a0 Fi(x)
for any ¢ > 0, so by (A3) and (A6) we find Fy,1x, € R_a. O
In the next result we find closure property of the distribution classes C® and R

(o, —a2)?
with respect to convolution under GQAI, with additional restriction that the particular

summands are pQQAI. This way we have generalization of [38, Cor. 4.1] in case of GQAI
instead of GT'AI (and QAI instead of TAI for the summands) and with real random variables.

Theorem 4.1. (1) Let X1, Xo, Y1, Yy be four real random wvariables, with the distribu-
tions Fy, Fy, Gy, Gy € C respectively, under GQAI dependence. If X1, Xo are QAI
and Yy, Yy are also QAI with (F;, G;) € C? for any i, j = 1,2, then we find
(FX1+X27 GY1+Y2) S 6(2)'

(2) Under the conditions of part (1), with the only difference that Fy, Fy € R_,, and

G, G2 € R_y,, for some oy, ag > 0 where (F;, G;) € ’Rf_)ah_w), foranyi, j =1, 2,
then (Fx,1x,, Gvi+v;) € R{?

—a,—a2)’
Proof.
(1) From Theorem B and £?), for n = m = 2 we get

2 2
PXi+Xo>z, Yi+Ys>y|~Y Y PX;>az, Y >y, (4.7)
i=1 j=1
as r Ay — oo. For any two-dimensional distributions is true the lower bound
i L st PXi+Xo>z12, Y1 +Y5 > 200
z11 :E/\y—)og P[X1+X2>x7}/1+}/2>y]

>1, (4.8)

while by (4.7)), applying the upper inequality in (4.3]) thrice, we obtain
lim lim su PXi+ X > 22, Ni4+Y > 25y
oAl anyo PX, + Xy > 1, Vi + Y, > ¢

T Z?:1 Zz':lp[Xi >zx, Y; > 2y
= lim lim sup R——
211 gay—oo Zi:l Zj:l P[Xz > o, Y} > y]

(4.9)

. . P[Xi>21$,1/}>22y]
< max < limlimsup =1,
i,5€{1,2} | 211 zAy—oo P[XZ >, Y} > y]

where in the last step we used that (F}, G;) € C?, for any 4, j = 1, 2. Thence, by
(#8) and ([£9) we find (24). Furthermore, by Lemma [T we obtain Fx, x, € C and
Gy, 4y, € C, which together with ([2.4) gives (Fx,1+x,, Gyi+v,) € C?.
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(2) From Rgz_)al ) & C® | using Theorem B.1] with n = m = 2, we reach to (1), and
from this, through the application of upper inequality in (£.3]) thrice, we finally get

lim PXi+Xp>ta, i+Ye >ty lim Zi:lZ?ZIP[Xi>tlx7 Y; >ty
TAY—00 P[X1+X2 >z, Y1+ Y, >y] TAY—00 2?21 Z?:lp[Xi >z, Y] >y]

PX,>tiz, Y, >t Ca .
< max {limsup [ 1Y 0 2y]}:iﬁl‘“zﬁz‘”, (4.10)

5,J6{1,2} | zAy—oo P[Xz >, Y} > y]
for any t{, to > 0, where in last step was used that

(Fi’ Gj) € Rf_)a

1,—a2)’
for any i, j = 1, 2, and with similar way, by application of lower inequality in (Z.3))
thrice, we have
. P[X1+X2>t1x,Y1+Y2>t2y] . . P[Xi>t1$,Y}>t2y]
lim > min lim
ehy—oo PIX1 4+ Xo >, Y1+ Y, >y i,je{1,2} |2ry—o0 PIX; >z, Y > v

= 1,02, (4.11)

thus by (£I0) and ({II) we have (21). Next, by Lemma I we obtain the in-
clusions Fx,1x, € R_qa, and Fy, 1y, € R_,,, that together with (Z3]) finally gives

(FX1+X27 GY1+Y2> < R(2) O

(—a1, —az)’
Now we study the closure properties of distribution classes with respect to product convo-
lution in two dimensions. This work can help the extension of Theorem [B.1l to the direction
of random weighted sums.
To show the closure property with respect to convolution product in distributions classes
D Cc? £ we employ the following assumption.

Assumption 4.1. Let b : [0, c0o) — (0, 00) be a function, such that b(x) — oo, b(z) =
o(z), as * — oo and
PO > b(z)] =0o(P[OX >2, AY >1y]), (4.12)

as x — oo and the y is free, and ¢ : [0, 0c0) — (0, 00) be a function, such that c(y) — oo,
c(y) =oly), as y — oo and

P[A>c(y)]=0POX >z, AY > y]), (4.13)
as y — oo and the x is free.

Remark 4.1. It is easy to see that if the © and A have distributions with bounded upper
endpoint, then relations ([AI12) and (AI3) are true directly. We observe that by relation

[EI2) follows

P[O© > b(z)] = o(P[® X > z]), (4.14)
as x — oo, and by relation ([AI3) follows
P[A > c(y)] = o(P[AY > y]), (4.15)

asy — oo. Therefore, from ([A14]) and ([AI3), in combination with the definition of functions
b(z) and c(y), by [58, Lem. 3.2] follows that if © and A have distributions with infinite upper
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endpoint, then
PO >uz] =0o(P[OX > 2]), P[A > uy] = o(P[AY > y]), (4.16)

as v — oo and as y — oo respectively, for any u > 0. In case © and A have distributions
with finite upper endpoint relation (LIG) is true.

Theorem 4.2. Let (X, Y) be a random pair with the distributions F, G respectively, (©, A),
be a random pair independent of (X, Y'), with non-negative, non-degenerated to zero marginal
distributions, and hold Assumption[{.1. The following are true

(1) ]f(X Y) eD<2 , then (X, AY) € D@,
(2) If (X, Y) € LP then (6 X, AY) € LD,
(3) If (X,Y) € c<2 then (6 X, AY) € C?.
(4) If (X, Y) € (Drw)<2 then (@ X, AY) € (DNL)P.

Y

Proof.
(1) Let b = (by, by) € (0, 1)2, then

, POX > bz, AY > byy]
lim sup

4.17
ohy—oo  POX >, AY >y (4.17)

2P {X > blTx Y > biy] P[0 € dt, A € ds]
:ligilff POX >z, AY >y

<f0b(x)+fb<z;)> ( c(y) +f ) { bltgf, Y > bgsy P[O € dt, A € ds]
:lif;ilif POX >z, AY >y

But from Assumption E.I] we obtain

Ina(, y) / / { blx LY > bs PO € dt, A € ds] (4.18)
< PO >bz), A>c(y)] <PO>bx)]=0POX >z AY >19|),
as x — oo and the y is free. For [15(z, y) we find
Ly(r, y) < P[O < b(z), A > c(y)] S P[A > e(y)] = o(P[OX >z, AY >y)), (419)
as y — oo and the z is free. Through symmetry we obtain similarly

Iy (z, y) <P[O > b(z), A <c(y)] <P[O>bz)]=0P[OX >z, AY >y]), (4.20)
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as x — oo and the y is free. Hence, by (£I7) together with (4.1I8) - (£.20) follows

lim su P[@X >bll’, AY>bg’y]
ol POX >, AY >y

(4.21)

) e b b
L P [X>17x, Yy > 2Y| PO edt, A € ds]

< limsup
- b(z) rely) x

TAY—>00 P [X >— Y >
fO f(] t

bll' bgy
P[X>T’Y>T]  P[X>ba Y > byl
sup < lim sup

t€(0,b(x)], s€(0,¢(y)] P [X > %’ Y > y} ory—oo  PX >z, Y >y ’
S

> < limsup
} PO cdt, Aeds]  aru

w <

where in the last step used that (X, Y) € D@, Next, since F € D and G €
D, through [15, Th. 3.3(ii)] we conclude that © X € D and AY € D, which in
combination with (E21]) provided (6 X, AY) € D?.

(2) In case (X,Y) € L@ for a;, ay > 0 is well known that for any two-dimensional
distribution

lim sup POX >x—a;, AY >y —ay
ZAY—00 POX >z, AY > y]
From the opposite side we find
limsupP[@X >z —a, AY >y —ay] _
TAY—00 POX >z, AY >y

>1.

(4.22)

b(x) 00 c(y) 00 T —a; Y — Qs

t
y
ey sy POX>z AY >4
~ Jimsu K (z, y) + Kia(z, y) + Ko (z, y) + Ka(z, y)
ehyro POX >z, AY >y '

Here also, similarly to (AI8) - (4.20), we find that the Kis(x, y), Ko (zx, y), Kooz, y)
are of o(P[©@ X > z, AY > y|) order of magnitude, as  — oo or y — 00, respec-
tively. Thus, together with (£22)) we conclude

. POX >x—a;, AY >y — ay] )
1 <1 4.23
S T T ROX >4, AY 5y oD (4.23)

Tr—a Yy — ag

S

, Y >

fob(fv) foc(y) P [X = } PO € dt, A € ds]

< lim sup sup

J@ e p [X >y > y] PO € dt, A € ds] wAy=00 (0, b(x)], s€(0, c(y)]
t s

P{X>$_“1, Y>y_“2}
t S

, PX>z—a, Y >y—a
= lim sup

t ]

=1,
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where in the last step we take into account that (X, V) € £L®. By Assumption E1]
and Remark 1] through [41, Cor. 5.1] we obtain © X € £, AY € £, which together
with ([#23) provides (6 X, AY) € L®?

(3) For any two-dimensional distribution holds the inequality

POX >ziz, AY > 2y

lim li 4.24
o T RO X S 1, AY 5y (424)
from the opposite side we obtain
X AY
lim lim sup Pl - A 1) (4.25)

ZTl :1,‘/\y—>OO P[@X > :L’, AY > y]

(fob(x)JFfbiZ)) ( " + /2 ) [X > ﬂ Y > Z2y] P[O € dt, A € ds]

— limi ;
Zlgg\r?l/ilg PO X >z, AY>y]
= lim lim sup Ju(z, y) + J(z, y) + Ja(z, y) + Jn(, y)

21 pay—oo POX >z, AY > y]

Similarly to (£I8) - (#20), we find that the Jiao(x, v), Jar(z, y), Joo(x, y) are of
o(P[OX >z, AY > y]) order of magnitude, as + — oo or y — 00, respectively.

Therefore, together with relation (4.25) we obtain
POX >ziz, AY > 2]

lim li 4.26
i1 ol TPOX >z, AY >y (4.26)
fb<x>foc(y>P[X>ﬂ, v > 2 plocd, Acd

< lim lim sup b ¢ = ys < lim lim sup

211 zAy—oo0 (x) fO |: ?’ Y > _] @ c dt A € dS] 211 zAy—oo

5
21T 22Y
Plx> i v > 2] PIX > 22, Y > 5y
sup = lim lim sup =1,
te(0, b(z)], s€(0, c¢(y)] P [X > ?’ Y > g] 211 gAy—oo0 P[X >, Y > y]
s

where in last step was used the condition (X, Y) € C?). Now taking into considera-
tion Assumption LIl and X € C, Y € C, through Remark [L1] because of (4.24]), via
[15, Th. 3.4(ii)], or [41, Prop. 5.3(ii)] we obtain © X € C, AY € C, which together

with (28] provides (© X, AY) € C®?,
(4) This case follows from parts (1) and (2). O
In part (3) of Theorem .2 we find a generalization of [38, Lem. 6.2], since now we have
real-valued random variables X and Y. In next lemma we find an extension of Breiman’s
Theorem in case of distribution class 72 o, —as)" For the class of regular variation in one
dimension case, see [0], [18], [35], while for the class of multivariate regular variation, see [5],

[25].

Lemma 4.2. Let (X, Y) be a random pair with the distributions F, G respectively, such that
(F, G) € Rgz_)ah_az). Let (©, A) be a random pair independent of (X, Y') with non-negative,
non-degenerated to zero distributions, such that E[@®T¢ A®*¢] < oo, for some e > 0. Under
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the Assumption [{.1 we have
POX >z, AY >y|~EO"A®?|PX >z, Y >y, (4.27)
as t ANy — oo. Furthermore (© X, AY) € R

(—a1,—az)’

Proof. Since for some € > 0 holds E[@**¢ A®*¢] < oo, from dominated convergence
theorem and by (F, G) € R(2 ) we have

POX >z, AY >y] = // X>— Y>%]P[@edt,Aeds]

b(z) 00 c(y) 0 T Y
- / +/ / +/ P[X>—,Y>—}P[@edt,Aeds]
0 b(z) 0 c(y) ¢ §

= Aii(z,y) + Ao(z,y) + Aoa(z,y) + Aoo(,y)

By Assumption B.1] and similarly to (£I8)) - (£20), we find that the Ay (z, y), Asi(z, y),
Agy(z, y) are of o(P[©@ X >z, AY > y]) order of magnitude, as x A y — oo. Hence, we by
the R® property, and by definitions of functions b, ¢, we have

POX >z, AY > y] ~/ / X>— Y > } PO edt, A € ds]
0 0

bz) pey)
~ / / tTMsTP[X >a, Y >y|POedt, A€ ds]
0

= F [@alAa21{@<b(x)7A<c(y)}} P [X >, Y > y] ,

by the definition of functions b, ¢, namely tends to infinity, the indicator function tends to
unity, as a result we have the relation (L27). Further, for any ¢;,t, > 0 by (£27) we have

lim P[@X >, AY > to y] — lim E[@al AOQ]P[X >, Y > tq y]
whymoo POX >a, AY >y]  ary—oe B[O A2]|P[X > 1,V > y]

412
- tl t2 )

where in the last step we used the fact that (X Y) € Rgz_)al —ap) BY the assumption
E[©*1Fe A*F¢] < oo, for some € > 0, we have that

E0“"] < oo, E[A™"] <o,

for some € > 0, and by Breiman’s Theorem (see for example Proposition 5.2 of [41]), we have
that ©X € R_,, and AY € R_,,, which in combination with the last equation provides
(OX, AY)eRP, .. O
Remark 4.2. The previous result, except closure property, provides property (L2T7) as well,
which can be helpful to direct asymptotic expression of the joint asymptotic behavior of the

randomly weighted sums, in the frame of class R(z_)al )" We observe that the random
weights ©, A are arbitrarily dependent, that can play crucial in actuarial applications, since

they represent discount factors.

The following proposition establishes the closure property with respect to finite mixture
in classes D@, £® c® R

(—a1,—a2)"
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Proposition 4.1. Let X, X, Y1, Y5 be real random variables, with distributions Fy, Fj,
G1, Gy respectively and F = (Fy, G1) and G = (Fy, Gs).
(1) Assume that F = (Fy, G1) € D?.
(i) If G € D@ then pF + (1 —p) G € DP, for any p € (0, 1).
(ii) If G1(z, y) = o[F1(x, y)] and holds some of the following
(a) Fa(x) = o[F1(2)], Gala) = oG (2], as = — o0,
(b) Fao(x) = o[F1(z)], as © — o0, Gy € D,
(c) Fy € D, Gy(x) = 0o[G1(x)], as x — oo,
(d) Gy € D, Gy € D,
then pF + (1 —p) G € DP | for any p € (0, 1).
(2) Assume that F = (Fy, G1) € L®?.
(i) If G € L?, then pF + (1 —p) G € LD, for any p € (0, 1).
(ii) If G1(z, y) = o[F1(x, y)] and holds some of the following
(3) Pae) = o[Fs ()], Gal) = o[Ca(x)], as  — ox.
(b) Fao(z) = o[F1(z)], as x — o0, Gy € L,
(c) Fy € L, Go(x) = 0[G:(2)], as z — o0,
(d) Gy e L, Gy €L
then pF + (1 —p) G € L, for any p € (0, 1).
(3) Assume that F = (Fy, G1) € (DN L)@,
(i) IfG € (DN L), then pF + (1 —p)G € (DN L)P, for any p € (0, 1).
(ii) If Gi(x, y) = o[F1(z, y)] and holds some of the following
(3) Pae) = o[Fs ()], Gal) = o[Ca(z)], as v — ox.
(b) Fao(z) = o[F1(z)], as © — o0, G € (DN L),
(c) Fy € (DN L), Ga(z) = 0[G4 ()], as © — o0,
(d) Gy € (Dﬂﬁ), G, € (Dﬂﬁ),
then pF + (1 —p)G € (DN L)P, for any p € (0, 1).
(4) Assume that F = (Fy, G,) € C?).
(i) If G € C?, then pF + (1 —p) G € C?, for any p € (0, 1).
(ii) If Gi(x, y) = o[F1(z, y)] and holds some of the following
(a) Fa(x) = o[F1(2)], Cala) = oG (2], as = — oo,
(b) Fa(x) = o[F1(2)], as © — o0, G5 € C,
(c) Fy € C, Go(x) = 0[Gy ()], as © — oo,
(d) Gy, e, Gy e,
then pF + (1 —p) G € C?, for any p € (0, 1).
(5) Assume that F = (Fy, Gy) € R

(—a1,—«

(i) If G € Rgz_)al’_w), then pF+ (1—p)G € Rgz—)al,—azy for any p € (0, 1).
(ii) If G1(z, y) = o[F1(x, y)] and holds some of the following

(a) Fo(x) = o[F ()], Ga(x) = o[G,(2)], as z — oo,

(b) Fa(x) = o[F1(2)], as & — 00, G» € R

(c) Fy € Rgz_)ah_oq), Go(r) = o[G1 ()], as v — oo,

(2) (2)
(d> G2 S R(—ah—az)’ G2 < ,R’(—ah—az)’

theon+(1—p)§€RE2) 2),fm“ any p € (0, 1).

—Qa1,—Q
Proof.

2) for some ay > 0 ay > 0.

—a1,—a2)’
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(1) (i) Let b = (by, by) € (0, 1)2, then
F —p) G
oy P Fo(: 1)+ (1= 1) (1)
TAY—00 pFl(fE ’y) ( ) (

y)
pP[X1>b1£L' Y1>b2y]+( p)P[X2>blx,Y2>b2y]
+(1-p)PXo >z, Yo >y

= limsu
:r:/\y—)oop pP[Xl >, Yi > y]

< Limsu P[Xl > by x, Y > bgy] lim su P[XQ > by x, Yy > bgy] < o
T PXi>a, iyl Voanow PXp>a, Y >y !

(4.28)

for any p € (0, 1), where in the last step we used that F, G € D®

Next, since F, G € D@ it follows that Fy, I, G, Gy € D, whence by [41, Prop.
3.7(iv)] we obtain p F'; + (1 —p) Fy € D and pG; + (1 —p) Gy € D for any p € (0, 1).
This last in combination with relation (E28), provides pF+ (1 —p) G € D, for any

e (0, 1).

(ii) From Gy(z, y) = o[F1(x, y)] we obtain

F 1-p)G F
lim supp_b(x y)+ )_b(x’ y) = limsup ————= < 0. (4.29)

arny—oo DF1(x, y) + (1 —p) Gi(z, y)  2ry—»ec pFi(z, y)
Since F € D? | we find I}, G; € D and by [41}, Prop. 3.7(iv)] we find that each of the
(a) - (d) 1mphespF1—|—(1— p)Fa € Dand pGi + (1 —p) Gy € D for any p € (0, 1).
This, in combination with relation (&29), imply that pF + (1 —p) G € D@, for any
€ (0, 1).
(2) (i) Initially, for any a = (a1, az) > (0, 0), then
pPXi>2—a), Vi >y—a]+ (1 -p)PXo >z —ay, V3 >y —ay > 1
pPXi >z, Vi>yl+(1—-p PXy>z, Yo >y -

for any x, y € R. If G € L® then

lim pFl(x —ar, Yy — Clz) + (1 —P)Gﬂfc — a1, Yy — a2)
@Ay—o0 pFi(z, y) + (1 —p) Gi(z, y)
~ i pPXi>2—a;, Vi>y—a]+(1—p)P[Xo >z —ay, Yo >y —ay (4.30)
TAY—00 pPXi >z, Vi>yl+(1—-p PXy>z, Yo >y '
. PXy>z—a, Y1 >y —a . P(Xy > 2 —a1, Yo >y —ay
< lim lim sup =1,
T/NY—00 P[Xl >z, Y1 > y] TAY—00 P[X2 >, Yo > y]

where in the last step we use that F, G € £®, hence from relations (Z29) and
(E30) we obtain the joint property of £ and furthermore, because the marginal
distributions belong to £, by [41], Prop. 3.9(iii)], we have that the mixtures in (4.29)
belong to class £, thence we conclude pF + (1 — p) G € £?)

(ii) Since Gy (x, y) = o[F1(x, y)] holds, we find

. pFi(z —ai,y—a)+ (1 —p) Gi(z — a1, y — a2)
im sup — —
TAY—00 pFi(z,y) + (1 —p)Gi(z, y)

Additionally, we observe that by F € £® follows that I}, G; € £ and then each
of (a) - (d) implies the closure property with respect to uni-variate finite mixture

=1. (4.31)
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for class £ in relations (28], from [41, Prop. 3.9(iii)]. Thus, in combination with
relation (E31]), we obtain pF + (1 — p) G € £L?), for any p € (0, 1).
(3) (i) It follows directly from (1)(z) and (2)(7).
(ii) It follows directly from (1)(#7) and (2)(i7).
(4) (i) Initially, we observe that

211 any—oo pFy(z, y) + (1 — p) Ga(z, )

for any p € (0, 1), for any distribution. From the other side, since F, G € C®? we
can write

) : F
lim lim —
#T e pFa(z, ) + (1 p)

5 -
<lim lim _7Z(ZE’ y) lim lim 7Gz(x, y)

211 aAy—oo Fy (SL’, y) z11 TAy—o00 Gl(x’ y)

From relations (4.32) and (4.33]) and taking into account that Fy, Fy, G1, G5 € C,
we find that relations (2.8]) are satisfied for class C, whence by [41, Prop. 3.5(iii)] is
implied that pF + (1 — p) G € C? for any p € (0, 1).

(ii) From relation Gi(z, y) = o[Fi(z, y)], having in mind that C® ¢ D@ we
obtain

=1. (4.33)

— =1
z11 xAy—o00 pFl (x7 y) -+ (1 — p) Gl(l’, y) zT1l xAy—o0 Fl(l’, y)

: (4.34)

for any p € (0, 1). Further, applying [41, Prop. 3.5(iii)], we find that, under each of
(a) - (d), the finite mixtures in (2.8) are satisfied for class C, which in combination
with relation (£34) implies that pF + (1 — p) G € C® for any p € (0, 1).

(5) (i) For any t = (t1, t5) € (0, 1)2, the inequality

F 1-p)G F G
wy=oo pFe(z, y) + (1 —p) Gilz, y) — #woe Fi(z, y) ¥ #rvoee Gz, y)
(4.35)
is true, for any p € (0, 1), where in the last step we used that F, G € Rgz_)ah_(m).
From the other side we find similarly
F 1-p)G F G
oo pFe(z, y) + (1 —p) Gilz, y) — #wooe Fy(z, y) ' Yervooe Ga(z, y
(4.36)

Further, since F, G € REQ—)m,—az)’ we find that Iy, Fy € R_,, and Gy, Gy € R_,,

and by [41, Prop. 3.3(iii)], we obtain that the finite mixtures p F14(1—p) F5 € R_q,
and pGy; 4+ (1 — p) Gy € R_,,, for any p € (0, 1). Therefore, in combination with
relations (Z.35) and (£36) we conclude pF+(1—p) G € Rgz—)al,—@) for any p € (0, 1).
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(ii) Because of Gi(z, y) = o[F1(z, y)] and taking into account that Rgz_)a
D@ we obtain for any t = (¢, t5) € (0, 00)?, the relation
i PE )+ (0 =p) Gelony) - Feloy) o 4502 (4.37)
=00 pFy(z, y) + (1= p) Galz, y)  =vwoo Fa(z, y)
and from [41, Prop. 3.3(iii)], we find that for each of (a) - (d), the finite mixtures in
([28) are satisfied, which in combination with relation (£37) implies that p F'y + (1 —
p)Fa € R o and pGy + (1 —p) Gy € R_,, for any p € (0, 1). O

1,—a2) =

5. RANDOMLY WEIGHTED SUMS

In this section we study the joint behavior of randomly weighted sums. There are several
work around the formula (L), see for example [46], [56], [65]. This joint behavior can be
applied on several areas of actuarial science and financial mathematics. Indeed, in risk theory
the main components X; and Y} represent gains or losses in i-th and j-th period, while the
random weights ©, and A; represent discount factors, that are allowed to be degenerated to
some non-zero number, see for example [64]. In credit risk applications, the random variables
X, and Y represent the rate of default of the ¢-th and j-th debtor and the random weights
©; and A, represent Bernoulli tries with values zero and unity, where the unity reflect the
case of default.

Before the main result, we need a lemma, which examines the closure property for the de-
pendencies GT' Al and GQAI with respect to the convolution product under the distribution
class D@ for the main variables, see some results for TAI and QAI in [43, Th. 2.2].

Lemma 5.1. Let Xy, ..., X, Y1, ..., Y., be real random variables with corresponding dis-
tributions Fy, ..., F,, Gi, ..., Gy, from class D, which are GTAI, (or GQAI), and for
anyi = 1,...,n, j = 1,...,m hold (X;,Y;) € DP. Let O, ..., 0,, Ay, ..., A, be
non-negative, non-degenerated to zero random wvariables with (©;, A;) satisfying Assump-
tion [{-1], (or (©;X;, A;Y;) satisfying Assumption [{.1] respectively). If additionally we as-
sume O1, ..., O,, Ay, ..., A,, are independent of X1, ..., X,,, Y1, ..., Y., then the prod-
ucts O1 Xy, ..., 0, Xp, A1 Y, ..., ALY, are GT AL, (or GQAI respectively).

Proof. Let begin with the GT AI case. We denote the maximum 0 = O, V Oy, for
i#ke{l,..., n} and by Assumption 1], and /l;(:zZ A xy) := max{b;(z; A xr), br(x; A )},
where the functions b; and b, are defined according to Assumption [4£.1] for the random
weights ©; and O, respectively, we find that /E(ZL’Z A xp) — 0o and /l;(x, Axy) = o(x; AN xy), as
x; A\ xp, — oo and further for some j =1, ..., m

P[O > b(x; A zp)] = o(P[O) Xi > 7, A;Y; > o)), (5.1)
as x; A\ x, — oo. Indeed, if 0= Oy, then by Assumption 1] relation (5.1)) is obvious. If
© = ©,, we multiply and divide with P[©; X; > x;, A; Y, > y;] to find that

P[O; > b(z; A 23)]
P[@z X; > X, A]Y} > y]] ’

tends to zero, while the ratio
P[@z Xz > Z;, A]’ Y} > y]]
P[@k X > Tk, A]Y} > yj] ’
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is bounded by
1
POy Xk >z, A;Y; > y;]’
which is finite (because X,Y have distributions with infinity upper bound).

Hence, for a function c¢;, defined in Assumption A.I] for the random variable Yj, for
x;, Tk, ¥y; > 0 we obtain

P[|@zXz| > Ty, @ka > Tk, A]Y; > 'yj] <P [é|XZ| > Z;, @Xk > T, A]Y; > y]]

S

(:cz/\:ck) oo i (y5) )
= \X|> X>%,Y->&}
t I S
0 (xll\:ck i (y5)

P [(:) edt, A; e ds}

/ / x| > 2 X>%,Yj>&}P[@)edt,Ajeds} (5.2)

=: Li1 (@i, k, yj) + Lia(xi, 2k, yj) + Lor (i, Tk, yj) + Loo (24, Tk, yj)
Thence we find

Loo(z4, i, yj) = ﬂ / \X|> . X >%,}9>@}P[@edt, Aj eds
xz/\xk Cj (yJ §

< P [@ > bz Aay), A > Cj(yj)] <PI[A; > ¢i(y;)]
= o(P[Oy Xk > ak, A;Y; > y)]), (5.3)

as x; A xp A\ y; — 00. Next we calculate

0 ¢i(yj T T Y; ~
Lgl(iﬁi, Tk, yj> = | P |:|X2| > 7, X > 7, Y} > ?] P [("‘) S dt, Aj € ds
Ti\T

< P [@ > B(as Aan), A < cj(yj)] <P [@ > B(x; A xk)}
= O(P[@k X > Tk, Aj Y; > y]]) ,
as x; A\ x, A\ y; — 0o. Similarly we obtain
Lio(ws, v, ;) < P [(:) >g($z ANay), Aj < Cj(yj)] <P[A; > ¢(y))]

= O(P[@k X > Tk, Aj Y} > yj]) ,
as x; Axy Ay; — 0o. For the first term from the GT'AI property of Xy, ..., X,,, Y1, ..., Yy,
and the definitions of b and c¢; we have that
X > X> by s Y
b(x; N\ ) b(x; N\ ) ¢;(y;)
= o(P[Xi >y, Y > yj]), (5.4)

Ly (4, , yj) <
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as x; Az Ay; — 0o, where in the last step we use that (Xj, Y;) € DA foranyi=1,...,n,
j =1, ..., m. Therefore by (5.2]), together with (53]) (5.4]) we conclude that

Pl|©; Xi| > z;, ©p Xy >z, A;Y; > y;] = o(P[O) Xy > xp, A;Y; > y4])
+o(P[Xy >z, Y, > y;]) = o(P[Or X > zi, A; Y, > y5]), (5.5)
as x; A\ x, A\ y; — 00, where in last step we used that form assumptions follows
PO, Xk >z, A; Y > y;| < P[Xy >y, Y > 4], (5.6)
as o A y; — oo. Indeed, since

P[@k X > xp, A]Y} > yj] (57)

by () 00 ¢ (yj) 00 Tk Y,
= / +/ / —|—/ P[Xk>—,Yj>—]P[@k€dt,Aj€ds]
0 be(wx) 0 i () t S

=: My (xk, y;) + Mia(@k, y;) + Mo (wk, y;) + Moo (i, y5)
From definitions of functions by, and c;, see Assumption @1 and by (Xy, Y;) € D@ we find
My (zg, y;) < PXg > xp, Y, > 5], (5.8)
as oy A y; — oo. Further we observe that
Masy(zr, y;) < POk > biar), A; > ¢(y)] SPA; > ¢(y;)]
= o(P[O Xy >k, A; Y > y]),

as y; — oo, while x, is free, where in the last step we employed Assumption 4.1l Next, we
see that

Mo (zx, ;) < PO > b(zr), A; < ci(y;)] < POk > by (x)]
= o(P[Ok Xi >z, ;Y > y5]),
as xp — 0o, while y; remains free. Similarly by symmetry we obtain
Mus(zk, y;) = o(POk Xi > i, A; Y > yj]) (5.9)
as y; — oo, while xy, is free. Hence, from relations (5.8) - (5.9), together with (5.7)), we get

Yj

P[@ka > T, A]Y} >yj] <P |X, > &, Y, >
¢;(y;)

by ()

= P[X}; >z, Y; >y,

as xp A\ y; — 00. As a result we become

lim su ) L < . 5.10
ryo  P[Xy > 1, Y >y 510
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From the other side, for some arbitrarily chosen € € (0, 1), we obtain

@ka > Ty, A Y > y] (5.11)

</ /)U /) {XW Yy > F| Plowedo, A € i)

>di 1 P[Xy >, Y >y PlOp € (e, 1], Aj € (e, 1]]

o0 1 T,
+/ /PXk>9—,1/j>yj
1 e k
1 00 Y,
‘|‘// P|:Xk>l’k,Y}>—]
€ 1 5]'

+dooP [ Xy > ap, Y > y;] POy € (1, 00), A € (1, 00)]
> diaP Xy >z, Y, > y] PO € (g, 1], Aj € (e, 1]]
+dy 5P [X), > 2, Y > ;] PO € (e, 1], A € (1, 00)]
+do P [ Xy > xp, Y >yl PO € (1, 00), A € (e, 1]]
+dooP [ Xy > ap,, Y > y;] POy € (1, 00), A € (1, 00)]
> (dig 4+ dio+dog + doo) P Xk > g, Y > y;] (P]Og € (e, 1], Aj € (g, 1]]
PO, € (e, 1], Aj € (1,00)] + P[0, € (1, 00), Aj € (e, 1]]
PO, € (1,00), Aj € (1, 00)]) = (dig+di2+dog +doo) P Xk > xp, Y, > y4]

as ¢ } 0, where the dyp > 0 follows by class D property and the inclusion (6, J;) €
(1, 00) x (1, 00). The inequalities dy 1, dy 2, do1 > 0 follow from the intervals where the pairs
(0k, 0;) belong. Hence by (5.11) we obtain

I P[Xk > T, Y} > yj]
im sup
T A\Y;—>00 P[@k Xk > T, Aj Y} > yj]

whence from relations (5.10) and (5.12) we find (5.6]).

With similar handling, because of symmetry, we obtain
PHAj Y;| > Yy, Ak Yk > Yk, @2 Xz > LL’Z] = O(P[@Z Xz > Z;, Ak Yk > yk]), (513)

as z; Ayp Ay; — 00. So from relations (0.5) and (B.13), we find that the ©, X, ..., 0, X,
and A1 Yy, ..., A,Y,, are GTAI

For the second case, with GQAI dependence, we follow the same route, with the only
difference that the convergences are with x A y — oo, and in relations (5.4]) and (5.5) the
last term takes the form o(P[©; X; > x, A;Y; > y| + P[0, X; > z, A;Y; > y]). O

Now we are ready to present a weighted form of Theorem [B.Il and the same time to
generalize [38, Th. 6.1], since the random weights ©;, A, are no more strictly positive and
bounded from above and the main components X;, Y; are real random variables.

Theorem 5.1. (1) Let Xy, ..., X,,, Y1, ..., Y, be GQAI, real random variables with
corresponding distributions Fi, ..., F,, G1, ..., Gy, from class C, and for any i =

P[@k € dék, Aj € d(;]]

P[@k € d@k, Aj € d(;]]

< 00, (5.12)
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L...,n,j=1,...,m hold (X;, Y;) € C®. Let Oy, ..., 0,, Ay, ..., A, be non-
negative, non-degenerated to zero random variables, independent of the main variables

Xi, oo, Xo, Ya, oo, Yo, with (©;, A;) satisfying Assumption[{.1. Then

PSO>a, TS >yl ~P|\/SP >z, \[TA >yl ~) Y PO,X; >z, A;Y; >y,
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

(5.14)

as T ANy — 00.

(2) If hold the assumptions of part (1), with the only differences that n = m, the
X, ..., X, Y1, ..., Y, are GT AI, real, random variables with corresponding distri-
butions Fy, ..., F,, Gy, ..., G,, from class DN L, and for any i, j =1, ..., n, hold
(X;,Y;) € (DN L)D. If further Xy, ..., X,, are TAI and Y1, ..., Y, are TAI and
E[0}] < 0o, for some p > \/_, Jp., and E[A]] < oo, for some q > \/j_, J&. then

PSO>uz, Th >yl ~ P|\/SP >z, \/TP>y|~P|\/O:Xi>z, \/AY, >y
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
~ Y Y PO X >, AY >y, (5.15)
i=1 j=1
as T ANy — 00.
Proof.
(1) Rewriting Theorem B, we find that 73, ..., Z,, Wi, ..., W, are GQAI with dis-
tributions from class C and for any i =1, ..., n, j =1, ..., m hold (Z;, W;) € C?,
whence

n

n m k m 1
P Z;Zi>:v,Z;Wj>y] ~ P \/ZZZ>:E,\/ZWj>y
1= j=

k=1 i=1 =1 j=1
~ S PlZi>a, W;>yl, (5.16)
=1 j=1

as r Ay — oco. From the assumptions of part (1), applying Theorem [£.2(2), since for
anyi=1,...,n,7=1,..., mholds (X, Y;) € C?, it follows that (©; X;, A;Y;) €
C®. Further, applying Lemma [5.1] we find out that the products ©1 X1, ..., O, X,
A Yy, .o, ALYy, are GQAIL as C? € D@ Hence, putting

forany i =1, ..., nand any j =1, ..., m, we find (5.14) through (5.16]).

(2) Repeating relation (L8) through the 73, ..., Z,, Wy, ..., W, that are GT'AI (and
each one of these sequences are TAI) with distributions from class D N £, and with
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any i, j =1, ..., n, finding that (Z;, W;) € (DN £)® we obtain

n n n k n
P> Zisa, ) Wi>y|l~P|\/ Z,>x,\/ZVVj>y] (5.18)
i=1 j=1 k=1 i=1 =1 j=1
~P \n/ZZ->x, \n/Wj>y] ~ n zm:P[ZZ>:c, W; > y],
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

as © Ay — oo, see also [37, Th. 4.2]. Therefore, since (X;, Y;) € (DN £)?, from
Theorem E.2(4), because of Assumption 21}, we conclude (6; X;, A;Y;) € (DNL)P.
Further by Lemma [5.1] we obtain that the ©; Xy, ..., ©, X,,, A1 Y7, ..., A, Y, are
GTAI, and by the moment condition and the class D (for the primary random
variables) we have that ©; Xy, ..., 0, X, are TAT and A;Y3, ..., A, Y, are TAI
by Theorem 2.2 of [43]. Thus, using (5I7) for any ¢, j = 1, ..., n, we find (5.15)

0

through (B.18).

Remark 5.1. Comparing the two parts of Theorem [51] we realize that as the distribution
class C® increases to (DN L)?, the dependence decreases from GQAI to GT AI and addi-
tionally we need n = m. However, it is remarkable, that in GT AI case we find the asymptotic
behavior of the maximums, which is NOT possible in the part (1). Furthermore in the second
part we obtain

m

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
as tA\y — o0, whose proof follows the same arguments of the part (2), (and without necessary

TAI for each sequence!) namely we establish closure property of (D N L)? with respect to
GTAI dependence of the products, in combination with [38, Th. 4.1].

The next result, with an extra condition on the moments of the random weights, provides

a direct formula for calculation in the distribution class RE2—)Q1 )"

Corollary 5.1. (1) Let hold the assumptions of Theorem[5.1(1), with the only difference
Fi, .., F, € Roo, and Gy, ..., Gy, € R_,, with (X;,Y)) € Rgz_)ah_az) for any
i=1,...,n,j=1,..., m. Additionally we assume that E[O{ " A?‘2+€] < 00, for
anyi=1,...,nand j=1, ..., m, for somee > 0. Then

PSO>az, TS >yl ~ P|\/SP >z, \/TP >y
i=1 j=1
~ Y D E[OMAPIPIX; >z, Y >y,
i=1 j=1

as T ANy — 00.
(2) Let hold the assumptions of Theorem [51(2), with the only difference Fi, ..., F, €

Rw, and Gy, ..., Gy € Ry, with (X;,Y;) € RY,

Furthermore we assume that B[O+ A?QJ’E] < 00, for some ¢ > 0, for any i, j =

02) foranyi,j=1,..., n.
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1, n. Then
PSO>a, T2 >yl ~ P|\/SP >z, \/TP>y|~P|\/O:Xi>z, \/AY, >y
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
~ Y Y EOMAPIPIX; >z, Y, >y,
i=1 j=1

as x Ny — 0.

Proof. The arguments follow directly from application of Lemma on Theorem [G.1],
since REQ_)al e C?»C(DNL)?. O

Now it remains to apply these results to discrete risk model with two-dimensions with
random weights. The surplus processes take the form

k k
UP(kaz)::x_Z@iXia UzA(k}?/)i:y—ZAij,
i=1 j=1
for some k = 1, ..., n, with z, y the initial surpluses in each business lines, the X;, Y;
are the claims in the i-th and j-th period respectively, and the ©; and A; play the role of
discount factor. With these notations we provide the formula for the ruin probability in
two-dimensional discrete risk model, over finite time horizon

¢and(za Y, n) = P[Tandgn] =P \/SZ@ >, \/T‘]A >y
i=1 j=1
Corollary 5.2. (1) Let hold the assumptions of Theorem[51(1) or (2)]. Then

Yana(T, y, n ZZPX>x Y; >yl

i=1 j5=1
as T ANy — 00.
(2) Let hold the assumptions of Corollary[51[(1) or (2)]. Then

wandz Yy, n ZZEGQIAQQ [92X2>$7 Ajy;>y]>
=1 j=1
as x Ny — 00.

Proof. We can just repeat the arguments from Theorem (., Corollary 5.1 and relation
G.19). O
Acknowledgments. We feel the pleasant duty to express deep gratitude to prof. Jinzhu
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