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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, Klüppelberg and Stadtmüller (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,
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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 S2) and second order regular variation (denoted by 2RV) are

the most accepted assumptions. Moreover, the utilization of S2 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), Klüppelberg (1988), Klüppelberg (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 (x) = 1−F (x) its tail. Assume that F (x) > 0 holds for all x > 0.

For t > 0, write ∆(t) = (0, t],

x+∆(t) = (x, x+ t]

and

F (x+∆(t)) = F (x, x+ t] = F (x+ t)− F (x).

Hereafter, all limit relationships are according to x → ∞ unless stated otherwise. For

two positive functions a(·) and b(·), write a(x) ∼ b(x) if lim a(x)/b(x) = 1. It is known

that a distribution F on [0,+∞) is classified as a distribution of the subexponential class,

denoted by S , if

F 2∗(x) ∼ 2F (x),

where F 2∗ denotes 2-fold convolution of the distribution F with itself. The class S was

first introduced by Chistyakov (1964). For more properties of S and some related classes,

we refer the readers to Embrechts et al. (1997) and Foss et al. (2013). A distribution F on

(−∞,∞) is classified as a distribution of the local long-tailed class L∆, if, for any t > 0,

F (x+ y +∆(t)) ∼ F (x+∆(t))
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holds uniformly in y ∈ [0, 1]. The class L∆ 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,∞) with finite mean µF is said to belong to the

second order subexponential class, denoted by F ∈ S2, if F ∈ L∆ and

F 2∗(x)− 2F (x) ∼ 2µFF (x, x+ 1].

Definition 1.2 A distribution F on (−∞,∞) with finite mean µF is said to belong to the

second order subexponential class, denoted by S̃2, if F
+ ∈ S2 and F (x, x + 1] is almost

decreasing, where F+(x) = F (x)1{x≥0} and 1E 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 (−∞,∞) 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 S̃2 ⊂ S . 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 {Xk, k ≥ 1} constitute a sequence of i.i.d. and real-valued r.v.s with

common distribution F , while their arrival times {τk, k ≥ 1}, independent of {Xk, k ≥ 1},
constitute a renewal counting process N(t) = sup{i ∈ N : τi ≤ t} representing the

claim-arrival process with finite renewal function λ(t) = EN(t) =
∑∞

i=1 P (τi ≤ t). The

inter-arrival times θ1 = τ1, θk = τk − τk−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 r ≥ 0. Then, under these settings, the discounted aggregate claims are expressed

as the following stochastic process

Dr(t) =

∫ t

0−
e−rsdX(s) =

∞∑
k=1

Xke
−rτk1{τk≤t}. (2.1)
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For the convenience of later use, define Λ = {t : λ(t) > 0} = {t : P (τ1 ≤ t) > 0} and write

ΛT = Λ ∩ [0, T ]. 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 ∈ S . They proved that, for arbitrary fixed T ∈ Λ, the relation below holds uniformly

for all t ∈ ΛT that

P (Dr(t) > x) ∼
∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du).

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

φF ;λ,λ(x; t) =

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

(
e−rvF (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)] + e−r(u+v)F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]

)
λ(du)λ(dv).

Here comes our first main result.

Theorem 2.1 Consider the discounted aggregate claims described in (2.1). If F ∈ S̃2,

then, for arbitrary fixed T ∈ Λ, it holds uniformly for all t ∈ ΛT that

P (Dr(t) > x) =

∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du) + µFφF ;λ,λ(x; t) + o (1)

∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(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
∫ t

0− F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du) in Theorem 2.1 is also the higher order infinitesimal of

the second one φF ;λ,λ(x; 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 regular variation (see

Corollary 2.1 below) with some index, 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,∞) is regularly varying

at infinity with index α ∈ R if, for all t > 0,

lim
x→∞

f(tx)

f(x)
= tα,

which is denoted by f ∈ RVα. Further, for a distribution function F , we say F ∈ RVα

if F satisfies the above relation replacing f . In particular, if α = 0, F is called slowly

varying (at infinity), which is denoted by F ∈ RV0.
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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 λ > 0. If F has a density

f ∈ RV−(α+1) with α > 1, then F ∈ S̃2 and, for arbitrary fixed T ∈ Λ, it holds uniformly

for all t ∈ ΛT that

P (Dr(t) > x) =
λ(1− e−αrt)

αr
F (x) +

µFλ
2(1− e−rt)(1− e−αrt)

αr2
f(x) + o (f(x)) .

Proof. Firstly, if f ∈ RV−(α+1) with α > 1, then the proof for F ∈ S̃2 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−α, which implies that∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du) ∼ λ(1− e−αrt)

αr
F (x).

Next, due to F (x, x+y] ∼ yF (x, x+1] locally uniformly for y ∈ (−∞,∞) and F (x, x+1] ∼
f(x), note that∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du) ∼

∫ t

0−
eruF (xeru, xeru + 1]λ(du)

∼ λ

∫ t

0−
eruf(xeru)du ∼ λ(1− e−αrt)

αr
f(x),

where in the last step we used f ∈ RV−(α+1). Similarly, we have

φF ;λ,λ(x; t) ∼ λ2

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

(
e−rver(u+v)f(xer(u+v)) + e−r(u+v)ervf(xerv)

)
dudv

∼ λ2f(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

(
e−rve−αr(u+v) + e−r(u+v)e−αrv

)
dudv

=
λ2(1− e−rt)(1− e−αrt)

αr2
f(x).

Combining all these relations yields the desired result.

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 Xk occurring at time τk will be accompanied with a by-claim

Yk occurring at τk +Dk, where Dk denotes an uncertain delay time (possibly degenerate
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at 0). Let {Xk; k ≥ 1} and {Yk; k ≥ 1} be two sequences of i.i.d. real-valued r.v.s with

respective common distributions F and G, and {Dk; 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 {τk; k ≥ 1} constitute a renewal sequence such that the inter-arrival times

θ1 = τ1, θk = τk−τk−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 : τi ≤ t} representing the

claim-arrival process with finite renewal function λ(t) = EN(t) =
∞∑
i=1

P (τi ≤ t). Under

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

process

Lr(t) =

N(t)∑
k=1

Xke
−rτk +

∞∑
k=1

Yke
−r(τk+Dk)1{τk+Dk≤t}, t ≥ 0, (3.1)

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 (λ ∗H)(t) =
∫ t

0−
H(t− s)λ(ds),

φ0(x; t) :=

∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du) +

∫ t

0−
G(xeru)(λ ∗H)(du),

φ̃G(x; t) :=

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−rvG(xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)](λ ∗H)(du)λ(dv)

+

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−rvG(xer(v+s), (x+ 1)er(v+s)]H(ds)λ(dv)

+

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(u+v)G(xer(v+s), (x+ 1)er(v+s)]H(ds)λ(du)λ(dv),

φ̃F (x; t) :=

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
e−r(u+v)F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗H)(dv)λ(du)

+

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(v+s)F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]H(ds)λ(dv)

+

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(v+s)F (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]H(ds)λ(du)λ(dv),

and

φG;λ∗H,λ(x; t)

:=

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

(
e−rvG(xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)] + e−r(u+v)G(xeru, (x+ 1)eru]

)
(λ ∗H)(du)λ(dv).
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Theorem 3.1 Consider the discounted aggregate claims described in (3.1). Assume that

F,G ∈ S̃2 and G(x, x+1] ≍ F (x, x+1], then, for arbitrary fixed T ∈ Λ, it holds uniformly

for all t ∈ ΛT that

P (Lr(t) > x) = φ0(x; t) + µF (φF ;λ,λ(x; t) + φ̃G(x; t)) + µG (φG;λ∗H,λ(x; t) + φ̃F (x; t)) + o (∆(x; t))

with

∆(x; t) =

∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du) +

∫ t

0−
G(xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗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 (Lr(t) > x) ∼ φ0(x; t),

and it can be easily proved that the two terms behind φ0(x; t) are negligible.

Remark 3.2 It seems 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 λ > 0. If F and G have respective

densities f and g both in RV−(α+1) with α > 1 satisfying f(x) ≍ g(x) and H is an

exponential distribution with mean λ̂−1, but λ̂ ̸= r and λ̂ ̸= αr, then F,G ∈ S̃2 and, for

arbitrary fixed T ∈ Λ, it holds uniformly for all t ∈ ΛT that

P (Lr(t) > x) =
λ(1− e−αrt)

αr

(
F (x) +G(x)

)
− λ(1− e−(αr+λ̂)t)

αr + λ̂
G(x) + µF

(
ζλr,α(t)f(x)

+ χλ,λ̂
r;α(t)g(x)

)
+ µG

(
ωλ,λ̂
r;α(t)g(x) + πλ,λ̂

r;α(t)f(x)
)
+ o(f(x)),

with

ζλr;α(t) =
λ2(1− e−rt)(1− e−αrt)

αr2
,
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χλ,λ̂
r;α(t) =

λλ̂
(
(α + 1)λ+ αr

)
αr2(αr + λ̂)(α + 1)

+
λr
(
(α + 1)r + αλ̂

)
e−(α+1)rt

αr2(α + 1)(r − λ̂)
+

λ(λ̂− 2λ)e−(αr+λ̂)t

(αr + λ̂)(r − λ̂)

− λ2λ̂e−rt

αr2(αr + λ̂)
− λ2e−αrt

αr2
,

ωλ,λ̂
r;α(t) =

λ2(1− e−rt)(1− e−αrt)

αr2
+

λ2e−(αr+λ̂)(1− e−(r−λ̂)t)

(r − λ̂)(αr + λ̂)
+

λ2e−rt(1− e−(αr+λ̂)t)

(αr + λ̂)(r + αr + λ̂)

− λ2(1− e−(α+1)rt)

(α + 1)r(αr + λ̂)
− λ2(1− e−rt)

r(r + αr + λ̂)
,

and

πλ,λ̂
r;α(t) =

λλ̂(λ+ αλ+ αr)

αr2(λ̂+ r)
+

λ2e−rt

αr2
− λ2λ̂e−αrt

αr2(λ̂+ r)
+

λ
(
λ(λ̂− αr) + αλ̂r

)
e−(λ̂+r)t

αr(λ̂+ r)(λ̂− αr)

+
λλ̂
(
(α + 1)(λλ̂− αr) + λr(λ̂− αr)

)
e−(α+1)rt

α(α + 1)r2(λ̂+ r)(λ̂− αr)
− λ2e−(λ̂+αr+r)t

αr(λ̂+ 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
∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du) and φF ;λ,λ(x; t) have been obtained in Corollary 2.1. Next, by

some computations, it follows that∫ t

0−
G(xeru)(λ ∗H)(du) = λ

∫ t

0−
G(xeru)(1− e−λ̂t)du

∼ λG(x)

∫ t

0−
e−αrt(1− e−λ̂t)du

= λ
(1− e−αrt

αr
− 1− e−(αr+λ̂)t

αr + λ̂

)
G(x).

Similarly done as above, we have

φ̃G(x; t) ∼ λ2g(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−rve−αr(u+v)

(
1− e−λ̂u

)
dudv + λλ̂g(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−rve−αr(u+v)e−λ̂sdsdv

+ λ2λ̂g(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(u+v)e−αr(v+s)e−λ̂sdsdudv

= χλ,λ̂
r;α(t)g(x),

φG;λ∗H,λ(x; t) ∼ λ2g(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

(
e−rve−αr(u+v) + e−r(u+v)e−αru

)(
1− e−λ̂u

)
dudv

= ωλ,λ̂
r;α(t)g(x),
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and

φ̃F (x; t) ∼ λ2f(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
e−r(u+v)e−αru

(
1− e−λ̂v

)
dvdu+ λλ̂f(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(v+s)e−αrve−λ̂sdsdv

+ λ2λ̂f(x)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(v+s)e−αr(u+v)e−λ̂sdsdudv

= πλ,λ̂
r;α(t)f(x).

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:

• The main claims {Xk; k ≥ 1} and the by-claims {Yk; k ≥ 1} constitute two sequences

of i.i.d. nonnegative r.v.s with the Pareto distribution of the form

F (x) = 1−
(

κF

x+ κF

)αF

, G(x) = 1−
(

κG

x+ κG

)αG

, x ≥ 0,

for some αF > 2 and αG > 2; or with the Weibull distribution of the form

F (x) = 1− e−(x/κF )αF , G(x) = 1− e−(x/κG)αG , x ≥ 0,

for some 0 < αF < 1 and 0 < αG < 1.

• The inter-arrival times of the main claims {θk; k ≥ 1} is a sequence of i.i.d. nonneg-

ative r.v.s with a common exponential distribution of the form

P (θk ≤ x) = 1− e−λx, x ≥ 0,

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

process with a Poisson distribution of the form

P (N(t) = k) =
(λt)k

k!
e−λt, k = 0, 1, . . . .

• The delayed times of claims {Dk; k ≥ 1} is a sequence of i.i.d. nonnegative r.v.s

with a common exponential distribution of the form

H(x) = 1− e−λ̂x, x ≥ 0,
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for some λ̂ > 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 {τk; k ≥ 1}, the
delayed times {Dk; k ≥ 1}, the main claims {Xk; k ≥ 1}, the delayed claim {Yk; 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 {τ (i)k ; k ≥ 1}, {D(i)
k ; k ≥ 1}, {X(i)

k ; k ≥ 1}, {Y (i)
k ; k ≥ 1}

and {N (i)(t); t ≥ 0}, respectively, and then calculate the following quantity

S(i) =

N(i)(t)∑
k=1

(
X

(i)
k e−rτ

(i)
k + Y

(i)
k e−r(τ

(i)
k +D

(i)
k )1{τ (i)k +D

(i)
k ≤t}

)
,

which represents the estimated value for the net loss caused by the ith simulated series

of accidents. Repeating the algorithm above n times, the value of cumulative claim tail

probability can be estimated by

1

n

n∑
i=1

1{S(i)>x}.

Set the sample size i = 106 in the Pareto case or the Weibull case. The various

parameters are set to κF = κG = 2, αF = αG = 2.3, λ = 0.2, λ̂ = 0.2, and r = 0.1 for the

Pareto-distributed claims or κF = κG = 1, αF = αG = 0.3, λ = 0.1, λ̂ = 0.1, and r = 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. φ0(x; 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 x 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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(a) Pareto case (b) Weibull case

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 Λk
n = {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 {Xk, k ≥ 1} be a sequence of independent real-valued r.v.s with respective

distributions {Fk, k ≥ 1}, and {Θk, k ≥ 1} be another positive and arbitrarily dependent

r.v.s, independent of {Xk, k ≥ 1}. For all k ≥ 1, denote by µFk
the finite expectation of

Xk. Assume that Fk ∈ L∆ and Fk(x, x + 1] ≍ F (x, x + 1] for some F ∈ S̃2. If, for all

k ≥ 1, P (Θk ∈ [a, b]) = 1 for some 0 < a < b < ∞, then there exist some constants A

and K = K(ε, µF , a, b) > 0, irrespective of n, such that

sup
x>A

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
P

(
n∑

i=1

ΘiXi > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P (ΘiXi > x)

n∑
i=1

P (ΘiXi ∈ (x, x+ 1])

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ K(1 + ε)n

holds for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. To prove this lemma, let (c1, . . . , cn) ∈ [a, b]n and for all n ≥ 1, we first prove that

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

sup
(c1,...,cn)∈[a,b]n

sup
x>A

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x)

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1])

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ K(1 + ε)n. (6.1)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that ε ∈ (0, 1) and c1 = max{c1, . . . , cn+1}.
Since Fk(x, x + 1] is almost decreasing, thus, by Lemma 4.6 of Lin (2020), that there

exist some constants A0, C > 0 such that for all x > A0,

P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1]) ≤ C
c1
cn+1

P (c1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

≍ C
c1
cn+1

F

(
x

c1
,
x+ 1

c1

]
≍ C

c1
cn+1

P (c1X1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

:= K̃P (c1X1 ∈ (x, x+ 1]), (6.2)

where in the second and third steps we used Fk(x, x+ 1] ≍ F (x, x+ 1], k ≥ 1. Moreover,

for any i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i ̸= j and (ci, cj) ∈ [a, b]2, it follows from Lemmas 4.11 and 4.12

of Lin (2020) that there exists sufficiently large constant A > A0 such that for all x > A,

P (ciXi + cjXj > x, cjXj ≤ x− A) ≤ P (ciXi > x) +
ε

4(2K̃ + 1)
P (cjXj ∈ (x, x+ 1])

+

(
b+

ε

4(2K̃ + 1)

)
µFP (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1]), (6.3)
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P (ciXi + cjXj ∈ (x, x+ 1], cjXj ≤ x− A)

≤
(
1 +

ε

4(2K̃ + 1)

)
P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1]) +

ε

4(2K̃ + 1)
P (cjXj ∈ (x, x+ 1]), (6.4)

and

AP

(
n∑

i=1

b|Xi| > A

)
<

ε

8
(6.5)

due to the finiteness of the expectation of EX1.

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

αn = sup
(c1,...,cn)∈[a,b]n

sup
x>A

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x)

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1])

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ .

Next, based on the existing sufficiently large A, we split the probability P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x

)
into three parts as:

P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x, cn+1Xn+1 ≤ x− A

)
+ P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x, cn+1Xn+1 > x

)

+ P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x, x− A < cn+1Xn+1 ≤ x

)
:= J1(x) + J2(x) + J3(x). (6.6)

For J1(x), by the definition of αn, (6.3) and (6.4), it holds that

J1(x) =

∫ x−A

−∞
P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > x− t

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ dt)

=

∫ x−A

−∞

[
P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > x− t

)
−

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x− t)

]
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ dt)

+
n∑

i=1

P (ciXi + cn+1Xn+1 > x, cn+1Xn+1 ≤ x− A)
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≤ αn

n∑
i=1

∫ x−A

−∞
P (ciXi ∈ (x− t, x− t+ 1])P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ dt) +

n∑
i=1

(P (ciXi > x)

+bµFP (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1]) +
ε

4(2K̃ + 1)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

)
≤ αn

n∑
i=1

((
1 +

ε

4(2K̃ + 1)

)
P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1]) +

ε

4(2K̃ + 1)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

)
+

n∑
i=1

(
P (ciXi > x) +

(
b+

ε

4(2K̃ + 1)

)
P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1])

+
ε

4(2K̃ + 1)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

)
≤

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x) +
((

1 +
ε

4

)
αn + bµF +

ε

4

) n∑
i=1

P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1]),

where in the last step we used the relation (6.2). For J2(x), by Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10 of

Lin (2020), it is easy to check uniformly for (c1, . . . , cn+1) ∈ [a, b]n that,

J2(x) = P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > 0, cn+1Xn+1 > x

)
+ P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x,
n∑

i=1

ciXi ≤ 0

)

= P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > 0

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 > x) +

∫ 0

−∞
P (cn+1Xn+1 > x− y)P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

)

= P (cn+1Xn+1 > x)−
∫ 0

−∞
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x− y])P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

)

≤ P (cn+1Xn+1 > x) +

(∫ 0

−∞
yP

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

)
+

ε

8

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

≤ P (cn+1Xn+1 > x) +

(∫ 0

−∞
yP

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

)
+

ε

8
(1 + ε)

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1]).

For J3(x), according to the relation (6.5), we conclude

J3(x) = P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > A, x− A < cn+1Xn+1 ≤ x

)

+ P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x, 0 <
n∑

i=1

ciXi ≤ A, cn+1Xn+1 ≤ x

)
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= P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi > A

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x− A, x])

+

∫ A

0

P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x− y, x])P

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

)

≤

(
(1 + ε)AP

(
n∑

i=1

b|Xi| > A

)
+

∫ A

0

yP

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

))
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

≤

(∫ ∞

0

yP

(
n∑

i=1

ciXi ∈ dy

)
+

ε

8
(1 + ε)

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1]).

Then, combining the inequalities above into the relation (6.6) yields that

P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ciXi > x

)
≤

n+1∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x) +
((

1 +
ε

4

)
αn + bµF + 1

) n∑
i=1

P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1])

+
(
nbµF +

ε

4
(1 + ε)

)
P (cn+1Xn+1 ∈ (x, x+ 1])

≤
n+1∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x) +
((

1 +
ε

4

)
αn + (n+ 1)bµF

) n+1∑
i=1

P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1]),

which implies

αn ≤
(
1 +

ε

4

)
αn−1 + nbµF .

By induction and in view of α1 = 0, it holds that

αn ≤ bµF

n−2∑
i=0

(n− i)
(
1 +

ε

4

)i
≤ bµFn

2
(
1 +

ε

4

)n
. (6.7)

It is easy to see that the right-hand side of (6.7) does not exceed K(1 + ε)n for an

appropriately chosen constant K and hence, the desired (6.1) is proven.

Finally, by conditioning on (Θ1, . . . ,Θn), we conclude∣∣∣∣∣P
(

n∑
i=1

ΘiXi > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P (ΘiXi > x)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∫ b

a

· · ·
∫ b

a

∣∣∣∣∣P
(

n∑
i=1

ciXi > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P (ciXi > x)

∣∣∣∣∣P (Θ1 ∈ dc1, · · · ,Θn ∈ dcn)

≤
∫ b

a

· · ·
∫ b

a

K (1 + ε)n
n∑

i=1

P (ciXi ∈ (x, x+ 1])P (Θ1 ∈ dc1, · · · ,Θn ∈ dcn)

= K (1 + ε)n
n∑

i=1

P (ΘiXi > (x, x+ 1]) .

Thus, this completes the proof of Lemma 6.1.
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Lemma 6.2 Let {Zk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n} be n independent real-valued r.v.s with respective distri-

butions U1, · · · , Un, and {Θk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n} be another n positive and arbitrarily dependent

r.v.s, independent of {Zk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n}. For all 1 ≤ k ≤ n, denote by µZk
the finite expect-

ation of Zk. Assume that Zk ∈ L∆ and Zk(x, x + 1] ≍ Z(x, x + 1] for some Z ∈ S̃2. If

there exist two constants 0 < a < b < ∞ such that P (Θk ∈ [a, b]) = 1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

then it holds that

P

(
n∑

k=1

ΘkZk > x

)
=

n∑
k=1

P (ΘkZk > x) +
n∑

k=1

∑
i∈Λk

n

µZi
E(Θi1{ΘkZk∈(x,x+1]})

+ o

(
n∑

k=1

P (ΘkZk ∈ (x, x+ 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 Ωn(t) = {(s1, . . . , sn+1) ∈
(0,∞)n+1 : ti :=

∑n
i=1 si ≤ t <

∑n+1
i=1 si} for each t ∈ ΛT . For some sufficiently large

positive integer N , it holds that

P (Dr(t) > x) =
∞∑
n=1

(
P

(
n∑

i=1

Xie
−rτi1{N(t)=n} > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P
(
Xie

−rτi1{N(t)=n} > x
))

+
∞∑
n=1

n∑
i=1

P
(
Xie

−rτi1{N(t)=n} > x
)

=

(
∞∑

n=N+1

+
N∑

n=1

)(
P

(
n∑

i=1

Xie
−rτi1{N(t)=n} > x

)
−

n∑
i=1

P
(
Xie

−rτi1{N(t)=n} > x
))

+
∞∑
i=1

P
(
Xie

−rτi > x,N(t) ≥ i
)

:= I1(x; t) + I2(x; t) +

∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du).

To deal with I1(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 ∈ ΛT ,

I1(x; t) ≤
∞∑

n=N+1

K(1 + ε)n
n∑

i=1

∫
· · ·
∫

Ωn(t)

P (Xie
−rti ∈ (x, x+ 1])

n+1∏
l=1

G(dsl)
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=
∞∑

n=N+1

K(1 + ε)n
n∑

i=1

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
F (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]P (N(t− u− v) = n− i)

× P (τi − τ1 ∈ dv)P (τ1 ∈ du)

≤
∞∑

n=N+1

K(1 + ε)n
n∑

i=1

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
CervF (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]P (N(t− u− v) = n− i)

× P (τi − τ1 ∈ dv)P (τ1 ∈ du)

≤ Cert
∞∑

n=N+1

K(1 + ε)nn

∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]P (N(t− u) = n− 1)P (τ1 ∈ du)

≤ CKert
∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]E

[
(1 + ε)N(t−u)N(t− u)1{N(t−u)≥N}

]
λ(du)

≤ CKertE
[
(1 + ε)N(t)N(t)1{N(t)≥N}

] ∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du)

= o

(∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du)

)
,

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 I2(x; t), according to

Lemma 6.2, it holds uniformly for all t ∈ ΛT that

I2(x; t) = µF

N∑
n=1

∫
· · ·
∫

Ωn(t)

n∑
i=1

∑
k∈Λi

n

e−rtkP (Xie
−rti ∈ (x, x+ 1])

n+1∏
l=1

G(dsl)

+ o

 N∑
n=1

n∑
i=1

∫
· · ·
∫

Ωn(t)

P (Xie
−rti ∈ (x, x+ 1])

n+1∏
l=1

G(dsl)


= µF

(
∞∑
n=1

−
∞∑

n=N+1

)
n∑

i=1

∑
k∈Λi

n

E
[
e−rτk1{Xie−rτi∈(x,x+1],N(t)=n}

]
+ o

(
N∑

n=1

P
(
Xie

−rτi > x,N(t) ≥ i
))

:= I21(x; t) + I22(x; t) + o

(∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du)

)
.
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For I21(x; t), by interchanging the orders of the sum, it holds uniformly for all t ∈ ΛT that

I21(x; t) = µF

∞∑
n=1

n∑
i=1

(∑
k<i

+
n∑

k>i

)
E
[
e−rτk1{Xie−rτi∈(x,x+1],N(t)=n}

]
= µF

∞∑
i=1

∞∑
n=i

(∑
k<i

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
e−r(u+v)F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]P (N(t− u− v) = n− i)

× P (τk ∈ du)P (τi − τk ∈ dv) +
n∑

k>i

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
e−ruF (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]

×P (N(t− u− v) = n− k)P (τi ∈ du)P (τk − τi ∈ dv))

= µF

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
e−r(u+v)F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru] + e−ruF (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]λ(du)λ(dv)

= µFφF ;λ,λ(x; t).

For I22(x; t), by Lemma 4.6 of Lin (2020), there exist a constant C > 0, we have that

I22(x; t) ≤ µF

∞∑
n=N+1

n∑
i=1

(n− 1)P (Xie
−rτi ∈ (x, x+ 1], N(t) = n)

= µF

∞∑
n=N+1

n∑
i=1

(n− 1)

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
F (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]P (N(t− u− v) = n− i)

× P (τ1 ∈ du)P (τi − τ1 ∈ dv)

≤ CertµF

∞∑
n=N+1

n(n− 1)

∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]P (N(t− u) = n− 1)P (τ1 ∈ du)

= o

(∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du)

)
.

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

Lemma 6.3 Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

∞∑
n=1

n∑
k=1

n∑
i=1

E
(
e−r(τi+Di)1{N(t)=n,τi+Di≤t}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]}
)
= φ̃F (x; t). (6.8)

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

corresponds to(
∞∑
k=1

k∑
i=1

∞∑
n=k

+
∞∑
k=1

∞∑
i=k+1

∞∑
n=i

)
E(e−r(τi+Di)1{N(t)=n,τi+Di≤t}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]})

:= L1 + L2.

20



For L1, interchanging the order of the summations again, it holds that

L1 =
∞∑
i=1

∞∑
k=i

E
(
e−r(τi+Di)1{τk≤t,τi+Di≤t}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]}
)

=
∞∑
i=1

E
(
e−r(τi+Di)1{τi≤t,τi+Di≤t}1{Xie−rτi∈(x,x+1]}

)
+

∞∑
i=1

∞∑
k=i+1

E
(
e−r(τi+Di)1{τk≤t,τi+Di≤t}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]}
)

:= L11 + L12.

We first deal with L11. Obviously, conditioning on (τi, Di) yields that

L11 =

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(v+s)F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]H(ds)λ(dv).

In a similar way, for L12, by noticing the independence of τi and τk − τi and conditioning

on (τi, τk − τi, Di), it holds that

L12 =

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(v+s)F (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]H(ds)λ(du)λ(dv).

Now we turn to treat L2. Similarly done as in the treatment of L1, by conditioning on

(τk, τi − τk + Dk) and noticing that the identically-distributed property of Dk, it holds

that

L2 =
∞∑
k=1

∞∑
i=k+1

E
(
e−r(τi−τk+τk+Di)1{τi−τk+τk≤t,τi−τk+τk+Di≤t}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]}
)

=

∫ t

0−

∫ t−u

0−
e−r(u+v)F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗H)(dv)λ(du).

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
∞∑
n=1

n∑
k=1

n∑
i=1

E
(
e−rτi1{N(t)=n,τk+Dk≤t}1{Yke

−r(τk+Dk)∈(x,x+1]}
)
= φ̃G(x; t). (6.9)

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(
∞∑
k=1

k∑
i=1

∞∑
n=k

+
∞∑
k=1

∞∑
i=k+1

∞∑
n=i

)
E
(
e−rτi1{N(t)=n,τk+Dk≤t}1{Yke

−r(τk+Dk)∈(x,x+1]}

)
:= K1 +K2.
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Similarly to L1, we obtain

K1 =
∞∑
i=1

E
(
e−rτi1{τi+Di≤t}1{Yie−r(τi+Di)∈(x,x+1]}

)
+

∞∑
i=1

∞∑
k=i+1

E
(
e−rτi1{τk+Dk≤t}1{Yke

−r(τk+Dk)∈(x,x+1]}
)

= K11 +K12.

For K11, conditioning on (τi, Di) implies that

K11 =

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−rvG(xer(v+s), (x+ 1)er(v+s)]H(ds)λ(dv).

Similarly, by conditioning on (τi, τk − τi +Di), we arrive at

K12 =
∞∑
i=1

∞∑
k=i+1

E
(
e−rτi1{τk−τi+τi+Dk≤t}1{Yke

−r(τk−τi+τi+Dk)∈(x,x+1]}
)

=

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−rvG(xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)](λ ∗H)(du)λ(dv).

For K2, it holds that

K2 =
∞∑
k=1

∞∑
i=k+1

E
(
e−r(τi−τk+τk)1{τi−τk+τk≤t,τk+Dk≤t}1{Yke

−r(τk+Dk)∈(x,x+1]}
)

=

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−

∫ t−v

0−
e−r(u+v)G(xer(v+s), (x+ 1)er(v+s)]H(ds)λ(du)λ(dv).

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

P (L(t) > x) = P

N(t)∑
k=1

Xke
−rτk +

N(t)∑
k=1

Yke
−r(τk+Dk)1{τk+Dk≤t} > x


=

∞∑
n=1

P

(
n∑

k=1

(Xke
−rτk + Yke

−r(τk+Dk)1{τk+Dk≤t}) > x,N(t) = n

)

22



=

(
m∑

n=1

+
∞∑

n=m+1

)(
P

(
n∑

k=1

(Xke
−rτk1{N(t)=n} + Yke

−r(τk+Dk)1{N(t)=n,τk+Dk≤t}) > x

)

−
n∑

k=1

P
(
(Xke

−rτk + Yke
−r(τk+Dk)1{τk+Dk≤t}) > x,N(t) = n

))

+
∞∑
n=1

n∑
k=1

P
(
(Xke

−rτk + Yke
−r(τk+Dk)1{τk+Dk≤t}) > x,N(t) = n

)
:= Q1 +Q2 +Q3. (6.10)

For Q1, applying Lemma 6.2 with taking Zk as Xk and Θk as e
−rτk1{N(t)=n} for 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

while taking Zk as as Yk−n and Θk as e
−r(τk−n+Dk−n)1{N(t)=n,τk−n+Dk−n≤t} for n+1 ≤ k ≤ 2n,

it yields that

Q1 =
m∑

n=1

 2n∑
k=1

∑
i∈Λk

2n

µZi
E(Θi1{ΘkZk∈(x,x+1]}) + o

(
n∑

k=1

P (Xke
−rτk1{N(t)=n} ∈ (x, x+ 1])

+
n∑

k=1

P (Yke
−r(tk+Dk)1{N(t)=n,τk+Dk≤t} ∈ (x, x+ 1])

))
:= Q11 +Q12 +Q13. (6.11)

For Q12 and Q13, it is easy to check that, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q12 = o

(∫ t

0−
F (xeru, (x+ 1)eru]λ(du)

)
(6.12)

and

Q13 = o

(∫ t

0−
G(xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗H)(du)

)
. (6.13)

To deal with Q11, separately partitioning the second and third summation yields that

Q11 =
m∑

n=1

n∑
k=1

∑
i∈Λk

n

+
2n∑

i=n+1

µZi
E(Θi1{ΘkZk∈(x,x+1]})

+
m∑

n=1

2n∑
k=n+1

 n∑
i=1

+
∑

i∈Λk
2n\{1,··· ,n}

µZi
E(Θi1{ΘkZk∈(x,x+1]})

:= Q111 +Q112 +Q113 +Q114. (6.14)

For Q111, according to the definition of Zk and Θk as well as the treatment of I2(x; t) in

the proof of Theorem 2.1, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞, it holds uniformly for all
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t ∈ ΛT that

Q111 = µFφF ;λ,λ(x; t) + o

(∫ t

0−
F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]λ(dv)

)
. (6.15)

For Q114, using a similar treatment as used in Q111 with choosing Zk as Yk−n and choosing

Θk as e−r(τk−n+Dk−n)1{N(t)=n,τk−n+Dk−n≤t} for n + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n, thus, we obtain that, as

x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q114 = µGφG;λ∗H,λ(x; t) + o

(∫ t

0−
G(xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗H)(du)

)
. (6.16)

For Q112, it is obvious that

Q112 = µG

m∑
n=1

n∑
k=1

2n∑
i=n+1

E
(
e−r(τi−n+Di−n)1{N(t)=n,τi−n+Di−n≤t}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]}
)

= µG

( ∞∑
n=1

−
∞∑

n=m+1

) n∑
k=1

n∑
i=1

E(e−r(τi+Di)1{N(t)=n,τi+Di≤t}1{Xke
−rτk∈(x,x+1]})

:= Q1121 −Q1122.

It follows from Lemma 6.3 that

Q1121 = µGφ̃F (x; t).

For Q1122, recalling that {X1, . . . , Xn} and {N(t), t ≥ 0} are independent and conditioning

on τ1 and (τ1, τk − τ1), respectively, we have that, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q1122 ≤
∞∑

n=m+1

n∑
k=1

nE
(
e−rτ11{N(t)=n}1{Xke

−rτk∈(x,x+1]}
)

≤
∞∑

n=m+1

n∑
k=1

n

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
P (N(t− u− v) = n− k)F (xer(u+v), (x+ 1)er(u+v)]

× P (τk − τ1 ∈ du)P (τ1 ∈ dv)

≤
∞∑

n=m+1

n∑
k=1

n

∫ t

0−

∫ t−v

0−
P (N(t− u− v) = n− k)ceruF (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]

× P (τk − τ1 ∈ du)P (τ1 ∈ dv)

≤ cert
∞∑

n=m+1

n2

∫ t

0−
P (N(t− v) = n− 1)F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]P (τ1 ∈ dv)
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≤ cert
∫ t

0−
F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]E

[
N(t− v)21{N(t−v)≥m}

]
λ(dv)

≤ certE
[
N(t)21{N(t)≥m}

] ∫ t

0−
F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]λ(dv)

= o

(∫ t

0−
F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]λ(dv)

)
.

Combing the estimations of Q1121 and Q1122 yields that, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q112 = µGφ̃F (x; t) + o

(∫ t

0−
F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]λ(dv)

)
. (6.17)

For Q113, by the same arguments as in the treatments of Q112 and Lemma 6.4, we get

that, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q113 = µF

( ∞∑
n=1

−
∞∑

n=m+1

) n∑
k=1

n∑
i=1

E(e−rτi1{N(t)=n,τk+Dk≤t}1{Yke
−r(τk+Dk)∈(x,x+1]})

= µF φ̃G(x; t) + o

(∫ t

0−
G(xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗H)(du)

)
. (6.18)

Plugging (6.15)-(6.18) into (6.14) yields that, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q11 = µF (φF ;λ,λ(x; t) + φ̃G(x; t)) + µG (φG;λ∗H,λ(x; t) + φ̃F (x; t)) + o (∆(x; t)) ,

which also implies that, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞,

Q1 = µF (φF ;λ,λ(x; t) + φ̃G(x; t)) + µG (φG;λ∗H,λ(x; t) + φ̃F (x; t)) + o (∆(x; t)) (6.19)

by combining (6.11)-(6.13). Next, to deal with Q2, by Lemma 6.1 and I1(x; t) in proof of

Theorem 2.1, as x → ∞ first and then m → ∞, it holds uniformly for all t ∈ ΛT that

Q2 ≤ K
∞∑

n=m+1

(1 + ε)n

(
n∑

k=1

P
(
Xke

−rτk1{N(t)=n} ∈ (x, x+ 1]
)

+
n∑

k=1

P
(
Yke

−r(tk+Dk)1{N(t)=n,τk+Dk≤t} ∈ (x, x+ 1]
))

= o

(∫ t

0−
F (xerv, (x+ 1)erv]λ(dv) +

∫ t

0−
G(xeru, (x+ 1)eru](λ ∗H)(du)

)
. (6.20)

Finally, by some simple computations, it is clear that

Q3 =

∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du) +

∫ t

0−
G(xeru)(λ ∗H)(du). (6.21)
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Plugging (6.19)-(6.21) into (6.10) leads to

P (Lr(t) > x) =

∫ t

0−
F (xeru)λ(du) +

∫ t

0−
G(xeru)(λ ∗H)(du) + µF (φF ;λ,λ(x; t) + φ̃G(x; t))

+ µG (φG;λ∗H,λ(x; t) + φ̃F (x; t)) + o (∆(x; t)) .

Therefore, the proof is completed.
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