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1 Introduction

In consideration of insurance practice, assume that an insurer who sells disaster (such
as earthquakes, storms, and severe accidents) insurance policies and makes riskless in-
vestments. It is known that continuous-time renewal risk models with constant interest
force are usually adopted to describe this type of insurance business. Historically, the
continuous-time renewal risk models with constant interest force have been studied by
many papers. For instance, Sundt and Teugels (1995) derived upper and lower bounds of
infinite-time ruin probability by martingale methods in the presence of light-tailed claim

sizes. Assuming that the claim-arrival process is a homogeneous Poisson process and the
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claim sizes are heavy-tailed, Kliippelberg and Stadtmiiller (1998) obtained an asymp-
totic estimation of infinite-time ruin probability. Subsequently, Tang (2005) achieved a
uniformly asymptotic formula for finite-time ruin probability under the assumption that
the claim sizes are subexponential and the claim-arrival process is a compound Poisson
process. Tang (2007) get an asymptotic formula of infinite-time ruin probability when
the claim sizes belong to extended-regularly-varying tailed class. By means of asymptotic
results for randomly weighted sums of subexponential random variables (r.v.s), Hao and
Tang (2008) gained asymptotic estimates for discounted aggregate claims of finite-time
and infinite-time ruin probabilities in continuous-time renewal risk models with subexpo-
nential claims. In their model, the claim sizes are assumed to be a sequence of independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) r.v.s and the inter-arrival times form another sequence
of i.i.d. nonnegative r.v.s, independent of the claim sizes. Recently, in order to better
fit the actual insurance situation, researchers have been interested in imposing various
dependence structures among the claim sizes or the inter-arrival times or between them.
For example, Chen and Ng (2007), Asimit and Badescu (2010), Li et al. (2010), among
many recent others.

Moreover, another new research trend is about taking both main and by-claims into
account into continuous-time renewal risk models, which have attracted much attention
in the past decades. In reality, in the event of natural and man-made disasters such as
floods and traffic accidents, other insurance claims are likely to occur after the immediate
ones. Such a phenomenon leads to consider the classical risk models with by-claims,
which was firstly proposed by Waters and Papatriandafylou (1985) in a discrete-time
case and by Yuen and Gao (2001) in a continuous-time case. For some recent studies
on this field, the reader is referred to Yuen et al. (2005), Wu and Li (2012), Li (2013),
Yang and Li (2019), Gao et al. (2019), Liu et al. (2021), Lu and Yuan (2022), Wang et al.
(2023), among many others. Particularly, for unidimensional continuous-time renewal risk
models, Yang and Li (2019) obtained some precise asymptotic expansions for finite-time
ruin probability with subexponential main and by-claims. Gao et al. (2019) established
a uniformly asymptotic formula for finite-time ruin probability of risk models perturbed
by diffusion in the presence of long-tailed and dominatedly-varying claim sizes. Liu et al.
(2021) derived asymptotic estimate for finite-time ruin probability of time-dependent risk
models with subexponential main and by-claims. Whereas, for bidimensional continuous-
time renewal risk models, Lu and Yuan (2022) and Wang et al. (2023) investigated four

types of asymptotic finite-time ruin probabilities with subexponential main and by-claims,



respectively.

However, for the literature mentioned above, we remark that all the approximations
obtained are based on the first order asymptotic behavior. With the increasing growth
of the insurance industry, there is a growing need of the exploration and examination of
second (or higher) order estimates for enhancing risk analysis. This requirement stems
from the collective expectations of insurers and regulators, who demand greater accuracy
in assessing risks. The second order expansions for tail probability of aggregate claims
have been widely studied under second order conditions, among which second order subex-
ponentiality (denoted by .#5) and second order regular variation (denoted by 2RV) are
the most accepted assumptions. Moreover, the utilization of .5 and 2RV has found
widespread applications in various domains, including applied probability, statistics, risk
management, telecommunication networks, and numerous other fields. See Omey and
Willekens (1986), Kliippelberg (1988), Kliippelberg (1989), Geluk and Pakes (1991), de
Haan and Resnick (1996), de Haan and Ferreira (2006) for more details.

This paper focuses on the second order subexponential distributions which was pro-
posed by Lin (2012) and studied by numerous scholars subsequently. For the convenience
of presentation, we first recall some related definitions and notations. For any distribution
function F, denote by F(z) = 1 — F(x) its tail. Assume that F'(x) > 0 holds for all z > 0.
For ¢t > 0, write A(t) = (0,¢],

r+ At) = (v, 2+ t]
and
Flx+A(t) = F(x,x +t]| = F(z +1t) — F(x).

Hereafter, all limit relationships are according to x — oo unless stated otherwise. For
two positive functions a(-) and b(-), write a(z) ~ b(x) if lima(z)/b(x) = 1. It is known
that a distribution F on [0, 4+00) is classified as a distribution of the subexponential class,

denoted by .7, if
F2*(x) ~ 2F (),

where F?* denotes 2-fold convolution of the distribution F with itself. The class . was
first introduced by Chistyakov (1964). For more properties of .# and some related classes,
we refer the readers to Embrechts et al. (1997) and Foss et al. (2013). A distribution F' on

(—00,00) is classified as a distribution of the local long-tailed class Zx, if, for any ¢ > 0,
Flx+y+ A(t) ~ F(x + A(t))
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holds uniformly in y € [0, 1]. The class £ was firstly proposed by Asmussen et al. (2003).
Below are the definitions of second order subexponential distributions supported on the
nonnegative half line and the whole real line which were first proposed in Lin (2012) and

Lin (2014), respectively.

Definition 1.1 A distribution F' on [0,00) with finite mean pup is said to belong to the
second order subexponential class, denoted by F' € S, if F € Za and

F>(z) — 2F(2) ~ 2upF (z, 2 + 1].

Definition 1.2 A distribution F' on (—oo, 00) with finite mean pg is said to belong to the
second order subexponential class, denoted by S, if F* € % and F(x,z + 1] is almost

decreasing, where F*(x) = F(x)1{z>0y and 1g is the indicator function of a set E.

As stated in Lin (2014), a significant condition imposed on the second order subex-
ponential distributions supported on (—o0,00) is that the local probabilities of these
distributions should be almost decreasing. In addition, the second order subexponential
class is quite large, which contains many commonly-used distributions, such as Pareto,
Lognormal and Weibull (with parameter between 0 and 1) distributions. Furthermore, it
is known that .% C .%. See Lin (2012) for details.

For the continuous-time renewal risk models without constant interest force considered,
Lin (2012) derived a second order precise result in an ordinary renewal risk model under
the condition that the equilibrium distribution of claims is second order subexponential.
Yang et al. (2022) obtained second order asymptotics for infinite-time ruin probability
in a compound renewal risk model. For the continuous-time renewal risk models with
constant interest force and by-claims considered, more recently, Lin (2021) achieved a
second order asymptotic expansion for an ordinary renewal risk model with by-claims,
whereas it is also assumed that the equilibrium distribution of claims belong to the second
order subexponential distributions. In the view of practice, it is easy to see that the
assumption imposed on the claims themselves but not on the equilibrium distribution of
claims is more natural and convenient to verify. Besides, Yang et al. (2022) investigated
second order tail behavior for stochastic discounted value of aggregate net losses in a
discrete-time risk model.

To the best of our knowledge, up to now, there is no work studying the second order
asymptotics for discounted aggregate claims of continuous-time renewal risk models with

constant interest force and second order subexponential claim sizes. Inspired by this,
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this paper is devoted to investigating the second order asymptotic expansions of two
types of continuous-time renewal risk models without and with by-claims separately. By
constructing the asymptotic theory and weighted Kesten-type inequality of randomly
weighted sums for second order subexponential r.v.s, this paper first obtains a uniformly
second order asymptotic estimation for discounted aggregate claims (Theorem 2.1 below)
of continuous-time renewal risk models without by-claims. Next, under the assumption
that the main and by-claims are second order subexponential and locally weak equivalent,
the second order asymptotic estimation for discounted aggregate claims (Theorem 3.1
below) of continuous-time renewal risk models with by-claims is also constructed. It is
worth mentioning that our obtained result (Theorem 3.1 below) is different from the one
in Lin (2021) since it is assumed that the equilibrium distribution of claims is second
order subexponential in his paper.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives the second order asymp-
totic expansion for discounted aggregate claims of continuous-time renewal risk models
without by-claims. Section 3 preforms the second order asymptotic expansion for dis-
counted aggregate claims of continuous-time renewal risk models with by-claims. Section
4 shows some simulations to illustrate the superiority and preciseness of our results in
comparison of the first order asymptotics. Section 5 concludes this paper. Section 6

presents some necessary lemmas and the proofs of main results.

2 Second order asymptotic for continuous-time re-
newal risk models without by-claims

In this section, consider a continuous-time renewal risk model with interest force, in
which claim sizes {Xj, k > 1} constitute a sequence of i.i.d. and real-valued r.v.s with
common distribution F; while their arrival times {74, k > 1}, independent of { Xy, k > 1},
constitute a renewal counting process N(t) = sup{i € N : 7; < t} representing the
claim-arrival process with finite renewal function A(t) = EN(t) = > .2, P(r; <t). The
inter-arrival times 6 = 71,0, = 7o — T1_1, k = 2,3, ... constitute another sequence of i.i.d.
nonnegative and not-degenerate-at-zero r.v.s. Assume that there is a constant force of
interest » > 0. Then, under these settings, the discounted aggregate claims are expressed

as the following stochastic process

t o
D,(t) = / e dX(s) = Y Xpe " <. (2.1)
- k=1



For the convenience of later use, define A = {t : A(t) > 0} = {t: P(r; <t) > 0} and write
Ar = AN|0,7]. In addition, we also assume that all the random resources appearing in
(2.1) are mutually independent. For model (2.1), Hao and Tang (2008) investigated the
first order asymptotic of tail probability of the stochastic process (2.1) in the presence of
F € .. They proved that, for arbitrary fixed T' € A, the relation below holds uniformly
for all t € Ay that

P(D(t) > z) ~ / Pl (),

Commonly, the first order asymptotic is crude. Thus, studying second order asymp-
totic of tail probability for aggregate claims becomes more valuable. For the convenience

of our presentation, we use the following notations. Let

oran(T;t) / / e F (ze" ) (x4 1)e" ] eI P(gem ) (2 + 1)erv]>)\(du))\(dv).
Here comes our first main result.

Theorem 2.1 Consider the discounted aggregate claims described in (2.1). If F € 372,
then, for arbitrary fized T € A, it holds uniformly for all t € Ap that

P(Dy(t) > z) = /OF(xem)/\(du)—i—quOF;)\’,\(x;t)—i-o(l) /0 Flee™, (@ + 1)e™ A (du).

Remark 2.1 Clearly, our Theorem 2.1 is more precise than Theorem 2.1 of Hao and
Tang (2008). Moreover, by some simple calculations, one can easily verify that the last
term foi F(ze™, (x4 1)e™]A(du) in Theorem 2.1 is also the higher order infinitesimal of

the second one pp.a(z;t).

Remark 2.2 In Theorem 2.1, if we further restrict the claim sizes belong to some smal-
ler distribution class, for instance, F has a density belonging to reqular variation (see
Corollary 2.1 below) with some indez, then the second order asymptotic formula of the

discounted aggregate claims becomes more explicit.

Definition 2.1 We say that a measurable function f valued on [0, 00) is regularly varying
at infinity with indexr o € R if, for all t > 0,
)
oo f(x)
which is denoted by f € RV,. Further, for a distribution function F, we say F € RV,
if F satisfies the above relation replacing f. In particular, if & = 0, F is called slowly
varying (at infinity), which is denoted by F € RV.

=t°,
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Corollary 2.1 Consider the discounted aggregate claims described in (2.1). Further as-
sume that {N(t),t > 0} is a Poisson process with intensity A > 0. If F' has a density
J € RV_(a+1) with a > 1, then F € % and, for arbitrary fived T € A, it holds uniformly
for allt € Ar that

A1 — e_"”t)?(x) N LpA2(1 — et (1 — e—ort)

P (D) > 2) = “-—° 3

f(@) +o(f(x)).

Proof. Firstly, if f € RV_(q41) with o > 1, then the proof for F' € % has been presented
in the proof of Corollary 3.2 in Lin (2014). Moreover, it follows from de Haan and Ferreira
(2006) that F' € RV_,, which implies that

)\(1 _ e—art)

/_F(wer”)k(du)w )

Next, due to F'(z, z+y] ~ yF (z, z+1] locally uniformly for y € (—oo,00) and F(z, z+1] ~
f(z), note that

t

¢
/ F(ze™, (z+ 1)e™|A\(du) ~ / e F(ze™, ze™ 4+ 1]\ (du)
0—

t _ ,—art
~ )\/ e f(ze™)du ~ Al —e™)
0—

where in the last step we used f € RV_(441). Similarly, we have
t t—v
oraa(r;t) ~ )\2/ / (e_”er(“”)f(a:er(“%)) + e_r(“”)emf(xem))dudv
o- Jo-

t t—v
~ )\2f<x) / / (e—rve—ar(u—l-v) + e—r(u—l—’u)e—am})dudv
o- Jo-
B /\2(1 o 6—rt>(1 o e—art)

ar?

f(@).

Combining all these relations yields the desired result. m

3 Second order asymptotic for continuous-time re-
newal risk models with by-claims

This section mainly focuses on continuous-time renewal risk models with constant
interest force and by-claims. Specifically, for each positive integer k, assume that an
insurer’s kth main claim X, occurring at time 7, will be accompanied with a by-claim

Y}, occurring at 73 + Dy, where Dy, denotes an uncertain delay time (possibly degenerate
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at 0). Let {Xy;k > 1} and {Y};k > 1} be two sequences of i.i.d. real-valued r.v.s with
respective common distributions F' and G, and {Dy;k > 1} be another sequence of i.i.d.
nonnegative r.v.s with common distributions H. Assume that the claim-arrival times of
the main claims {73; k > 1} constitute a renewal sequence such that the inter-arrival times
0, =11,0, = —Tx_1,k = 2,3, - form a sequence of i.i.d. nonnegative r.v.s, which drive
the corresponding renewal counting process N(t) = sup{i € N: 7; < t} representing the

claim-arrival process with finite renewal function A\(t) = EN(t) = Z P(1; <t). Under

this setting, the discounted aggregate claims with by-claims are expressed as the stochastic

process
N(t) 00
t) = ZXke—er + ZYke_r(Tk+Dk)1{Tk+Dk§t}> t>0, (31)
k=1 k=1

where r > 0 is the constant interest force as before. In addition, we also assume that all
the random resources appearing in (3.1) are mutually independent.
Now, we are ready to state our next main result. For the convenience of our present-

ation, we introduce the following notations. Set (A x H)( fo, (t — s)A(ds),

wolz;t) == / F(ze™)\(du) + / G(ze™)(\ x H)(du),

Palxit) == /ot /t‘” e Gae ), (@ 4 1) (A« H)(du)A(dw)
! Y e TY xer(v—i—s) T er(v—i-s) s v
+// Gae ™), (2 + 1) H (ds)A(dv)
—r u+v r(v+s) T er(ers) s u v
[ o4+ e H (N,

// e "I F(zem™, (¢ 4 1)e™](A H)(dv)A(du)

0

O

+// e P (e, (2 + 1) H (ds)A(dv)

0~ Jo
+ / / / ) P(zen ) (2 + 1)em T H (ds)A(du) A(do),
o-Jo- Jo
and

QDGA*H)\ X, t

/ / e "G (ze" ) (x4 1)e" ] eI G (e (2 + 1)6”]) (A x H)(du)A(dv).



Theorem 3.1 Consider the discounted aggregate claims described in (3.1). Assume that
F,G € % and G(z,x+1] < F(x,x+1], then, for arbitrary fired T' € A, it holds uniformly
for allt € Ar that

P(Le(t) > x) = @o(2;t) + pr (proa(;t) + P (e;t) + pe (Panaa(@;t) + @r(;t) + o (Ax; 1))
with
t o t o
A(x;t) = / F(ze™, (zx+ 1)e™|A(du) + [ G(xe™, (z+ 1)e™]|(A* H)(du).
_ -
Remark 3.1 Indeed, our Theorem 3.1 is more precise than Theorem 2.1 of Yang and Li

(2019), regarded as the first order asymptotic, since their paper showed that
P (L.(t) > x) ~ @o(x; 1),
and it can be easily proved that the two terms behind po(x;t) are negligible.

Remark 3.2 [t secems that the second order expansion for discounted aggregate claims
of continuous-time renewal risk models with constant interest force and by-claims is too
complex, but it can be easily calculated by computers, which can be seen in our simulation

studies.

Remark 3.3 Similarly done as in Section 2, if we further restrict the claim sizes to some
smaller distribution class, then the second order asymptotic formula of the discounted

aggregate claims becomes transparent.

Corollary 3.1 Consider the discounted aggregate claims described in (3.1). Assume that
{N(t),t > 0} is a Poisson process with intensity X\ > 0. If F and G have respective
densities f and g both in RV_(ay1) with o > 1 satisfying f(x) =< g(x) and H is an
exponential distribution with mean 5\\*1, but #r and h\ # ar, then F,G € % and, for
arbitrary fived T € A, it holds uniformly for all t € A that

- AL — 6—(ar+X)t)

F(e) + () = =——5—G() + pr (Qal0)f ()

+ 00 (09()) + e (@XM g(x) + A f(2)) + o)),

P(L(t) > z) = )\(1——6_Mt)<

ar

with
- /\2(1 - efrt)(l - efart)
ar?

Y



~ /\/):<(oz + DA+ ozr) Ar((a +1)r+ ozA) (at1)rt )\(;\\ _ 2)\)6—(ar+X)t

Xpia(t) = ~ N e Nt
; r2(ar 4+ A)(a +1) ar?(a + 1)(r — A) =)

AZhe \2e—art

) ar(ar + \) a2
aﬁ&ﬂ:A%l—gﬂ&b—fwﬂ+A%4Mf?y_€fﬁm%_vgﬂg_ﬁ%wﬁp
; ar (r—XA)(ar+A) (ar + N)(r +ar + )

A2(1 — e (et Dirt) (1 — e )
_ (a + 1)7’(047“+X) B 7"(7°+ozr+X)’
and

MA+ar+ar) At AZeort A ()\(X —ar) + aXr) e~ ()t

A () = - - —
’ ar?(A+r) ar ar2(A+r) ar(A+7r)(\—ar)
. AX((oz + 1)()\/)\\ —ar)+ )\r(/)\\ — ozr))e*(o‘“)” A2~ (Atar+r)t
ala+ D)r2(A+1)(A — ar) ar(+r)

Proof. Adopting the same proof ideas used in Corollary 2.1, it suffices to calculate all the
integrals appearing in right-hand of the relation in Theorem 3.1. First, the asymptotic
results of fo— (xe™)A(du) and @p.x A(x;t) have been obtained in Corollary 2.1. Next, by
some computations, it follows that

/ G(xe™)(\ x H)(du) = )\/ G(ze™)(1 — e_Xt)du

t ~
~ )\a(x)/ e (1 — e M)du

1 — e—ort 1 — —(ar+N\)t o
- ( R >G(a:).
ar ar + A

Similarly done as above, we have

t t—v N R t t—v N
oa(x;t) ~ )\Qg(x)/ / e e r(utv) (1 —e)dudv + /\)\g(.r)/ / e emorut)emAs s dy
_ o

0-

+ )\2/\9 / / / —r(u+tv) —ar(v+s XSdeUdU

= M (1g()

Oaaem (T 1) ~ Ng(z

t t—v ~
)/ / (6—rve—ar(u+v) + 6—r(u+v)6—aru> (1 . 6—Au> dudv
o- Jo-
9(@),

g
= wk’x(t)

e
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and

t t—u N R t t—v N
Pr(z;t) ~ N2 f(x) / / e rwtemer (1 — e M) dudu + A f(x) / / e T emarve=Asqgdy
0~ Jo- 0

t t—v t—v .
+ )\2)\f(l') / / / e—r(v-i-s)e—ocr(u-‘rv)e—)\sdsdudv
o- Jo- _
= (0 (2).

Thus, this completes the proof. =

4 Simulation

In this section, some simulation studies are performed to check the accuracy of the
obtained theoretical result in Theorem 3.1. The improvement of our result is illustrated
via the crude Monte-Carlo method compared with that on the first order asymptotics.
Model specifications for the numerical studies are listed below:

e The main claims { Xy; k > 1} and the by-claims {Y}; k > 1} constitute two sequences
of i.i.d. nonnegative r.v.s with the Pareto distribution of the form

F(x)zl—( i )QF, G(x)zl—( fe )ac, x>0,

T+ KFp T+ kg

for some ap > 2 and ag > 2; or with the Weibull distribution of the form
F(x)=1- e—(r/HF)aF7 Glx)=1- 6—(1"/%(;)“@7 x>0,

for some 0 < ar <1 and 0 < ag < 1.
e The inter-arrival times of the main claims {fx; k > 1} is a sequence of i.i.d. nonneg-

ative r.v.s with a common exponential distribution of the form
PO, <z)=1—e 2>0,

for some A > 0. Then the counting process {N(¢);t > 0} form a integer-valued stochastic

process with a Poisson distribution of the form

At)
P(N(t)=k) = %e’\t, k=0,1,....

e The delayed times of claims {Dy;k > 1} is a sequence of i.i.d. nonnegative r.v.s

with a common exponential distribution of the form

Hx)=1—e >0,

11



for some A > 0.

For the simulated value of tail probability for discounted aggregate claims, we first
generate five random sequences including arrival times of the main claims {7; k > 1}, the
delayed times { Dy; k > 1}, the main claims {X; k > 1}, the delayed claim {Y}; k > 1} and
the counting process {N(t);t > 0}, with a sample size n. For each sample i = 1,...,n, we
denote the above five sequences by {7,5"); k> 1}, {D,(:); k> 1}, {X,gi); k> 1}, {Yk(i); k> 1}
and {N®(t);t > 0}, respectively, and then calculate the following quantity

NO(@) » " "
S(z) = Z (Xlgz)e_m—k —|—Yk(z)e_r(7k +Dy, )]_
k=1

{ré“w,(j)gt}) ’

which represents the estimated value for the net loss caused by the ¢th simulated series
of accidents. Repeating the algorithm above n times, the value of cumulative claim tail

probability can be estimated by

9
n po {8 >z}~

Set the sample size i = 10° in the Pareto case or the Weibull case. The various
parameters are set to kp = kg = 2, ap = ag = 2.3, A = 0.2, N = 0.2, and r = 0.1 for the
Pareto-distributed claims or kp = kg =1, ap = ag = 0.3, A = 0.1, 2= 0.1, and » = 0.1
for the Weibull-distributed claims.

We consider both the first and the second order asymptotic values of tail probability
for discounted aggregate claims, where, clearly, the first term of second order expansion
is the first order asymptotic value, i.e. go(xz;t). We plot graphics of the simulated values,
the first-order asymptotic estimates and the second-order asymptotic estimates for the
two cases, respectively, as shown in Figures (a) and (b) below. Figure (a) shows the
Pareto case and Figure (b) shows the the Weibull case.

As shown in Figures (a) and (b), with the increase of = the simulated and the two
asymptotic values are closer and decrease gradually. Moreover, the deviations originating
from the second order estimate are slightly smaller than the corresponding ones from
the first order estimate. This indicates that our second order asymptotic estimate for
the cumulative claim tail probability is superior to the traditional first order asymptotic

estimate.
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5 Conclusion

The findings from this study mainly make two contributions to the current literature.
First, this paper considers continuous-time renewal risk models with constant interest
force and without by-claims, in which the claim sizes are assumed to be real-valued second
order subexponential r.v.s. By constructing a kesten-type inequality of randomly weighted
sums of non-identically distributed second order subexponential r.v.s, the second order
asymptotic of discounted aggregate claims is derived. Further, the second order asymp-
totic of discounted aggregate claims for continuous-time renewal risk models with constant
interest force and by-claims is also built. In comparison of the first order asymptotic for-
mulae, our results are more superior and precise, which are demonstrated by some simple

numerical studies.

6 Appendix

In this section, we first prepare two lemmas, then the proof of Theorem 2.1 is given
afterwards. Firstly, for simplicity, hereafter, set A¥ = {1,2,--- n} \ {k} for any k €
{1,2,--- ,n}. Lemma 6.1 is the so-called weighted Kesten-type inequality for second
order subexponential distributions, which is of interest in its own right. Lemma 6.2 is
a non-identically distributed version of Theorem 3.1 of Lin (2020). Next, we present
Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 for proving Theorem 3.1 and the proof of Theorem 3.1 is given at

the end of this paper.
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Lemma 6.1 Let { X, k > 1} be a sequence of independent real-valued r.v.s with respective
distributions {Fi, k > 1}, and {Oy, k > 1} be another positive and arbitrarily dependent
r.v.s, independent of { Xy, k > 1}. For all k > 1, denote by up, the finite expectation of
Xi. Assume that Fy, € Ln and Fy(x,z + 1] < F(x,x + 1] for some F € 57; If, for all
k>1, P(© € [a,b]) =1 for some 0 < a < b < oo, then there exist some constants A
and K = K(g, up,a,b) > 0, irrespective of n, such that

sup =1 _ =1 S K(l +€)n
=>4 Z P(@ZXl S (JI,ZL’ + 1])

=1

holds for allmn > 1.

Proof. To prove this lemma, let (cy,...,¢,) € [a,b]™ and for all n > 1, we first prove that

there exist some constants A and K = K(e, g, a,b) > 0, irrespective of n, such that

P (i i X; > :1:) - éP(ciXi > )

sup  sup = : < K(1+¢e)". (6.1)
(c1,-+e5cn ) Ela,b]™ >A Z P(CiXZ' c (l‘,(L’ + 1])
i=1
Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ € (0,1) and ¢; = max{cy,..., 1}

Since Fy(z,x + 1] is almost decreasing, thus, by Lemma 4.6 of Lin (2020), that there

exist some constants Ag, C' > 0 such that for all x > A,

C
Plens1Xn € (2,2 +1]) < C- L P(e1 X € (2,2 + 1))
n+1
<op (L et]
Cnt1 C1 C1
= - Pl X, € (z,2 + 1)
Cn+1
= KP(c1 X, € (z,x + 1)), (6.2)

where in the second and third steps we used Fy(z,z + 1] < F(x,x + 1],k > 1. Moreover,
for any 4,5 € {1,...,n},i # j and (¢;,¢;) € [a,b]?, it follows from Lemmas 4.11 and 4.12
of Lin (2020) that there exists sufficiently large constant A > A, such that for all x > A,

€
PleXi+ce X, >z, X; <x—A) <Plg;X; >x)+ —Pc; X, € (r,z+ 1
(€Xi4 e, > .0, S0 4) S PleXe > 2) 4 s Ple; € (et 1)
€
+ b+ —— P(e;X; € (x,x+1]), (6.3
(1 s ) Pl e 1), (69
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P(C,L)(z + Cij S (;E,I + 1],Cij <z-— A)

and

AP(Z}MH>A><§ (6.5)
=1

due to the finiteness of the expectation of F.X;.
Now we proceed to use induction to prove (6.1). Obviously, (6.1) is trivial for n = 1.

Now we assume that (6.1) holds for n. Next we aim to prove (6.1) for n + 1. To do so,
denote by

1=1 =1

P (Z Cz’Xz‘ > Jf) - ZP(ClXZ > I’)
= sup sup n ’
(C1,ecn)Elatln 2> A > P(ciX; € (z,z + 1))

i=1

n+1
Next, based on the existing sufficiently large A, we split the probability P (Z G X; > x)
i=1
into three parts as:

n+1 n+1
P (Z i Xi >, Cp1Xnp ST — A) +P (Z CiXi > T, Cpp1 Xng1 > 33)

=1 i=1

n+1
+ P (Z CiXi > T, — A< Cn-i—an-I—l S 37)

=1

= Ji(z) + Jo(x) + J3(2). (6.6)

For Ji(x), by the definition of «,, (6.3) and (6.4), it holds that

z—A n
Ji(x) = / P (Z X >x — t) P(cp1 Xy € dt)

- i=1

z—A n n
:/ P( CZ‘XZ'>CE—t)—ZP(C,’Xi>£L‘—t)
> i=1

i=1
+ Z P(ciX; + cny1Xng1 > @, cp1 X1 <o — A)

=1

P(Cn-l—an-H € dt)

15



n rz—A

SanZ/

i=1 Y 7

P(eiX; € (x—t,x —t + 1)) Plcasr Xor € dt) + ) (P(c:X; > x)
=1

3
+bupP(c;X; € (x,x + 1)) + ———P(cpi1Xny1 € (z,x + 1
P € (1, +1) 4 1o E s Pl X €m0 1))

< a, ; ((1 + m) P(¢;X; € (z,x+1]) + mp(cnﬂ)(nﬂ € (x,x + 1]))

+Z( (e:Xi > +(b+m)P(Cin€(%w+1])
€

+—
12K +1)

SiP(CiXi>$>+((1+Z>an+bﬂp+ )ZP (¢ X; € (z,z+ 1)),

P(cpi1Xnt1 € (z,x + 1]))

where in the last step we used the relation (6.2). For Jy(z), by Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10 of
Lin (2020), it is easy to check uniformly for (cy,...,c,11) € |a,b]™ that,

n n+1
:P<Zci X; >0, cn+1Xn+1>$>+P<chX > Zch <O>
i=1

=1 =1

=P (Z cX; > 0) P(Cn+1Xn+1 > x) +/
i=1

—00

0

P (cn—HXn—H > X — y) P (Z CzX € dy)

=1

0
= P(cp1Xn1 > ) —/ P(chi1Xni € (2 — (Z cX; € dy>

— 00

0 n
S P(Cn+1Xn+1 > l’) + </ yP (Z CiXi € dy) —+ %) P(CnJranJrl < (LC,.T + 1])

— =1

0 n
< P(C,—L+1Xn+1 > l’) + (/ yP (Z cX; € dy) + %(1 + 5)) P(Cn+1Xn+1 € (ZL‘,JZ + 1])

—o° i=1

For J5(z), according to the relation (6.5), we conclude

Jg(l’) =P <Z c; X; > A, r— A< Cn+1Xn+1 < I)

=1

n+1
+ P (ZCZX >x,0< ZCZX <A i1 X < x)

=1 =1
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=P (Z X > A) P(cpi1Xnt1 € (z — A, x])

=1

A n
+/ P(chy1Xnq1 € (v —y,2])P (Z ¢iX; € dy)
0 i=1

< <(1 +¢)AP (i bl X;| > A) + /A yP (i X, € dy)) P(cp1Xpnt1 € (2 + 1))

i=1 i=1
00 n e
< (/ yP (Z cX; € dy) + g(l —l—e)) P(chi1Xni1 € (2 4+ 1]).
0 i=1
Then, combining the inequalities above into the relation (6.6) yields that
n+1 n+1 c n
PSS exX, >z < PciXi>x+<(1+—>an+b +1> P(eiX, € (z,7+1
(Seon> o) < S ptan o (145) on o 41) Yot )

+ (nb,up + E(1 + 5)) P(cpi1Xni1 € (2 + 1))

4
n+1 c n+1
<) P(eX;>1)+ ((1 + 1) o, + (n+ 1)buF> D PleX; € (v,2+ 1)),
=1 =1

which implies
(7% S (1 + Z)Oln_l + nb,up

By induction and in view of oy = 0, it holds that

a, < bur nié(n — 1) <1 + Z)Z < bupn? (1 + Z)n (6.7)
i=0

It is easy to see that the right-hand side of (6.7) does not exceed K(1 + £)" for an
appropriately chosen constant K and hence, the desired (6.1) is proven.

Finally, by conditioning on (64,...,0,), we conclude

. =1 : =1
[

=1 =1

b b n
g/ / K(1+e) S P(aXi € (1,5 + 1) P(6; € dey, -+ ,0, € dey)
a a i=1

P(©; €de,--+,0, €de,)

=K (1 —l—s)nZP(@iXi > (z,x +1]).
i=1
Thus, this completes the proof of Lemma 6.1.
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Lemma 6.2 Let {Z;,1 < k < n} ben independent real-valued r.v.s with respective distri-
butions Uy, -+ Uy, and {O, 1 < k < n} be another n positive and arbitrarily dependent
r.v.s, independent of {Zy,1 < k <n}. For all1 <k <n, denote by jz, the finite expect-
ation of Zy. Assume that Zy € Ln and Zy(x,z + 1| < Z(x,x + 1] for some Z € % If
there exist two constants 0 < a < b < 0o such that P(©y, € [a,b]) =1 for all 1 < k <mn,
then it holds that

P (Z OrZy > SII) ZP (OrZr > x) + Z Z 1z, E(Oi1ie, 2 c(xo+11})
=1

k=1 jeAk

+o0 (i P(@ka S (JI,ZE + 1])) .

k=1

Proof. The proof of Lemma 6.2 can be done by going along the same lines of as that
of Theorem 3.1 of Lin (2020) by some obvious modifications. To save space, we omit it

here and this ends the proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. For the convenience of presentation, we write ,,(t) = {(s1,...,Sp41) €
(0,00)"1 sty == 3" s, <t < S s} for each t € Ap. For some sufficiently large
positive integer N, it holds that

P (Dr(t) > x) = Z (P (Z Xie_TTil{N(t):n} > x) — Z P (Xie_rTil{N(t):n} > .I))
=1

n=1 i=1
oo

+) ) P (Xie T Ny > @)

n=1 i=1

00 N n n
= ( > +Z> (P (Z Xie” " LN @=n} > 96) =D P (Xie T gy > 93))
n=N+1 n=1 i=1 i=1

+ZP e > a, N(t) > 1)

= [i(x;t) + I(x;t) + /i F(xe™)\(du).

To deal with I,(x;t), by Lemma 6.1 above and Lemma 4.6 of Lin (2020), there exist a
constant C' > 0 such that uniformly for ¢t € A,

Li(x;t) < ;1 (14¢)" Z/ / Xie ™ e ( x:v—i—l])lllG(dsl)
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o

= Z K1+¢)" Z /_ /_—u F(ze" ™) (2 +1)e"“INP(N(t —u —v) =n — 1)

n=N+1
X P(Ti — 7 € dv)P(m € du)

< Z K(1+¢e)" Z/ /tuC’e”’F Y+ 1)e™|P(N(t—u—wv)=n—1)

n=N+1

x P(r; = € dv)P(my € du)

o0

< Ce' Z K(1+¢)"n /t F(ze™, (z+ 1)e™P(N(t—u) =n—1)P(r € du)

n=N-+1

t
< CKe”/ F(ze™, (x+1)e™E [(1+ e)YNEIN (¢ — W) 1N (t—uy>n}] A(du)

SCKawqa+gWWNunMWBm]/_F@ (2 + De™A(dw)

:0</iF@J%@+kaM@®)7

where in the last step we used the well-known fact that moment generating function of
N(t) is analytic in a neighborhood of 0; see, e.g. Stein (1946). For I1(x;t), according to
Lemma 6.2, it holds uniformly for all ¢ € Ay that

n+1

(x;1) ,uFZ/ /ZZ; Z e " P(Xie ™" € (2, x4+ 1)) HG(dsl)
;Zl/ / Xie e ( xx—i—l])ﬁG(dsl)

(Z Z ) Do) Bl ™ xe e N w=ny)

=1 n=N+1 1=1 keA}

(Z (Xpe™ ™ >z, N(t) > z))
= Iy (x;t) + Ioa(x;t) + 0 (/ F(ze™, (z + 1)6T“])\(du)) :
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For I5(z;t), by interchanging the orders of the sum, it holds uniformly for all t € A7 that

]21 &€ t NFZZ <Z Z) er]-{Xe "Tig(z,x+1],N(t)= n}]

n=1 i=1 k<i k>1

_4w§:§:<§:/’/’ ) B (3 4+ 1)e™ P(N(f —u— v) = n — i)

i=1 n=1 k<i

X P(ry, € du)P(7; — 7, € dv) + Z/ / e " (ze" ) (2 4 1)er (Y]

k>i

N({t—u—v)=n—k)P(r; € du)P(1, — 7; € dv))
t—u
= MF/ / ) Pz (x4 1)e™] + e T F (ze" ) (2 4 1)e" TN (du) M(dw)
= prpran(T;t).

For Iy (x;t), by Lemma 4.6 of Lin (2020), there exist a constant C' > 0, we have that

Io(z;t) < pp Z Z(n —1)P(X;e" € (x,x + 1], N(t) =n)

= g Z Zn—l / / (ze" ) (2 4+ 1)e" ™ P(N(t —u —v) =n — i)

< Ce"up Z n(n—1 /t F(ze™, (z+ 1)e™P(N(t —u) =n—1)P(n € du)

n=N+1

:o(étpuaa@+¢pmpmm).

Combining all these results indicates the desired Theorem 2.1 and this ends the proof.

Lemma 6.3 Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, we have that

Z Z ZE rmtby 1{N(t)=n,Ti+DiSt}1{Xke*”k6(:c,:v+1]}) = GF(% t) (68)

n=1 k=1 =1

Proof. Firstly, by interchanging the order of the summations twice, the left-hand of (6.8)

oo o0

corresponds to
<Z: §:+Z:§:§j (7 POL (N it D L e vk
k=1 1 n=k k=1 i=k+1 n=t

k
= L1 + LQ.

(2
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For L;, interchanging the order of the summations again, it holds that

Li=> Y BE(e ™™ ripienlxermieatn))

fr (ri+D;)
T Z Z " 1{TkStm+DiSt}1{Xke*”k6(w+1]})
i=1 k=i+1

= Ly + L.

We first deal with L;;. Obviously, conditioning on (7;, D;) yields that

Ly = / / e Bz (2 4+ 1) H(ds)A(dv),

In a similar Way, for L15, by noticing the independence of 7; and 7, — 7; and conditioning

on (1;, 7 — 7i, D;), it holds that

Ly = / / ) / e "I P (zem ) (2 4 1)e" T H (ds) A (du) A(dw).

Now we turn to treat L,. Similarly done as in the treatment of L;, by conditioning on
(), 77 — T + D) and noticing that the identically-distributed property of Dy, it holds
that

—r Ti—Tk+Tk+Ds)
Z Z ' ' ]‘{Ti*TkJerSt,Ti*TkJerJrDiSt}1{Xke*”k€(a:,ac+1]})
k=1 i=k+1

/ / Tt Pge™ (x + 1)e™)(A * H)(dv)A(dw).
Summarizing the results obtained above yields the desired result and this ends the proof.

Lemma 6.4 Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

Z Z ZE TTZ]—{N )=n Tk+Dk<t}]‘{Yke*T“k*Dk)E(:E 3:—0—1]}) - &G(l’, t) (69)

n=1 k=1 i=1
Proof. Since the proof of this lemma is quite similar to the one of Lemma 6.3, we only
state the proof skeletons to save space. Firstly interchanging the order of the summations
twice in the left-hand of (6.9) leads to

oo koo 00 00 00
<Z Z Z + Z Z Z) B (e_TTi1{N(t):n77k+Dk§t}1{Yke_T(7'k+Dk)E(:c,x+1]}>

k=1 i=1 n=k k=1 i=k+1 n=t
= K1 + KQ.

21



Similarly to Ly, we obtain
Ky = Z E(e_m1{Ti+Di§t}1{ne—T<Ti+Di)e(x,x+1}})

+Y > E(eT pe<y Ly, et b0 c(aap)y)

i=1 k=i+1
= K1 + K.

For K1, conditioning on (7;, D;) implies that

t t—v
Ky = / / G, (x4 1)er I H (ds)A(do).
0- _

Similarly, by conditioning on (7, 7w — 7; + D;), we arrive at
Ky = Z Z E(e_m—i1{Tk_7'i+’fi+Dk§t}1{Yk6_T(7k—Ti+Ti+Dk)€(z,x+1]})
i=1 k=i+1
/ / e "G (ze" ) (x4 1)e" (N H) (du)A(dw).

For Ks, it holds that

oo o0

_ E E —7r(Ti—Tk+Tk)

- E(e 1{Ti—Tk+TkSt7Tk+DkSt}1{Ykefr<7k+Dk)e(gc,m+1]})
k=1 i=k+1

:/Ot/ / ) G (3 (g 4 1)) H (ds)A(du) A(d).

Thus, the desired result can be achieved and this ends the proof.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. In this proof, we still use the notations introduced in Section
3. Firstly arbitrarily choosing some large integer m and using the same decomposition
method used in Theorem 2.1, it follows from Lemma 4.3 of Yang and Li (2019) that

N(t) N(t)
P(L(t)>x)=P ZXke_”’“ + ZYkB_T(Tk+Dk)1{Tk+Dk§t} >z
k=1 k=1
Z P (Z e Tk 4 YkG_T(Tk+Dk)1{rk+Dk§t}) > x, N(t) = n)
n=1 k=1
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3

— (Z + Z > (P ( (Xke—er 1{N(t)=n} + YkG_T(Tk+Dk)1{N(t)=n,'rk+Dk§t}) > :L’)
n=1 n=m-+1 k=1

_ Z P ((Xkefm + Yke*r(TkJer)l{Tk_‘_DkSt}) >, N(t) = n))
k=1

+ Z Z P ((Xke_”"' 4 Y'ke—r(‘rk-i-Dk)l{TkJerSt}) >z, N(t) = 77,)

n=1 k=1
=0Q1+ Q2+ Qs. (610)
For ()1, applying Lemma 6.2 with taking Zj as X and © as e™"™ 1y )—p for 1 <k < n,
while taking Z;, as as Y;,_,, and © as e*T(T’C*"*D’“*")1{N(t):n;k7n+pkin§t} forn+1 < k < 2n,
it yields that

m 2n n
Q=)D > nzEOilie,ziewary) +0 (Z P(Xre "™ 1 ny=ny € (z,2 +1])

n=1 \ k=1 icAk k=1

+ Z P(Yke_r(tk+Dk)1{N(t):n,7k+Dk§t} € (v, 2+ 1])))

k=1

= Qu + Q2 + Q3. (6.11)

For Q1o and ()13, it is easy to check that, as * — oo first and then m — oo,

O = 0 ( / " P, (o 1 1)er“]/\(du)) (6.12)

and

Qu=of [ Gl (o 1 DA ) (6.13)

To deal with )11, separately partitioning the second and third summation yields that

m n 2n
Qu = Z Z Z + Z MZiE(Gil{ekaE(x,m+l]})

n=1 k=1 ieAﬁL i=n+1

m 2n

+ Z Z Z 4 Z HZiE(@il{@kaG(%x"‘l}})

n=1 k=n-+1 =1 ieA’gn\{l,~--,n}
= Qi + Quz + Qus + Qs (6.14)

For (111, according to the definition of Z; and ©y as well as the treatment of I5(z;t) in
the proof of Theorem 2.1, as x — oo first and then m — oo, it holds uniformly for all
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te AT that

t

Q111 = preraa(z;t) + o (/ F(ze™, (z + 1)6”’])\(dv)) : (6.15)

For (D114, using a similar treatment as used in ()11; with choosing Z; as Y;_,, and choosing
Op as e "TkntDi-n) 1 vy ipe o<y for n+1 < k < 2n, thus, we obtain that, as
r — oo first and then m — oo,

t

Q114 = papepean(T;t) + 0 (/

G(we™, (x4 1)e” ]()\*H)(du)). (6.16)

For (112, it is obvious that

m n 2n
Qu2 = pa Z Z Z E(e Tt P 1y ) nr Dty L (Xpe ket 1]))

n=1 k=1 i=n-+1

_ m(Z Z ) SN BT PO s i<ty Lixge ket 1)
k=1 =1

n=1 n=m+1

= Q21 — Q1122

It follows from Lemma 6.3 that

Q1121 = MGSZF(JU; t)~

For (1192, recalling that { X, ..., X,} and {N(¢),t > 0} are independent and conditioning

on 7p and (71,7, — 71), respectively, we have that, as © — oo first and then m — oo,

Quize < Z Z?’LE e M LN @=ny L {xpere(mat1)})

n= m+1k 1

< Z Z / / Nt —u—v) =n— k) F(ze"™™, (z + 1)e" )]

n=m+1 k=1
xP(Tk—ﬁEdu 7'16(].1])

t—v
< Z Z / / Nt —u—v)=n—Fk)ce" F(ze™, (x + 1)e"]
n=m+1 k=1
X P(1, —m € du)P(m € dv)
% ¢
< ce™ Z n2/ P(N(t—v)=n—1)F(xe™, (z+ 1)e"|P(r; € dv)
n=m-+1 -
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t
< ce”/ F(ze™, (z + 1)e™]E [N(t — v)*1{n@—v)>m}] A(dv)
0

t
< e E [N(t)Linom] / Flae™, (z + 1)e™]A(dv)
N

=0 (/t F(ze™, (z + 1)5%(@)) .

Combing the estimations of Q1121 and Q1192 yields that, as x — oo first and then m — oo,

t

Q12 = pgpr(z;t) + o (/ F(ze™, (z + l)e’"”])\(dv)> ) (6.17)

For @113, by the same arguments as in the treatments of ()12 and Lemma 6.4, we get

that, as x — oo first and then m — oo,

Quiz = HF(Z Z > Z Z E Zl{N (t)y= nTk+Dk<t}1{Yke*T e tPr) e (x, :c+1]})

n=1 n=m-+1 k=1 i=1

— urGelzt) + o ( /0 " Glae (@4 1) () 5 H)(du)) | (6.18)

Plugging (6.15)-(6.18) into (6.14) yields that, as  — oo first and then m — oo,

Qu = pr (Prax(T;t) + 0a(z;t)) + pe (Perma (T t) + Or(z;t)) + 0 (Az;t))

which also implies that, as + — oo first and then m — oo,

Q1 = pr (Pron(a3t) + Pa(@it) + pe (Papenn(z;t) + Gr(z;t)) + o (Azs;t)  (6.19)

by combining (6.11)-(6.13). Next, to deal with @2, by Lemma 6.1 and I;(x;t) in proof of
Theorem 2.1, as  — oo first and then m — oo, it holds uniformly for all ¢t € Ay that

Q< K Z (I+¢)" (ZP Xpe~ T’“l{N()n}E(x x—i—l])

n=m+1 =

+ Z P (Yke_r(tk—i-Dk)]_{N(t):n,TkJergt} € (v,x + 1]))
k=1

=0 ( / F(xe™, (z + 1)e™|MNdv) + [ G(xe™, (x4 1)e™](\ H)(du)> . (6.20)

— 0—

Finally, by some simple computations, it is clear that

Qs :/ F(xe™)A\(du) +/ G(ze™) (A * H)(du). (6.21)
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Plugging (6.19)-(6.21) into (6.10) leads to

t t

F(ae™)A(du) + / Glae™) (0 x H)(du) + pr (pran(a:t) + Foleit))

PL) >0 = [
+ ta (Perema(T5t) + Or(x5t)) + 0 (A1) -

Therefore, the proof is completed.
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