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UNIFORM ASYMPTOTIC ESTIMATES FOR RUIN PROBABILITIES OF

A MULTIDIMENSIONAL RISK MODEL WITH CÀDLÀG RETURNS

AND MULTIVARIATE HEAVY TAILED CLAIMS

DIMITRIOS G. KONSTANTINIDES,CHARALAMPOS D. PASSALIDIS

Abstract. We study a multidimensional renewal risk model, with common counting pro-
cess and càdlàg returns. Considering that the claim vectors have common distribution from
some multivariate distribution class with heavy tail, are mutually weakly dependent, and
each one has arbitrarily dependent components, we obtain uniformly asymptotic estimations
for the probability of entrance of discounted aggregate claims into a some rare sets, over a
finite time horizon. Direct consequence of the claim behavior is the estimation of the ruin
probability of the model in some ruin sets. Further, restricting the distribution class of the
claim vectors in the multivariate regular variation, the estimations still hold uniformly over
the whole time horizon.
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Uniformity, Ruin probability.
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1. Introduction

We consider an insurer, who operates d-business lines simultaneously, with d ∈ N, that
follow a common, renewal, claim counting process. Because of the intense competition, the
modern insurance companies invest the surplus either in risk free or in risky assets. In
our model, we assume that the price process of the investment portfolio, is described by the
stochastic process {eξ(t) , t ≥ 0}, where {ξ(t) , t ≥ 0}, represents a càdlàg stochastic process,
with ξ(0) = 0, which is general enough, found in the literature of uni-variate or multivariate
risk models, since it contains the constant interest rate, the zero interest rate or any Lévy
process, see for example [12], [30], [31], [14], [17], etc. Furthermore, we accept that the insurer
receives premiums, whose density is depicted by the vector c(t) = (c1(t), . . . , cd(t)), with
t ≥ 0, and ci(t) is the density function of premiums in i-th line of business, for i = 1, . . . , d.
In what follows, the density of premiums is bounded, namely 0 ≤ ci(t) ≤ Mi, for some
constants Mi ≥ 0 and for any t ≥ 0 and i = 1, . . . , d.

Also we consider the total initial capital of the insurer is equal to x and it is allocated
in the d lines of business according to weights l1, . . . , ld > 0, such that l1 + · · · + ld = 1.

Finally, the i-th claim vector X(i) = (X
(i)
1 , . . . , X

(i)
d ), can allow zero components, but not

all of them, and it arrives at time moment Ti, with i ∈ N and conventionally we put T0 = 0.
The {Ti , i ∈ N} constitute a renewal counting process, symbolically {N(t) , t ≥ 0}, with
finite renewal function λ(t) = E[N(t)] =

∑∞
i=1P[Ti ≤ t].
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The discount surplus process of the insurer, can be written through the relations




U1(t)
...

Ud(t)



 = x





l1
...
ld



+







∫ t

0−
e−ξ(s) c1(s) ds

...
∫ t

0−
e−ξ(s) cd(s) ds






−







∑N(t)
i=1 X

(i)
1 e−ξ(Ti)

...
∑N(t)

i=1 X
(i)
d e−ξ(Ti)






, (1.1)

for any t ≥ 0.
It seems that the dependence among the variables of model (1.1) has real impact on

insurance practice. For this reason, the risk model (1.1) attracted the interest of many
researchers, and especially in case d = 2. For bi-variate versions of (1.1) we refer to [38],
[16], [27], [20], etc. For more dimensions, there only few references, see for example [15], [19],
[25], [26], [39], [4], where is some of them the counting process is not necessarily common
in the d lines of business. In [3] we find an extension of the time-dependent risk model
from [25], using the {ξ(t) , t ≥ 0}, as a càdlàg process, instead of Lévy process. Although,
all these multivariate models provide a wide framework of dependence modeling, under the
presence of heavy tails, there are three assumptions on the claims that can be regarded as
restrictive. Namely

(1) The random vectors {X(i) , i ∈ N}, which represent claims, belong to the class of
multivariate regular variation, symbolically MRV . In spite of the importance of
the MRV class, in the frame of the the heavy-tailed distribution classes, it excludes
several important distributions from the actuarial practice.

(2) Each claim-vector X(i), has asymptotically dependent components. In this case,
from one side it is restrictive to dependence, and from the other side it implies, in
combination of the MRV , that the components of X(i) follow distributions with tails
that are strongly equivalent each other, which is clearly restrictive, especially for
large values of d.

(3) The sequence of {X(i) , i ∈ N}, contains independent and identically distributed
terms.

In this work we attempt to face the points (1) - (3). Most of the previous papers are
focused on the points (1) and (2). Of course, in order to avoid the points (1) - (3) we
sacrifice the generality of the set family over the whole positive quadrant, except the point
of origin, to some set from family R, defined in Section 2 below.

Concretely, we consider that the random vectors {X(i) , i ∈ N} are identically distributed,
with multivariate distribution from class (D∩L)A, larger thatMRV , and we permit arbitrary
dependence among the components of each vector X(i). Further, we assume for the family
of vectors {X(i) , i ∈ N} is subject to a weak dependence structure, which contains the
independence as special case. This way, we obtain the interdependence among the claims,
which means that each vector has dependent components (and here even arbitrary), and at
the same time any two vectors are still under some dependence structure.

The restrictions in sets from the family R, found in the seminal paper [34], can help to face
the points (1) and (2), by defining the corresponding multivariate subexponentiality. Indeed,
it was examined a multivariate renewal risk model, without interest rate, with independent,
multivariate, subexponential claims. Next, in [22] the asymptotic behavior of the total
discounted claims, in a Poisson risk model with multivariate subexponential claims was
examined, under similar conditions, with the present ones, for the the price process of the
investment portfolio. In last paper the time horizon is finite. However, in the two last works
the point (3) was not faced and furthermore, the asymptotic estimations are not uniform.
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In this paper, we restrict the multivariate claim distribution class from the multivariate
subexponentiality SA, into the multivariate dominatedly varying, long tailed (D ∩ L)A, in
order to face point (3), while the same time we establish uniformity in the asymptotic
expressions.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we provide necessary preliminary
statements for the distribution classes of multivariate heavy tailed distributions. In Section
3 we provide the assumptions and the main result in finite time horizon, in which we obtain
the asymptotic estimation of the behavior of the total, discounted claims of model (1.1), on
a rare set A. As direct consequence of it, we can approximate the ruin probability on each
rare set. In Section 4, we generalize the results of Section 3, in infinite time horizon. For this,
we are forced to restrict ourselves in MRV claim vectors, and we need some extra moment
conditions for the stochastic process, that describes the investment portfolio prices. In spite
of MRV , the points (2) and (3) are manageable. Finally, in Section 5, we accommodate the
proofs.

2. Heavy-tailed random vectors

For any set A from the space Rd, we denote by Ac its complement set, by A its closed case
and by ∂A its border. For some event E, we denote by 1E the indicator function of this set.
For two positive numbers a and b, we denote a ∨ b := max{a, b} and a ∧ b := min{a, b}.

All the vectors are d-dimensional, written in bold. For any two vectors, say a and b, all the
operations are defined component-wise. From now up, all the limit relations are understood
as x → ∞, except it is said differently. For two d-variate, positive functions f and g and
some set A ∈ Rd

+ \ {0} = [0, ∞]d \ {0}, we denote f(xA) ∼ c g(xA), for some c ∈ (0, ∞),
or f(xA) = o[g(xA)], or f(xA) = O[g(xA)], if it holds

lim
f(xA)

g(xA)
= c , lim

f(xA)

g(xA)
= 0 , lim sup

f(xA)

g(xA)
<∞ ,

respectively. Furthermore, we write f(xA) ≍ g(xA), if both relations f(xA) = O[g(xA)]
and g(xA) = O[f(xA)] hold. Correspondingly, for the (d+ 1)-variate, positive functions f∗

and g∗, we denote f∗(xA; t) ∼ g∗(xA; t), uniformly for any t ∈ ∆, for some non-empty set
∆ if it holds

lim sup
t∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

f∗(xA; t)

g∗(xA; t)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 .

Additionally, we write f∗(xA; t) . g∗(xA; t), or g∗(xA; t) & f∗(xA; t), uniformly for any
t ∈ ∆, if

lim sup sup
t∈∆

f∗(xA; t)

g∗(xA; t)
≤ 1 .

Finally, for any uni-variate distribution V , we denote its tail by V (x) = 1 − V (x), for any
x ∈ R.

Now, we give the necessary preliminary concepts for the multivariate distributions with
heavy tail, for later use. Let us notice, that a uni-variate distribution V has heavy tail, if
for any ε > 0 it holds

∫ ∞

0

eε x V (dx) = ∞ .
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We have to remind that all random vectors are defined in the positive orthant of Rd
+ \ {0},

with each uni-variate distribution to have right endpoint equal to infinity, namely V (x) > 0,
for any x ∈ R. It is worth to consider the several attempts to extend the subexponential
property to multivariate distributions, as we know four different ones, by [5], [29], [34], [21].
In the case of last two, seems to operate complementary, while in the third one, we find a
constructive criticism to the first two.

In this work, we focus on the subexponential approach by [34], where it is based on the
following fundamental set family

R :=
{

A ( Rd : A open, increasing , Ac convex , 0 /∈ A
}

, (2.1)

where a set A is named increasing, if for any x ∈ A and y ∈ Rd
+, it holds x+y ∈ A. By [34,

Lem. 4.5], we get that for any A ∈ R, the random variable

YA := sup{u : X ∈ uA} , (2.2)

with X some random vector on Rd
+, whose distribution is F , follows a proper distribution

FA, and its tail is given by

FA(x) = P[X ∈ xA] = P

[

sup
p∈IA

pT X > x

]

, (2.3)

for some index set IA ( Rd, see [34, Lem. 4.3(c)], with pT the inverse of vector p. Thus,
through relations (2.1) - (2.3), is defined the multivariate subexponentiality on set A, sym-
bolically SA.

We say that F ∈ SA, if FA ∈ S, namely for any (or equivalently, for some) integer n ≥ 2
it holds

lim
F n∗
A (x)

FA(x)
= n ,

where F n∗
A , represents the n-fold convolution of distribution FA with itself. Taking into

account this definition of subexponentiality, in [22], was introduced the following three dis-
tribution classes for some A ∈ R.

We say that distribution F follows a multivariate long tail distribution on A, symbolically
F ∈ LA, if FA ∈ L, namely for any (or equivalently, for some) a > 0 it holds

lim
FA(x− a)

FA(x)
= 1 .

We say that distribution F follows a multivariate dominatedly varying distribution on A,
symbolically F ∈ DA, if FA ∈ D, namely for any (or equivalently, for some) b ∈ (0, 1) it
holds

lim sup
FA(b x)

FA(x)
<∞ .

Furthermore is defined the property F ∈ (D ∩ L)A, if FA ∈ D ∩ L. We note that, from [11]
we find that D ∩L = D ∩ S. This way, for any distribution class B ∈ {S, L, D, D ∩L}, we
denote BR :=

⋂

A∈R
BA. By the definition of these classes, is directly implied that remain

invariant the ordering of the uni-variate classes to the multivariate ones.
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Next, we need the regular variation for uni-variate distributions. We say that a distribution
V , belongs to the class of regularly varying distributions with some index α ∈ (0, ∞),
symbolically V ∈ R−α, if for any t > 0 it holds

lim
V (t x)

V (x)
= t−α .

The class of multivariate regular varying distributions, symbolicallyMRV , was introduced
in [13], and represents the most famous multivariate distributions with heavy tail. We provide
its standard form, which is rather flexible and common, in comparison to the non-standard
one. We say that a random vector X with distribution F , belongs to standardMRV class, if
there exists a distribution V ∈ R−α, with α ∈ (0, ∞), and a non-degenerated to zero Radon
measure µ, such that it holds

1

V (x)
P[X ∈ xB]

v
→ µ(B) , (2.4)

as x → ∞, for any µ-continuous Borel set B ∈ Rd
+ \ {0}, where the ”

v
→” denotes the vague

convergence. For distributions satisfying (2.4), we write F ∈ MRV (α, V, µ). Further we
know that the measure µ, is positively homogeneous, namely for any Borel set B ∈ Rd

+ \ {0}
and any c > 0, it holds

µ
(

c1/α B
)

=
1

c
µ(B) .

We refer to [32], [28], [33] for further treatments in MRV .
In relation to points (1) - (3) in first section, we remark that the asymptotic dependence

among the components of X, is understood in the case of MRV as follows

µ ((1, ∞]× · · · × (1, ∞]) > 0 .

Next, it is easy to see, that F ∈ MRV (α, V, µ), with α ∈ (0, ∞), then for any A ∈ R, it
holds FA ∈ R−α, with the same regular variation index, but the inverse implication does not
necessarily hold. Even more, according to [34, Prop. 4.14] and [22, Prop. 2.1], it holds

⋃

0<a<∞

MRV (α, V, µ) ( (D ∩ L)R ( SR ( LR .

In order to formulate the main result, we provide a classical kind of index for uni-variate
distributions, with heavy tail. The upper Matuszewska index, for a distribution V , with
infinite right endpoint, is given as

J+
V := − lim

v→∞

lnV ∗(v)

ln v
, (2.5)

with

V ∗(v) := lim inf
x→∞

V (v x)

V (x)
,

for any v > 1, thus from (2.5) we see that 0 ≤ J+
V ≤ ∞, for any distribution V with right

endpoint. It is well-known that V ∈ D is equivalent to J+
V <∞, and further if V ∈ D then

for any p > J+
V , it holds

x−p = o[V (x)] , (2.6)
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see for example [23, Sec. 2.4] or [36, Lem.3.5]. Let us observe that if V ∈ R−α, for some
α ∈ (0, ∞), then J+

V = α. For more distribution properties with heavy tails, in uni-variate
case, see in [8], [18], etc.

3. Uniform asymptotic estimates over finite intervals

Before formulation of assumptions for the main results, we should remark that all the
results established for some set A ∈ R, hold also for the set family R. Further, we define
the set Λ = {t : λ(t) > 0} and t := inf{t : λ(t) > 0}. Hence, we obtain

Λ =

{

[t, ∞] if P[T1 = t] > 0 ,

(t, ∞] , if P[T1 = t] = 0 .

Now we denote, for some fixed T ∈ (0, ∞), ΛT = (0, T ]∩Λ. Finally, we represent the vector
of the discounted aggregate claims, up to the moment t ≥ 0, as

D(t) =

N(t)
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ,

and we look for uniform asymptotic estimations of the probability P[D(t) ∈ xA], as x→ ∞.
The set xA can be understood as a rare-set, which can take various forms, that can have
sense in risk theory, see for example in [34, Sec. 4, 5] and Remark 3.1 below. Also for the
case of the ruin set L, see in Remark 3.2 below, that can be seen as related to the sets A.

Now, we proceed to the first assumption for the risk model (1.1), that is related to the
yield processes of the investment portfolio.

Assumption 3.1. Let there exist constants C2 ≥ C1 ≥ 0, which are dependent on the

T ∈ (0, ∞), such that it holds

P

[

inf
0≤t≤T

ξ(t) ≥ −C1

]

= 1 , P

[

sup
0≤t≤T

ξ(t) ≤ C2

]

= 1 ,

Due to finite time horizon, Assumption 3.1 is satisfied by cádlág processes, that means
continuous from right with finite limits from left, which include the Lèvy processes as a
special case.

Second assumption has to do with the dependence among claim vectors, which are with
arbitrarily dependent components. This dependence is based on the tail asymptotic indepen-

dence of {Y
(i)
A , i ∈ N}, introduced in [10] . In present paper, we say that the random vectors

X(i) andX(j) are independent onA ∈ R, if the random variables Y
(i)
A := sup{u : X(i) ∈ uA}

and Y
(j)
A := sup{u : X(j) ∈ uA} are independent.

Assumption 3.2. Let A ∈ R. The sequence of claim vectors {X(i) , i ∈ N} has identically

distributed terms, with common distribution F ∈ (D ∩L)A. Furthermore, the X(i) and X(j),

for i 6= j, are tail asymptotically independent on A, symbolically TAIA, in the sense that the

Y
(i)
A and Y

(j)
A are tail asymptotically independent, namely

lim
xi∧xj→∞

P
[

Y
(i)
A > xi | Y

(j)
A > xj

]

= 0 , (3.1)

with xi ∧ xj := min{xi, xj}.
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We can observe that relation (3.1), contains as special case the independence, hence also
the independence on A for the vectors X(i) and X(j).

Assumption 3.3 indicates the independence among the premiums, the financial risks, the
claim sizes and their counting process.

Assumption 3.3. The {X(i) , i ∈ N}, {N(t) , t ≥ 0}, {ξ(t) , t ≥ 0} and {c(t) , t ≥ 0} are

mutually independent.

We are in position to give the first main result. We should notice, that in case d = 1,
when A = (1, ∞), relation (3.2), generalizes [37, Th. 2.1], with respect to price processes of
the investment portfolio.

Theorem 3.1. Let A ∈ R. We consider the risk model (1.1) and suppose that Assumptions

3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 are true. Then for any fixed T > 0, it holds

P [D(t) ∈ xA] ∼

∫ t

0

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) , (3.2)

uniformly for any t ∈ ΛT .

Remark 3.1. Before proceeding to ruin probability, we state that two important forms of

A ∈ R, in the actuarial practice are as follow

A = {x : xi > bi , ∃i = 1, . . . , d} , (3.3)

where b1, . . . , bd > 0 and

A =

{

x :

d
∑

i=1

li xi > u

}

, (3.4)

where u > 0 and

d
∑

i=1

li = 1 ,

with l1, . . . , ld ≥ 0.

Therefore, if the set A takes the form of (3.3), then (3.2) is interpreted as the asymptotic
probability of the event the discounted aggregate claims to have a line of business, which
would have larger claim than its initial capital, while if the set A takes the form of (3.4),
then (3.2) is interpreted as the asymptotic probability of the event the discounted aggregate
claims to have a total sum, which would exceed the total initial capital.

The next assumption presents some basic characteristics of the ruin sets, that we need.
Let us note that the set L is called decreasing, if the −L is increasing.

Assumption 3.4. Let L a ruin set, which is open, decreasing, with Lc convex and 0 ∈ ∂L.
Additionally, we suppose that for any x > 0, it holds L = xL.

Remark 3.2. Assumption 3.4 can be found in [15] and used in [34]. Following the line of

discussion in [34, Sec. 5], the set A = (l− L) ∈ R, and further two improtant cases of ruin

sets, that satisfy Assumption 3.4, are as follow

L = {x : xi < 0 , ∃i = 1, . . . , d} ,
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where the entrance of the surplus in this ruin set, means that bankrupt in one of the d lines

of business and

L =

{

x :
d
∑

i=1

xi < 0

}

, (3.5)

where the entrance of the surplus in this ruin set, means that bankrupt of all the d lines of

business in total. We should also notice that for d = 1, the L = (−∞, 0) represents a ruin

set that satisfies Assumption 3.4, see in [15] for more information about ruin sets, satisfying

Assumption 3.4.

Next, we introduce the ruin probability over finite time horizon, with respect to entrance
probability of the surplus into some ruin set, up to time t > 0, and through the set

A = (l− L) ∈ R .

We obtain

ψl,L(x; t)

:= P[U(s) ∈ L, ∃ s ∈ (0, t]] = P

[

D(s)−

∫ s

0

e−ξ(y)c(y)dy ∈ x (l− L), ∃s ∈ (0, t]

]

= P

[

D(s)−

∫ s

0

e−ξ(y) c(y) dy ∈ xA , ∃s ∈ (0, t]

]

,

where

∫ t

0

e−ξ(y)c(y)dy :=







∫ t

0−
e−ξ(y) c1(y) dy

...
∫ t

0−
e−ξ(y) cd(y) dy






,

for all t > 0. Now we are in position to estimate the ruin probability over finite time horizon
in the risk model (1.1).

Corollary 3.1. Let A = (l − L) ∈ R. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, for the risk

model (1.1), for any fixed T > 0 it holds

ψl,L(x; t) ∼

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA
]

λ(ds) , (3.6)

uniformly for any t ∈ ΛT .

4. Global uniformity

In this section we study the risk model (1.1) and provide uniformly asymptotic estimations
over the whole Λ, for the asymptotic behavior of the discounted aggregate claims and also
the ruin probability. In relation to Section 3, that is restricted to finite time horizon, here
through some harder conditions we achieve the estimations over the whole time horizon. The
first of conditions is the restriction of the distribution class to MRV from the (D ∩ L)A,
while in the second condition we adopt Assuption 4.1 below, instead of Assumption 3.1. The
α ∈ (0, ∞) denotes the regular variation index of the random vector X.

Assumption 4.1. Let {ξ(t) , t ≥ 0} a cádlág process, satisfying the conditions
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(1) If α ∈ [1, ∞), then there exist some k1, k2, with 0 < k1 < α < k2 <∞, such that

∞
∑

i=1

E
[

(

e−ξ(Ti)
)k1
]1/k1

∨E
[

(

e−ξ(Ti)
)k2
]1/k2

<∞ . (4.1)

(2) If α ∈ (0, 1), then there exist some k∗1, k
∗
2, with 0 < k∗1 < α < k∗2 < 1, such that

∞
∑

i=1

E
[

(

e−ξ(Ti)
)k∗1
]

∨E
[

(

e−ξ(Ti)
)k∗2
]

<∞ . (4.2)

Assumption 4.1, in fact contains a large variety of processes, which describe the return
process of the investment portfolio. In what follows, we present an example, that satisfies
Assumption 4.1. Indeed, this assumption holds for some geometric Lèvy processes.

Example 4.1. Let {ξ(t) , t ≥ 0} be a Lèvy process, with Laplace exponent

φ(z) = ln E
[

e−z ξ(1)
]

,

for any z ∈ R. Thus, when the Laplace exponent is finite φ(z) <∞, we obtain

E
[

e−z ξ(t)
]

= et φ(s) ,

for any t ∈ R, see [7, Ch. 3]. From the fact that the Laplace exponent φ(z) is convex function
with respect to z, and also that φ(0) = 0, we find that if for some k∗2 > 0, it holds φ(k∗2) < 0,
then for any x ∈ (0, k∗2] we get φ(x) < 0.

Now, we show relation (4.2) in Assumption 4.1, with 0 < k∗1 < α < k∗2 < 1. Let φ(k∗2) < 0,
that means also φ(k∗1) < 0, then since {N(t) , t > 0} is a renewal process, is implied

E
[

e−k∗j ξ(Ti)
]

=
(

E
[

eφ(k
∗

j )T1

])i

,

for j = 1, 2. From the previous statements we obtain
∞
∑

i=1

E
[

(

e−ξ(Ti)
)k∗1
]

∨E
[

(

e−ξ(Ti)
)k∗2
]

≤
∞
∑

i=1

(

E
[

e−k∗
1
ξ(Ti)

]

+ E
[

e−k∗
2
ξ(Ti)

])

≤
∞
∑

i=1

(

E
[

eφ(k
∗

1
)Ti
]

+ E
[

eφ(k
∗

2
)Ti
])

<∞ ,

which verifies relation (4.2). Relation (4.1) is satisfied if we assume that φ(k2) < 0, by

following similar steps, hence we omit the argument.

We are now in position to provide the main result of this section. We observe that except
the asymptotic estimation for infinite time horizon, we also obtain a more direct asymptotic
expression in comparison to (3.6), which is due to a kind of multivariate version of the
Breiman’s lemma, see further in Subsection 5.2.

Theorem 4.1. Let A ∈ R and hold Assumption 4.1, together with Assumption 3.2 and

Assumption 3.3, under the restriction that the claim distribution F belongs to MRV ,

F ∈MRV (α, V, µ) ,

with α ∈ (0, ∞). Then, in risk model (1.1) the relation

P [D(t) ∈ xA] ∼ P [X ∈ xA]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(s) . (4.3)
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holds uniformaly for any t ∈ Λ.

We should mention that in Theorem 4.1, as well as in Corollary 4.1, we do not assume
a dependence structure for the components of each claim vector, and we keep the TAIA
dependence structure among the claims, thence our results do not face point (1), but face
points (2) and (3), from Section 1, although we are forced to be restricted only in set from
family R.

In the following consequence, we provide the ruin probability over infinite time horizon.

Corollary 4.1. Let A = (l− L) ∈ R. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.1 and under the

assumption that

∫ t

0

e−ξ(y) ci(y) dy <∞ ,

for any t ∈ Λ, and any i = 1, . . . , d, then for the risk model (1.1) it holds

ψl,L(x; t) ∼ P [X ∈ xA]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) , (4.4)

uniformly for any t ∈ Λ.

5. Argumentation

5.1. Finite time horizon. Let start now the proofs.
Proof of Theorem 3.1. At first from Assumption 3.1, is implied that for any t ∈ ΛT , it

holds 0 < e−C2 ≤ e−ξ(t) ≤ eC1 <∞. Now, for any integer m ∈ N and any x > 0, it holds

P [D(t) ∈ xA] = P





N(t)
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA



 (5.1)

=

(

m
∑

n=1

+
∞
∑

n=m+1

)

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n

]

= J1(x, m, t) + J2(x, m, t) .
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Let calculate first the J2(x, m, t). Using [22, Prop. 2.4], via Markov’s inequality, choosing
some p > αFA

, for x > m, we obtain

J2(x, m, t) ≤
∞
∑

n=m+1

P

[

n
∑

i=1

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(Ti) > x , N(t) = n

]

=

(

∑

m<n≤x

+

∞
∑

n>x

)

P

[

n
∑

i=1

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(Ti) > x

]

P[N(t) = n] (5.2)

≤
∑

m<n≤x

P

[

n
∑

i=1

Y
(i)
A eC1 > x

]

P[N(t) = n] +P[N(t) > x]

≤
∑

m<n≤x

nP
[

Y
(i)
A eC1 >

x

n

]

P[N(t) = n] + x−(p+1)E
[

Np+1(t) 1{N(t)>x}

]

≤ K1P[YA > x]
∑

m<n≤x

np+1P[N(t) = n] + x−(p+1) E
[

Np+1(t) 1{N(t)>x}

]

. K1P[X ∈ xA]E
[

Np+1(t) 1{N(t)>m}

]

,

with Y
(i)
A = sup{u : X(i) ∈ uA}, where in the fifth step the constant K1 > 0 follows from

the membership of the distribution of YA to class D, while in the last step we used (2.6).
Next, due to the class D properties, we find for any t ∈ ΛT the relation

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA
]

λ(ds) =

∫ t

0

P
[

YA e
−ξ(s) > x

]

λ(ds) (5.3)

≥ P
[

YA e
−C2 > x

]

λ(t) ≍ P [X ∈ xA] λ(t) .

By (5.3) we conclude that there exists some constant K2 > 0, such that it holds

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA
]

λ(ds) ≥ K2P [X ∈ xA] λ(t) , (5.4)

for sufficient large x > 0 and for any t ∈ ΛT . Hence, by relations (5.2) and (5.4), we obtain

lim
m→∞

lim sup
x→∞

sup
t∈ΛT

J2(x, m, t)
∫ t

0
P [X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA] λ(ds)

≤ lim
m→∞

lim sup
x→∞

sup
t∈ΛT

K1P[X ∈ xA]E
[

Np+1(t) 1{N(t)>m}

]

)

K2P [X ∈ xA] λ(t)

= lim
m→∞

sup
t∈ΛT

K1

K2 λ(t)
E
[

Np+1(t) 1{N(t)>m}

]

= 0 , (5.5)

where in last step we took advantage of [35, Lem. 3.2].
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Now we estimate the J1(x, m, t). At first, we obtain that for 1 ≤ n ≤ m, for any t ∈ ΛT

it holds

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n

]

(5.6)

=

∫

{0≤t1≤···≤tn≤t, tn+1>t}

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA

]

P [T1 ∈ dt1, . . . , Tn+1 ∈ dtn+1] .

From [22, Prop. 2.4] together with [24, Th. 2.1] we find

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA

]

≤ P

[

n
∑

i=1

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(ti) > x

]

∼

n
∑

i=1

P
[

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(ti) > x

]

=

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

,

uniformly for any ti ∈ ΛT , where the pre-last step permits the application of [24, Th.2.1],
because of Assumption 3.1 and the TAIA property. Hence, for some δ1 > 0, there exists some
x0, large enough, independent of t, such that, for any x ≥ x0, and for 0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tn ≤ t
and 1 ≤ n ≤ m, it holds

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA

]

≤ (1 + δ1)

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

. (5.7)

For the corresponding lower bound of the scale mixture sum in the left hand side of (5.7),
due to FA ∈ D, by [6, Th. 3.3(iv)], follows the relation

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

= P
[

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(ti) > x

]

≍ P
[

Y
(i)
A > x

]

= P
[

X(i) ∈ xA
]

, (5.8)

and thus by relation (5.8), we find that there exist constants 0 < k1(i) ≤ k2(i) and some
large enough x∗0 > 0, independent of t, such that, for any x ≥ x∗0 and 0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tn ≤ t,
it holds

k1(i) ≤
P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

P [X(i) ∈ xA]
≤ k2(i) . (5.9)

Now, because of TAIA dependence structure, for some ε > 0, there exists some large
enough x̃0 > 0, independent of t, such that for any x ≥ x̃0, all i 6= j and all 0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤
tn ≤ t, it holds

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA , X(j) e−ξ(tj) ∈ xA
]

(5.10)

≤ P
[

X(i) eC1 ∈ xA , X(j) eC1 ∈ xA
]

≤ εP
[

X(i) eC1 ∈ xA
]

≤ ε v1P
[

X(i) ∈ xA
]

,

where the constant v1 > 0 follows by the fact that F ∈ DA. Since the X(i) and X(j) as also
the e−ξ(t), for t ∈ [0, T ] are non-negative (and A is increasing set), applying Bonferroni’s
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inequality and using relations (5.9) and (5.10), for any x ≥ x∗0 ∨ x̃0, we obtain

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA

]

≥ P
[

∪n
i=1

{

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
}]

≥

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

−

n
∑

i=1

∑

i<j≤n

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA , X(j) e−ξ(tj) ∈ xA
]

≥
n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

− ε v1

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) ∈ xA
]

≥
n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

−ε
n
∑

i=1

v1
k1(i)

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

≥ (1− u1)
n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

, (5.11)

with

u1 = ε
v1

∧n
i=1k1(i)

> 0 ,

that can be arbitrarily close to zero. Therefore, by relations (5.7) and (5.11), for

δ := δ1 ∨ u1 > 0 ,

and for any x ≥ x0 ∨ x
∗
0 ∨ x̃0, we obtain

(1− δ)
n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

≤ P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA

]

≤ (1 + δ)
n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(ti) ∈ xA
]

. (5.12)

Thus, by relations (5.6) and (5.12) we conclude

(1− δ)

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n
]

≤ P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n

]

≤ (1 + δ)

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n
]

.

Hence, letting δ to tend to zero, as x→ ∞, we find the asymptotic equivalence

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n

]

∼
n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n
]

,

uniformly for any t ∈ ΛT .
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Now, from (5.1) and (5.13), we conclude that uniformly for any t ∈ ΛT it holds

J1(x, m, t) =
m
∑

n=1

P

[

n
∑

i=1

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n

]

∼
m
∑

n=1

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n
]

(5.13)

∼

(

∞
∑

n=1

−
∞
∑

n=m+1

)

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) = n
]

=: J11(x, m, t) + J12(x, m, t) .

For the first term we find

J11(x, m, t) =

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA , N(t) ≥ i
]

=

∫ t

0

P[X(i) e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) . (5.14)

The second term, through (5.9), gives

J12(x, m, t) . k∗
∞
∑

n=m+1

n
∑

i=1

P
[

X(i) e−ξ(Ti) ∈ xA
]

P[N(t) = n] (5.15)

= k∗
∞
∑

n=m+1

nP [X ∈ xA] P[N(t) = n] = k∗P[X ∈ xA]E
[

N(t) 1{N(t)>m}

]

,

where the k∗ := ∨i∈Nk2(i). Hence, by (5.4) and (5.15) we find

lim
m→∞

lim sup
x→∞

sup
t∈ΛT

J12(x, m, t)
∫ t

0
P[X(i) e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds)

≤ lim
m→∞

lim sup
x→∞

sup
t∈ΛT

k∗P[X ∈ xA]E
[

N(t) 1{N(t)>m}

]

K2P [X ∈ xA] λ(t)
= 0 , (5.16)

where in last step we used again [35, Lem. 3.2]. From relations (5.13), (5.14) and (5.16) we
conclude that

J1(x, m, t) ∼

∫ t

0

P[X(i) e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) . (5.17)

From (5.1), in combination with (5.5) and (5.17), we get relation (3.2) uniformly for any
t ∈ ΛT . �

Proof of Corollary 3.1. At first, we notice that by Assumption 3.1 and the condition
of bounded premium densities, we can obtain that

0 ≤

∫ t

0

e−ξ(y)ci(y) dy ≤ Mi e
C1 T <∞ , (5.18)

for any i = 1, . . . , d and t ∈ ΛT . From relation (5.18) and [34, Lem. 4.3(d)], since A =
(l− L) ∈ R we conclude that there exists some u > 0, such that it holds

(x+ u)A ( xA ( (x− u)A . (5.19)
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From (5.19) and Theorem 3.1 in combination with class LA properties, we obtain

ψl,L(x; t) ≤ P

[

D(t) ∈ xA+

∫ s

0

e−ξ(y)ci(y) dy , ∃ s ∈ [0, t]

]

≤ P [D(t) ∈ (x− u)A]

∼

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ (x− u)A
]

λ(ds) ∼

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA
]

λ(ds) , (5.20)

uniformly for any t ∈ ΛT . From the other hand side, similar arguments provide the next
relation

ψl,L(x; t) ≥ P

[

D(t)−

∫ t

0

e−ξ(y)ci(y) dy ∈ xA

]

≥ P [D(t) ∈ (x+ u)A]

∼

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ (x+ u)A
]

λ(ds) ∼

∫ t

0

P
[

X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA
]

λ(ds) , (5.21)

uniformly for any t ∈ ΛT . Therefore, by (5.20) and (5.21), we obtain (3.6) uniformly for any
t ∈ ΛT . �

5.2. Infinite time horizon. Before the proof of Theorem 4.1, we establish a version of
Breiman’s lemma on set from family R. We see that the next lemma serves to help the
reader and not to generalized the Breiman’s lemma in multivariate set up. Indeed, this way
we can avoid the vague convergence and to apply directly the asymptotic expressions. For
proper, independent and dependent multivariate versions of the Breiman’s lemma we refer
to [1] and [9] respectively.

Lemma 5.1. Let A ∈ R be some fixed set. If X, Θ are independent, with X to follow

distribution F ∈ MRV (α, V, µ), with α ∈ (0, ∞), and E[Θp] <∞, for some p > α, then it

holds

P[ΘX ∈ xA] ∼ E[Θα]P[X ∈ xA] , (5.22)

and furthermore, the distribution of Θ YA belongs to R−α.

Proof. At first, from the assumption of the finite moment of Θ, applying the Breiman’s
lemma, see in [6, Cor. 3.6] or in [23, Prop. 5.2(iv)], we obtain

P[ΘX ∈ xA] = P[Θ YA > x] ∼ E[Θα]P[YA > x] = E[Θα]P[X ∈ xA] , (5.23)

which implies (5.22). Further, since FA ∈ R−α, through the closure property of the regular
variation with respect to strong tail equivalence, see in [23, Prop. 3.3(i)], we find that the
distribution of Θ YA belongs to R−α. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. At first, from F ∈MRV (α, V, µ), follows, through Lemma 5.1,
that for any ε ∈ (0, 1) there exists some large enough x0 > 0, such that it holds

1− ε ≤
P[ΘX ∈ xA]

E[Θα]P[X ∈ xA]
≤ 1 + ε , (5.24)

for any x ≥ x0. Putting instead of Θ the e−ξ(s), because of Assumption 4.1, we obtain for
any x ≥ x0

∫∞

t
P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds)

∫∞

0
P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds)

≤
(1 + ε)P[X ∈ xA]

∫∞

t
E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds)

(1− ε)P[X ∈ xA]
∫∞

0
E [e−α ξ(s)] λ(ds)

. (5.25)
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From (5.25), for any δ > 0, we can find some T0 ∈ Λ, such that the inequality

∫ ∞

T0

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) ≤ δ

∫ T0

0

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) , (5.26)

is true. By Theorem 3.1 and relation (5.26), we conclude that it holds

P[D(t) ∈ xA] ≥ P[D(T0) ∈ xA] ∼

∫ T0

0

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds)

≥

(
∫ t

0

−

∫ ∞

T0

)

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) ≥ (1− δ)

∫ t

0

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds)

≥ (1− δ) (1− ε)P[X ∈ xA]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) , (5.27)

uniformly for any t ∈ [T0, ∞), where in last step we used relation (5.24).
From the other side, from [22, Prop. 2.4] in second step and from [2, Th. 3.3] in the third

step, due to Assumption 4.1 and Assumption 3.2, relations (5.26) and (5.24) we obtain

P[D(t) ∈ xA] ≤ P[D(∞) ∈ xA] ≤ P

[

∞
∑

i=1

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(Ti) > x

]

∼
∞
∑

i=1

P
[

Y
(i)
A e−ξ(Ti) > x

]

=

∫ ∞

0

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) ≤

(
∫ t

0

+

∫ ∞

T0

)

P[X e−ξ(s) ∈ xA]λ(ds) (5.28)

≤ (1 + δ) (1 + ε)P[X ∈ xA]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) ,

uniformly for any t ∈ [T0, ∞). Therefore, by (5.27) and (5.28), choosingM− := (1−ε) (1−δ)
andM+ := (1+ε) (1+δ), given the arbitrarily choice of ε and δ, we get by tending ε ↓ 0 and
δ ↓ 0 the convergencesM− ↑ 1 andM+ ↓ 1 to reach the desired result for any t ∈ Λ∩(T0, ∞].

By Theorem 3.1 and via Lemma 5.1, relation (5.24) we find (4.3) to hold uniformly for
any t ∈ Λ, we omit the analytic presentation, as it follows similar steps. �

Proof of Corollary 4.1. For the lower bound of (4.4), we use the assumption that the
integrals of total premiums of the d lines of business are finite and through the inclusion of
the set of (5.19) we find for u > 0 it holds

ψl,L(x, t) = P

[

D(t)−

∫ s

0

e−ξ(y)c(y) dy ∈ xA , ∃ s ∈ (0, t]

]

(5.29)

≥ P

[

D(t)−

∫ t

0

e−ξ(y)c(y) dy ∈ xA

]

≥ P [D(t) ∈ (x+ u)A]

∼ P[X ∈ (x+ u)A]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) ∼ P[X ∈ xA]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) ,

uniformly for any t ∈ Λ, where in the last step we used the inclusion property
MRV (α, V, µ) ( LA, see Section 2. From the other side, through relation (5.19) and
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by similar arguments with (5.28), we get that it holds

ψl,L(x, t) ≤ P

[

D(∞)−

∫ s

0

e−ξ(y)c(y) dy ∈ xA , ∃ s > 0

]

≤ P [D(∞) ∈ (x− u)A]

≤ (1 + δ) (1 + ε)P[X ∈ (x− u)A]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) (5.30)

∼ (1 + δ) (1 + ε)P[X ∈ xA]

∫ t

0

E
[

e−α ξ(s)
]

λ(ds) ,

uniformly for any t ∈ [T0, ∞] and additionally, by relation (5.20), we reach the desired upper
bound, for any t ∈ Λ ∩ [0, T0]. Hence, taking into account (5.30) and (5.29), we conclude
that (4.4) holds uniformly for any t ∈ Λ. �
Acknowledgments. This work is dedicated to the memory of V.V. Kalashnikov (1942 -
2001) and R. Norberg (1945 - 2017).
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