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Abstract

The mathematical essence in life insurance spins around the search of the nu-
merical characteristics of the random variables Tx, ν

Tx , Txν
Tx , etc., where ν

(deterministic) denotes the discount multiplier and Tx (random) is the future
lifetime of an individual being of x ∈ {0, 1, . . .} years old. This work provides
some historical facts about T. Wittstein and G. Balducci and their mortality
assumption. We also develop some formulas that make it easier to compute the
moments of the mentioned random variables assuming that the survival function
is interpolated according to Balducci’s assumption. Derived formulas are verified
using some hypothetical mortality data.

Keywords: survival function, future lifetime, Balducci’s assumption, net single
premium, exponential integral
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1 Introduction

Let X be the absolutely continuous random variable determining a person’s life-
time. By x ∈ {0, 1, . . .} =: N0 we denote the integer age of a certain person. Let
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s(u) := P(X ⩾ u), u ⩾ 0 denote the survival function. In life insurance, based on
some mortality table, the exact values of the survival function in many instances are
given over the integers only, i.e. s(x), x ∈ N0, and the problems that life insurance
deals with, ask to compute certain numerical characteristics of X under the certain
interpolation of s(x). More precisely, given the fixed age x ∈ N0, we shall connect the
value s(x+ k) with s(x+ k+1) when k varies over N0, and characterize some random
function of X. Perhaps, the most common and simple interpolation of s(x), x ∈ N0 is
the assumption of uniform distribution of deads (UDD):

s(x+ k + t) = (1− t)s(x+ k) + ts(x+ k + 1), x, k ∈ N0, t ∈ [0, 1]. (1)

In other words, the UDD assumption (1) states that the survival function s(u), u ⩾ 0
is linear over the intervals [0, 1), [1, 2), . . . Notice that x+ k + t when x, k ∈ N0 and
t ∈ (0, 1) defines the fractional age of a person.

Another widely known assumption on s(x), x ∈ N0 interpolation is the so called
Balducci’s assumption:

1

s(x+ k + t)
=

1− t

s(x+ k)
+

t

s(x+ k + 1)
, x, k ∈ N0, t ∈ [0, 1]. (2)

In comparison to the UDD assumption (1), Balducci’s assumption (2) states that the
function 1/s(u), u ⩾ 0 (as long as s(u) > 0) is linear over the intervals [0, 1), [1, 2),
. . ., see Figure 1.
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Fig. 1: View of s(x) interpolation under UDD and Balducci’s assumptions according
to some hypothetical data.
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For x ∈ N0, we denote the future lifetime by Tx of a person who is x years old, i.e.
Tx = X − x given that X ⩾ x, where X is the absolutely continuous random variable
that determines a person’s lifetime. Let upx denote the conditional survival function,
i.e., given that s(x) > 0,

upx = P(Tx ⩾ u) = P(X ⩾ x+ u|X ⩾ x) =
s(x+ u)

s(x)
, x ∈ N0, u ⩾ 0.

Then, by fx(u) we denote the conditional density, under condition X ⩾ x, of the
random variable X (person’s lifetime) and define it as derivative

fx(u) = − (upx)
′
u . (3)

Let us also denote uqx := 1 −u px, 1px := px, and 1qx := qx. Under Balducci’s
assumption (2), the conditional density (3) is

fx(k + t) = −(k+tpx)
′
t = −

(
k+1px

px+k + t · qx+k

)′

t

=
k+1px · qx+k

(1− (1− t) · qx+k)
2 , (4)

where x, k ∈ N0, and t ∈ [0, 1]. In comparison, under UDD assumption (1), the
conditional density (3) is

fx(k + t) =k px −k+1 px =
dx+k

lx
=:k|1 qx, (5)

where lx represents the expected number of survivors to age x from the l0 newborns,
i.e. lx = l0s(x), and dx = lx − lx+1 denote the number of deaths between ages x and
x+ 1. Let g(u), u ⩾ 0 be some real-valued function. In life insurance, to characterize
the random variable X essentially means to compute the expectation

Eg(X) =

∞∫
0

g(u)fx(u) du =

1∫
0

g(u)fx(u) du+

2∫
1

g(u)fx(u) du+ . . . (6)

The computation of Eg(X) in (6) is much easier using the density of UDD as the left-
hand-side of (5) does not depend on t, and the same job becomes more complicated
using the density (4).

If the function g in (6) represents the random discount multiplier according to
the future lifetime, i.e. g(X) = (1 + i)−Tx , where i > −1 denotes the fixed annual
interest rate, then the expectations of type (6) are called the net actuarial values. As
mentioned, the computation of the net actuarial values under the UDD assumption is
more simplistic than the same under Balducci’s assumption: under UDD we integrate
g over the ”steps”, while under Balducci’s assumption, we are tasked to do the same
over the ”arcs of hyperbolas”, see Figure 2.
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Fig. 2: View of the conditional density fx(k+ t) under UDD and Balducci’s assump-
tions according to some hypothetical data.

Moreover, if the function g in (6) is differentiable and non-increasing (non-
decreasing), then the expected value of g(Tx) under Balducci’s mortality assumption
(2) is never less (greater) than Eg(Tx) under the UDD assumption (1), see Lemma 3.
So, if g(Tx) = (1 + i)−Tx then the net single premium under Balducci’s assumption
is never less than the net single premium under the UDD assumption. In practice,
this leads to the higher expected payoff of the threatened claim and consequently the
larger insurance price.

It can be computed, see for instance [1], [2], that under Balducci’s assumption, the
force of mortality is

µx+t = −s′t(x+ t)

s(x+ t)
=

qx
1− (1− t) · qx

, x ∈ N0, 0 < t < 1, (7)

while the same under the UDD assumption is

µx+t =
qx

1− t · qx
, x ∈ N0, 0 < t < 1. (8)

Since the force of mortality (7) decreases over the year, given that the one in
(8) increases, there are many insights and interpretations as to whether Balducci’s
mortality assumption is realistic for some human populations, see, for instance, [1, p.
5] cf. [2, p. 105]. The authors believe Balducci’s assumption can be realistic for some
human populations. For instance, newborns, teenagers who just reached the legal age
to drive, consume alcohol, etc., or those individuals who, let’s say, periodically face
something that increases their death probability.
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It is curious about the circumstances of how Balducci’s assumption arose. Unfortu-
nately, most publicly available sources, especially the electronic ones in English, lack
even the basic facts about the life of Italian actuary Gaetano Balducci (1887 – 1974),
see [3, p. 148] where these birth and death years are provided. Balducci did numerous
prominent works and officiated in state institutions during his lifetime. For example,
it is most famously known that G. Balducci was a State general Accountant for Italy
for almost ten years during the middle of the 20th century, see [4, p. 7]. Notably, he
was also an active member of the Society of Actuaries (the global professional orga-
nization for actuaries), sharing his insights on life insurance theories in several issues
of the Journal of Economists and Statistical Review, e.g. [5], [6], [7]. Here we collect
and interpret more facts about the assumption (2) named after this Italian actuary.

In fact, the interpolation (2), as well as UDD and constant mortality force, was
first introduced by German mathematician Theodor Ludwig Wittstein (1816 – 1894),
see [2, p. 68]. In contrast to Balducci, Wittstein’s life appears to be much better
documented in easily accessible public sources, see, for example, [8, p. 358]. In short,
Wittstein was a high school teacher and textbook author, known for his contributions
to the mathematical statistics field. In his work (1862) [9] Wittstein studied population
mortality under certain assumptions and concluded that the mortality probability for
the fractional ages can be computed as

1−tqx+t =
qx · (1− t)

1− t · qx
, x ∈ N0, 0 < t < 1,

what is equivalent to (2). In 1917, in work [7] Balducci studied the development of
certain populations too and concluded the same as Wittstein earlier. In our opinion,
Balducci was unaware of Wittstein’s work due to the different languages and the
limited spread of information at the time. See the source [10] and references therein for
more facts and language unification regarding the studies by Wittstein and Balducci.

Let us mention that the formulas of the net actuarial values under UDD are well
known, they are derived in many sources, see, for example, [2]. Also, the constant mor-
tality force implies the future lifetime Tx (regardless of person’s age) being distributed
exponentially, i.e. fx(t) = λe−λt, λ > 0, t ⩾ 0. So, the numerical characteristics of Tx

under the constant mortality force are nothing but characteristics of the exponential
distribution. In this work, we derive some formulas that make it easier to compute
the net actuarial values under Balducci’s assumption. We show that the described
computation, dependently on the type of insurance and other circumstances, is essen-
tially based on the exponential integral (10) whose values can be computed by many
software.

The main results of this work are listed in Section 2. In Propositions 1-4 we compute
the m-th moments of the random variables νTx , Tx, Tx ·νTx , [Tx+1] ·νTx respectively,
where [·] denotes the integer part function. The provided moments are computed over
the yearly intervals: l ⩽ Tx < l + 1, l + 1 ⩽ Tx < l + 2, . . ., l + n − 1 ⩽ Tx <
l + n, where n ∈ N, l ∈ N0, l provides the years of deferment, and n describes the
maturity (in years) of insurance. As the random variables νTx and Tx were already
introduced, we mention that the random variable Txν

Tx describes the present value of
the uniformly increasing insurance, while [Tx+1]νTx denotes the present value of yearly
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increasing insurance when the payoff is immediate after the insurer’s death. Based on
these random variables, there are various other modifications possible: [Tx + n]νTx ,
[n−Tx]ν

Tx , etc. In the next two statements, Propositions 5 and 6, we divide each year
in j ∈ N equal pieces and compute the m-th moments of the random variables

ν([Txj]+1)/j , [jTx + 1] · νTx , (9)

where the first random variable in (9) can be used to express some net actuarial value
when the installments are paid j times per year, and the second random variable in (9)
describes the present value of the payoff when the insurance amount increases j times
per year. Authors anticipate that the studied expectations of the provided random
variables cover the most relevant insurance types or can be easily modified in a desired
way.

In Section 3 we provide some numerical outputs of Propositions 1-6 based on
hypothetical mortality data. The provided examples were created by the software [11]
and their outputs were double-verified to match the results using the direct sum-
integral method as provided in (6).

2 Main results

Let us denote the exponent integral

Ei(y) := −
∞∫

−y

e−z

z
dz =

y∫
−∞

ez

z
dz, y ∈ R \ {0} (10)

and recall two more standard notations in actuarial mathematics:

δ := log(1 + i), ν :=
1

1 + i
, i > −1,

where i denotes the annual return rate, see [12] for more international actuarial nota-
tions used in the further text. We start with the statement on the m-th moment of
the random variable νTx .

Proposition 1. Say that the survival function s(x), x ∈ N0 is interpolated according
to Balducci’s assumption (2) and let Tx denote the future lifetime of a person being
of x ∈ N0 years old. If px+k > 0 and qx+k > 0 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ l + n− 1, where l ∈ N0

and n ∈ N, then

m
l| Ā

1
x:n := EνmTx1{l⩽Tx<l+n} = νml ·l px − νm(l+n) ·l+n px

+mδ

l+n−1∑
k=l

νm(1+k−1/qx+k) · k+1px
qx+k

· Eik(mδ), (11)

m
l| Āx := lim

n→∞
m
l| Ā

1
x:n , (12)

6



where m ∈ N,

Eik(δ) = Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
(13)

and Ei(·) denotes the exponent integral (10).

Remark 1: computing m
l| Āx in (12) we shall let n ∈ N run up to such a number

that s(x+n−1+ l) > 0 due to qx+k+l = 1− s(x+k+ l+1)/s(x+k+ l) which is valid
as long as s(x + k + l) > 0. In other words, if px+k = 0 for some x, k ∈ N0 in sum
(11), then these corresponding summands are zeros due to k+1px =k px · px+k and

lim
px+k→0

px+k · Ei
(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

)
= 0.

Of course, px+k = 0 implies that the survival function s(y) = 0 for all y ⩾ x + k. In
addition, in (11) it can be shown that νm(l+n) ·l+n px → 0 as n → ∞ if EνmTx exists.

Remark 2: if qx+k = 0 for some x, k ∈ N0 in sum (11), then these corresponding
summands, including the multiplication by mδ, shall be understood as

νmk · (νm − 1) ·k px

due to

lim
∆→0

mδ

∆
exp

{
mδ

∆

}(
Ei

(
−mδ

∆
+mδ

)
− Ei

(
−mδ

∆

))
= 1− ν−m, ∆ := qx+k.

Let us mention that the values of the exponential integral (10) can be computed
according to the formula Ei(−z) = −E1(z), z > 0, where

E1(z) = −γ − log z −
∞∑
k=1

(−1)kzk

k · k!
, (14)

γ = 0.577 . . . is the Euler (also known as Euler-Mascheroni) constant. See [13], [14],
and [15] for the various approximations the exponent integral.

The next proposition provides some numerical characteristics of the future lifetime
Tx when the survival function over the fractional ages is interpolated as in (2). In this
case, the sum of hypergeometric functions [16] can give the general expression of the
m-th moment. However, this provides little value in this context, and we explicitly
write down just a few of the first moments. In all subsequent propositions, n → ∞ is
allowed under the same means as in Proposition 1 and description in Remark 1.
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Proposition 2. Say that the survival function s(x), x ∈ N0 is interpolated according
to Balducci’s assumption (2) and let Tx denote the future lifetime of a person being of
x ∈ N0 years old. If qx+k < 1 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ l + n− 1, where l ∈ N0, n ∈ N, then

E (Tx)
m
1{l⩽Tx<n+l} =l px · lm −l+n px · (l + n)m

+m

l+n−1∑
k=l

∫ k+1

k

k+1px · tm−1dt

1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k
, (15)

where m ∈ N.
In particular, if, in addition, qx+k > 0 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ l+n−1, and lx = l0·s(x), l0 ∈

N, then

E1{l⩽Tx<n+l} =

l+n−1∑
k=l

kpx · qx+k =
1

lx

l+n−1∑
k=l

dx+k =
lx+l − lx+l+n

lx
, (16)

l|
◦
e
x:n

:= ETx1{l⩽Tx<n+l} = l · lpx − (n+ l) · n+lpx −
n+l−1∑
k=l

k+1px · log px+k

qx+k
, (17)

ET 2
x1{l⩽Tx<n+l} = l2 · lpx − (n+ l)2 · n+lpx

+ 2

n+l−1∑
k=l

k+1px · (qx+k + (px+k − k · qx+k) · log px+k)

q2x+k

. (18)

Remark 3: Formula (16) does not depend on the interpolation of s(x) over frac-
tional age. The expression (17) in a different form with l = 0 and n → ∞ is also
given in [17, p. 24]. It can be shown that l+npx · (l+ n)m → 0 if n → ∞ and E(Tx)

m,
m ∈ N exists. The summands in (17) and (18) (also (15)) are zeros if px+k = 0 for
some x, k ∈ N0, and

log px+k

qx+k
→ −1,

qx+k + (px+k − k · qx+k) · log px+k

q2x+k

→ 1

2
+ k

as qx+k → 0 for some x, k ∈ N0. See Remark 1 under Proposition 1 also.

In the next Proposition, we compute the m-th moment of the random variable
Tx · νTx , which describes the present value of uniformly increasing payoff. Again,
the general expression is complicated and we write down explicitly just the first two
moments.

Proposition 3. Say that the survival function s(x), x ∈ N0 is interpolated according
to Balducci’s assumption (2) and let Tx denote the future lifetime of a person who is
x ∈ N0 years old. If qx+k < 1 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ l + n− 1, where l ∈ N0, n ∈ N, then

m
l|
(
ĪĀ
)1
x:n

:= E (Txν
Tx)m1{l⩽Tx<n+l} = lm · νml ·l px − (l + n)m · νm(l+n) ·l+n px

8



+m

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px

∫ k+1

k

tm−1 · νmt · (1− δt)

1− (k + 1− t)qx+k
dt, (19)

where m ∈ N.
In particular, if, in addition, px+k > 0 and qx+k > 0 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ l+n− 1, then

l|
(
ĪĀ
)1
x:n

= ETxν
Tx1{l⩽Tx<n+l}

=l px · l · νl −l+n px · (l + n) · νl+n − i

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px
qx+k

· νk+1

−
l+n−1∑
k=l

(
1− δ ·

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

))
· k+1px
qx+k

· ν1+k− 1
qx+k · Eik(δ), (20)

where

Eik(δ) = Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
and Ei(·) denotes the exponent integral (10).

Moreover, under the same assumptions,

2
l|
(
ĪĀ
)1
x:n

= E
(
Txν

Tx
)2
1{l⩽Tx<n+l} =

l2 · ν2l ·l px − (l + n)2 · ν2(l+n) ·l+n px +

n+l−1∑
k=l

k+1px · (I1, k + I2, k) , (21)

where I1, k and I2, k are given in (29) and (30) respectively.

Remark 4: as previously, the summands in (20) and (21) are zeros if px+k = 0
for some x, k ∈ N0. If qx+k = 0 for some x, k ∈ N0 in the corresponding terms of
two sums of (20), then the limit, as qx+k → 0, is νk+1 · kpx · (1 − i · k). If qx+k = 0
for some x, k ∈ N0 in some summands in (21), then the limit, as qx+k → 0, is
ν2k+2 · kpx ·

(
1 + 2k − k2 · (i2 + 2i)

)
.

In the following proposition, we compute the m-th moment of the random variable
[Tx + 1] · νTx which describes the present value of the yearly increasing payoff.

Proposition 4. Say that the survival function s(x), x ∈ N0 is interpolated according
to Balducci’s assumption (2) and let Tx denote the future lifetime of a person being
of x ∈ N0 years old. If qx+k > 0 and px+k > 0 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ l + n− 1, where l ∈ N0

and n ∈ N, then

m
l|
(
IĀ
)1
x:n

:= E ([Tx + 1]νTx)m1{l⩽Tx<n+l}

9



=

l+n−1∑
k=l

kpx · (k + 1)m · νmk · (1− px+k · νm)

+ δm

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · (k + 1)m · v
m(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k
· Eik(mδ), (22)

where m ∈ N,

Eik(δ) = Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
and Ei(·) denotes the exponent integral (10).

Remark 5: again, if px+k = 0 for some x, k ∈ N0 in some summands in (22),
then they are zeros. If qx+k = 0 for some x, k ∈ N0 in some summands in (22), then
the limits in these corresponding summands, as qx+k → 0, are kpx ·km ·νmk · (νm−1),
see also Remark 2 above.

In this work, we do not develop any formulas for the present actuarial values as
they admit the representations via the net single premiums computed in Proposition
1, see [2, Ch. 5]. On the other hand, when the insurer pays a certain amount with a
different intensity than yearly (as long as he/she is alive), we shall look for some more
convenient formulas that convert the present value of such cash flows to the present
values of yearly mortality data-based cash flows.

Let us consider the time slot from 0 up to n ∈ N years and split every single year
in j ∈ N intervals as follows:

1’th year:
[
0, 1

j

)
,
[
1
j ,

2
j

)
, . . . ,

[
1− 1

j , 1
)
,

2’nd year:
[
1, 1 + 1

j

)
,
[
1 + 1

j , 1 +
2
j

)
, . . . ,

[
2− 1

j , 2
)
,

...

n’th year:
[
n− 1, n− 1 + 1

j

)
,
[
n− 1 + 1

j , n− 1 + 2
j

)
, . . . ,

[
n− 1

j , n
)
.

(23)

In the next proposition, we provide the formula to compute the m-th moment of
the random variable ν([Txj]+1)/j , j ∈ N, where the future lifetime Tx is distributed
over the intervals in (23). In this situation, insurance deferment can be described by
”l ∗ n1”, where l ∈ N0 provides years, and n1 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1} means the number
of periods whose length is 1/j. For instance, if j = 12, then l = 1 and n1 = 2 describe
the deferment of a year and two months.

Proposition 5. Say that the survival function s(x), x ∈ N0 is interpolated according
to Balducci’s assumption (2) and let Tx denote the future lifetime of a person being of
x ∈ N0 years old. If j, n ∈ N, m, l ∈ N0, and n1 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1}, then

m
l|

(
Ā(j)

)1
x:n

:= E
(
ν

[Tx j]+1
j

)m
1{l∗n1⩽Tx<n+l∗n1}

10



=
1

j

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=n1

ν(k+(d+1)/j)m k+1px · qx+k(
px+k + d

j · qx+k

)(
px+k + d+1

j · qx+k

)+
ν(n+l)m

j
n+l+1px · qx+n+l

n1−1∑
d=0

ν(d+1)/j·m(
px+n+l +

d
j · qx+n+l

)(
px+n+l +

d+1
j · qx+n+l

) . (24)

In the last proposition, we provide the formula to compute the m-th moment of
the random variable [j · Tx + 1] · νTx , j ∈ N, where the future lifetime Tx again is
distributed over the intervals in (23).

Proposition 6. Say that the survival function s(x), x ∈ N0 is interpolated according
to Balducci’s assumption (2) and let Tx denote the future lifetime of a person being
of x ∈ N0 years old. If j, n ∈ N, m, l ∈ N0, n1 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1}, px+k > 0, and
qx+k > 0 for all l ⩽ k ⩽ n+ l − 1, then

m
l|

(
I(j)Ā

)1
x:n

:= E
(
[j · Tx + 1] · νTx

)m
1{l∗n1⩽Tx<n+l∗n1} =

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=n1

(d+ jk + 1)m · k+1px · νm(k+
d
j )

 1

1−
(
1− d

j

)
· qx+k

− νm/j

1−
(
1− d+1

j

)
· qx+k


+ n+l+1px · νm(n+l)×
n1−1∑
d=0

(d+ j · (n+ l) + 1)m · ν
md
j

 1

1−
(
1− d

j

)
· qx+n+l

− νm/j

1−
(
1− d+1

j

)
· qx+n+l


− δm

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=n1

(d+ j · k + 1)m · k+1px · ν
m(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k
· Eik(mδ, d, j)

− δm · n+l+1px · ν
m(1+n+l−1/qx+k)

qx+n+l

j−1∑
d=n1

(d+ j · (n+ l) + 1)m · Ein+l(mδ, d, j).

Here

Eik(δ, d, j) = Ei

(
−δ

(
px+k

qx+k
+

d+ 1

j

))
− Ei

(
−δ

(
px+k

qx+k
+

d

j

))
and Ei(·) denotes the exponent integral (10).

Remark 6: as previously, px+k = 0 implies zero summands in Proposition 6. If
qx+k = 0, then

lim
∆→0

mδ

∆
exp

{
mδ

∆

}(
Ei

(
−mδ

(
1−∆

∆
+

d+ 1

j

))
− Ei

(
−mδ

(
1−∆

∆
+

d

j

)))
= νm(d/j−1) · (1− νm/j), ∆ := qx+k.
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As mentioned in the Introduction, the provided formulas in Propositions 1-6 can
be modified in various desired ways. For example, because of the Proposition 5 and
under its assumptions

E
(
[Tx j] + 1

j

)m

1{l∗0⩽Tx<n+l∗0}

=
1

j

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=0

(
k +

d+ 1

j

)m
k+1px · qx+k(

px+k + d
j · qx+k

)(
px+k + d+1

j · qx+k

) .
3 Some illustrative examples

In this section, we give two examples that verify Propositions 1–6 based on some
hypothetical survival laws. As mentioned in the Introduction, the obtained outputs
are double-verified according to the formula (6). These examples serve the purpose of
convincing the correctness of the given computational formulas rather than reflecting
on something from real life, see [18], [19], [20], references therein, and many other
sources for studying the survival laws of human populations. On the other hand, papers
such as [21], deal with some theoretical studies regarding the survival (tail) function.

Example 1. Let l = 0, i = 5%, n = 10, and

kpx =
100− k

100
, k = 1, 2, . . . , 10.

We compute the expectations given in Propositions 1–6 when m = 1 or m = 2.

The provided conditional survival function kpx implies

qx+k =
1

100− k
, k = 0, 1, . . . , 9.

The formula (11) in Proposition 1 yields:

Ā1
x:10

≈ 0.0791388, 2Ā1
x:10

≈ 0.063867.

According to Proposition 2:

lx − lx+10

lx
=

1

10
,

◦
ex:10 ≈ 0.499824, ET 2

x1{Tx<10} ≈ 3.33155.

Proposition 3 gives:(
ĪĀ
)1
x:10

≈ 0.363507, 2
(
ĪĀ
)1
x:10

≈ 1.63319.

12



Proposition 4 yields:(
IĀ
)1
x:10

≈ 0.403536, 2
(
IĀ
)1
x:10

≈ 1.91788.

If, in addition, j = 2, then Propositions 5 and 6 respectively give:(
Ā(2)

)1
x:10

≈ 0.0781758, 2
(
Ā(2)

)1
x:10

≈ 0.062319,(
I(2)Ā

)1
x:10

≈ 0.766813, 2
(
I(2)Ā

)1
x:10

≈ 7.08521.

Example 2. Let l = 1, x = 0, i = 5%, n → ∞, and

kpx = exp

{(x
α

)β
−
(
k + x

α

)β
}
, k ∈ N0, α = 50, β = 3. (25)

We compute the expectations given in Propositions 1–6 when m = 1 or m = 2.

The conditional probability distribution in (25) is known as a discrete Weibull
distribution with positive parameters α and β, see Figures 3, 4, and sources [22], [23],
on some recent studies regarding this distribution.

20 40 60 80
x

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
sHxL

Fig. 3: The survival function s(x) =
exp{−(x/α)β}, x ∈ N0, α = 50, β = 3.

20 40 60 80
x

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

sHxL-sHx+1L

Fig. 4: The probability mass function
P(X = x) = s(x)− s(x+ 1), x ∈ N0.

The provided mortality law implies

px+k = exp

{(
k + x

α

)β

−
(
k + 1 + x

α

)β
}
, x, k ∈ N0, α = 50, β = 3.

Thus, according to Proposition 1:

1|Ā0 ≈ 0.152212, 2
1|Ā0 ≈ 0.0381506.
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Proposition 2:

lim
n→∞

l1 − l1+n

l0
= e−0.000008 ≈ 0.999992, 1|

◦
e0 ≈ 44.6399, ET 2

0 1{1⩽T0} ≈ 2256.03.

Proposition 3:

1|
(
ĪĀ
)
0
≈ 5.01701, 2

1|
(
ĪĀ
)
0
≈ 28.0812.

Proposition 4:

1|
(
IĀ
)
0
≈ 5.09453, 2

1|
(
IĀ
)
0
≈ 29.0377.

If, in addition, j = 12 and n1 = 2 (there is a deferment of a year and two months),
then Propositions 5 and 6 respectively give:

1∗2|

(
Ā(12)

)
0
≈ 0.125392, 2

1∗2|

(
Ā(12)

)
0
≈ 0.0313064,

1∗2|

(
I(12)Ā

)
0
≈ 10.1107, 2

1∗2|

(
I(12)Ā

)
0
≈ 114.207.

4 Lemmas

In this section, we formulate and prove three auxiliary statements. Let us recall that

δ = log(1 + i), ν =
1

1 + i
, i > −1.

and

Ei(y) = −
∞∫

−y

e−z

z
dz =

y∫
−∞

ez

z
dz, y ∈ R \ {0}.

Lemma 1. Let x, k ∈ N0, m, j ∈ N, d ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j−1}, and suppose that px+k > 0
and qx+k > 0. Then

k+(d+1)/j∫
k+d/j

νmt dt

1− (1 + k − t) · qx+k
=

νm(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k
Eik(mδ, d, j), (26)

where

Eik(δ, d, j) = Ei

(
−δ

(
px+k

qx+k
+

d+ 1

j

))
− Ei

(
−δ

(
px+k

qx+k
+

d

j

))
.
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Proof. The proof is straightforward

k+(d+1)/j∫
k+d/j

νmt dt

1− (1 + k − t) · qx+k

=
νm(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k

px+k+(d+1)/j·qx+k∫
px+k+d/j·qx+k

e−δ my/qx+k

δ my/qx+k
d

(
δ my

qx+k

)

=
νm(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k

(
Ei

(
−mδ

(
px+k

qx+k
+

d+ 1

j

))
− Ei

(
−mδ

(
px+k

qx+k
+

d

j

)))
.

Lemma 2. Let x, a ∈ N0, j ∈ N, and d = 0, 1, . . . , j − 1. Then, under Balducci’s
mortality assumption (2),

a+ d
j
px −a+ d+1

j
px =a+1 px · qx+a ·

1

j
· 1

px+a +
d
j · qx+a

· 1

px+a +
d+1
j · qx+a

.

Proof. Since a + x ∈ N0, d/j ∈ [0, 1), and (d + 1)/j ∈ (0, 1], we then apply the
interpolation (2) and obtain

s

(
x+ a+

d

j

)
− s

(
x+ a+

d+ 1

j

)
=

s(x+ a)s(x+ a+ 1)

d
j · s(x+ a) +

(
1− d

j

)
· s(x+ a+ 1)

− s(x+ a)s(x+ a+ 1)

d+1
j · s(x+ a) +

(
1− d+1

j

)
· s(x+ a+ 1)

= s(x) ·a+1 px · qx+a · j ·
1

d · qx+a + j · px+a
· 1

(d+ 1) · qx+a + j · px+a
.

Lemma 3. Let g(t) be the real, differentiable and non-increasing function over the
intervals t ∈ [0, 1) ∪ [1, 2), . . . Then the expected value of g(Tx) under Balducci’s
mortality assumption is never less than Eg(Tx) under the UDD assumption.

Conversely, suppose that the function g(t) is non-decreasing under the same condi-
tions. In that case, the expected value of g(Tx) under Balducci’s mortality assumption
is never greater than Eg(Tx) under the UDD assumption.

Proof. Let k ∈ N0. Then, for any lx > 0, x ∈ N0 and k such that qx+k < 1, we have

I :=

∫ k+1

k

(
k+1px · qx+k

(1− (k + 1− t)qx+k)2
− dx+k

lx

)
g(t) dt

=

∫ k+1

k

g(t) d

(
− k+1px
1− (k + 1− t)qx+k

− dx+k

lx
t

)
= −

∫ k+1

k

g(t) d z(t),
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where

z(t) =
k+1px

1− (k + 1− t)qx+k
+

dx+k

lx
t ⩾ 0, k ⩽ t < k + 1.

It is easy to check z(k) = z(k+1) = kpx+
dx+k

lx
·k. Then, upon the integration by parts,

I = −g(k + 1)z(k + 1) + g(k)z(k) +

∫ k+1

k

z(t) g′(t) dt

= (g(k)− g(k + 1))

(
kpx +

dx+k

lx
· k
)
+

∫ k+1

k

z(t) g′(t) dt. (27)

If g′(t) ⩽ 0 in (27), then

I ⩾ (g(k)− g(k + 1))

(
kpx +

dx+k

lx
· k
)
+ max

0⩽t<1
z(t) · (g(k + 1)− g(k)). (28)

Since z(k) = z(k + 1) =k px + dx+k

lx
· k and the second derivative

z′′(t) =
2 ·k+1 px · q2x+k

(1− (k + 1− t) qx+k)3
⩾ 0

for all k ⩽ t < k + 1, the function z(t) is not concave down and consequently

max0⩽t<1 z(t) =k px + dx+k

lx
· k. Thus, I ⩾ 0 due to (28).

Conversely, if g′(t) ⩾ 0 in (27), then

I ⩽ (g(k)− g(k + 1))

(
kpx +

dx+k

lx
· k
)
+ max

0⩽t<1
z(t) · (g(k + 1)− g(k)) = 0

due to the same argumentation.

5 Propositions’ proofs

In this Section, we prove all propositions formulated in Section 2.

Proof of Proposition 1. Given the density under Balducci’s assumption (4), we obtain

m
l| Ā

1
x:n =

n+l∫
l

νmu fx(u) du =

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1∫
k

νmt fx(t) dt

=

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · qx+k

k+1∫
k

νtm dt

(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)2
, n ∈ N.
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According to Lemma 1 with j = 1 and d = 0, the last integral, multiplied by qx+k ̸= 0,
is

qx+k

k+1∫
k

νmt dt

(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)2
= −

k+1∫
k

νmtd

(
1

1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

)

=
νmk

px+k
− νm(k+1) − δm

k+1∫
k

νmt dt

1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

=
νmk

px+k
− νm(k+1) + δm

νm(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k
Eik(mδ),

where the difference of exponent integrals Eik(δ) is given in (13). Then

m
l| Ā

1
x:n =

l+n−1∑
k=l

νmk · kpx −
l+n−1∑
k=l

νm(k+1) · k+1px + δm

l+n−1∑
k=l

νm(1+k−1/qx+k) · k+1px
qx+k

· Eik(mδ)

= νml ·l px − νm(l+n) ·l+n px + δm

l+n−1∑
k=l

νm(1+k−1/qx+k) · k+1px
qx+k

· Eik(mδ).

This proves the equality (11) while (12) is implied by (11) as n → ∞.

Proof of Proposition 2. Eq. (15) is implied due to

E (Tx)
m
1{l⩽Tx<n+l} =

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · qx+k

k+1∫
k

tm dt

(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)
2 ,

where

qx+k

k+1∫
k

tmdt

(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)
2

=
km

px+k
− (k + 1)m +m

∫ k+1

k

tm−1dt

1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k
, m ∈ N.

As Tx is the continuous random variable, eq. (16) is straightforward due to

E1{l⩽Tx<n+l} =

l+n−1∑
k=l

P(k ⩽ Tx < k + 1)

and elementary rearrangements.
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Eq. (17) is a corollary of (15) with m = 1, where

l+n−1∑
k=l

(kpx · k −k+1 px · (k + 1)) = l ·l px − (n+ l) ·n+l px

and ∫ k+1

k

dt

1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k
= − log px+k

qx+k
.

Eq. (18) is a corollary of (15) too with m = 2, where

l+n−1∑
k=l

(
kpx · k2 −k+1 px · (k + 1)2

)
= l2 ·l px − (n+ l)2 ·n+l px

and ∫ k+1

k

t dt

1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k
=

qx+k + (px+k − k · qx+k) · log px+k

q2x+k

.

Proof of Proposition 3. According to the proof of Proposition 1, we shall compute

ETx · νTx1{l⩽Tx⩽n+l} =

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · qx+k

k+1∫
k

t · νt dt
(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)

2 .

The last integral, multiplied by qx+k, is

I :=
k · νk

px+k
− (k + 1) · νk+1 +

k+1∫
k

νt − δ · t · νt dt
1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

=
k · νk

px+k
− (k + 1) · νk+1 +

ν1+k−1/qx+k

qx+k

(
Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

))

− δ

k+1∫
k

t · νt dt
1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

.
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Due to the change of variable 1 − (k + 1 − t)qx+k = y and rearrangements, the last
integral, multiplied by −δ, equals to

− δν1+k−1/qx+k

qx+k

1∫
px+k

(1 + k − 1/qx+k + y/qx+k) ν
y/qx+k

y/qx+k
d

(
y

qx+k

)

= −δ · ν
1+k−1/qx+k

qx+k

(1 + k − 1

qx+k

) 1/qx+k∫
px+k/qx+k

e−δz

z
dz +

1/qx+k∫
px+k/qx+k

e−δz dz


= −δ · ν

1+k−1/qx+k

qx+k

((
1 + k − 1

qx+k

)(
Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

))
+

i

δ
ν1/qx+k

)
= −δ · ν

1+k−1/qx+k

qx+k

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

)(
Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

))
− i · ν1+k

qx+k
.

Thus

I =
k · νk

px+k
−
(
1 + k +

i

qx+k

)
νk+1

+

(
1− δ

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

))
ν1+k−1/qx+k

qx+k

(
Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

))
,

and finally

ETx · νTx1{l⩽Tx⩽n+l} =

l+n−1∑
k=l

k ·k px · νk −
l+n−1∑
k=l

(
1 + k +

i

qx+k

)
·k+1 px · νk+1+

l+n−1∑
k=l

(
1− δ

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

))
k+1px
qx+k

ν
1+k− 1

qx+k

(
Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

))

=l px · l · νl −l+n px · (l + n) · νl+n − i

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px
qx+k

· νk+1+

l+n−1∑
k=l

(
1− δ

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

))
k+1px
qx+k

ν
1+k− 1

qx+k

(
Ei

(
− δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−δ · px+k

qx+k

))
.

We now compute the second moment

ET 2
x · ν2Tx1{l⩽Tx⩽n+l} =

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · qx+k

k+1∫
k

t2 · ν2t dt
(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)

2 .
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The last integral, multiplied by qx+k, is

k2 · ν2k

px+k
− (k + 1)2 · ν2(k+1) +

∫ k+1

k

2t · ν2t − 2δ · t2 · ν2t dt
1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

.

Let us denote

I1, k :=

∫ k+1

k

2t · ν2t dt
1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

, I2, k = −
∫ k+1

k

2δ · t2 · ν2t dt
1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k

.

Then, omitting the details of elementary rearrangements, we obtain

I1, k =
ν2k

qx+k
×(

1− ν2

δ
+ 2

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

)
ν
2− 2

qx+k

(
Ei

(
− 2δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−2δ · px+k

qx+k

)))
, (29)

I2, k =
ν2k

qx+k

(
1− ν2

qx+k
+

−1 + ν2 + δ · (−2 + 4ν2 + 4k(−1 + ν2))

2δ

− 2δ

(
1 + k − 1

qx+k

)2

ν2−2/qx+k

(
Ei

(
− 2δ

qx+k

)
− Ei

(
−2δ · px+k

qx+k

)))
. (30)

Thus,

ET 2
x · ν2Tx1{l⩽Tx⩽n+l}

= l2 · ν2l ·l px − (l + n)2 · ν2(l+n) ·l+n px +

n+l−1∑
k=l

k+1px · (I1, k + I2, k)

Proof of Proposition 4. Arguing the same as before, we get

E ([Tx + 1]νTx)m1{l⩽Tx⩽n+l}

=

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · qx+k · (k + 1)m ·
∫ k+1

k

νtm dt

(1− (k + 1− t) · qx+k)2

=

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · (k + 1)m
(

νmk

px+k
− νm(k+1) + δm · ν

m(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k
· Ei(mδ)

)

=

l+n−1∑
k=l

kpx · (k + 1)m · νmk · (1− px+k · νm)
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+ δm

l+n−1∑
k=l

k+1px · (k + 1)m · v
m(1+k−1/qx+k)

qx+k
· Eik(mδ).

Proof of Proposition 5. The proof is straightforward because of Lemma 2

E
(
ν

[Txj]+1
j

)m
1{l∗n1⩽Tx<n+l∗n1} =

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=n1

ν(k+(d+1)/j)m
(
k+ d

j
px −k+ d+1

j
px

)

+ ν(n+l)m
n1−1∑
d=0

ν(d+1)/j·m
(
n+l+ d

j
px −n+l+ d+1

j
px

)

=
1

j

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=n1

ν(k+(d+1)/j)m k+1px · qx+k(
px+k + d

j · qx+k

)(
px+k + d+1

j · qx+k

)
+

ν(n+l)m

j
· n+l+1px · qx+n+l

n1−1∑
d=0

ν(d+1)/j·m(
px+n+l +

d
j · qx+n+l

)(
px+n+l +

d+1
j · qx+n+l

) .

Proof of Proposition 6. If j ∈ N and d ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1} then

E
(
[j · Tx + 1] · νTx

)m
1{l∗n1⩽Tx<n+l∗n1}

=

n+l−1∑
k=l

j−1∑
d=n1

(d+ j · k + 1)m
k+(d+1)/j∫
k+d/j

νmtfx(t) dt (31)

+

n1−1∑
d=0

(d+ j · (n+ l) + 1)m
n+l+(d+1)/j∫
n+l+d/j

νmtfx(t) dt. (32)

The integral from (31) is

1

k+1px

k+(d+1)/j∫
k+d/j

νmtfx(t) dt = qx+k

k+ d+1
j∫

k+ d
j

νmt dt

(1− (k + 1− t)qx+k)2

= νm(k+
d
j )
(

1

1− (1− d/j) · qx+k
− νm/j

1− (1− (d+ 1)/j) · qx+k

)

− δm

k+(d+1)/j∫
k+d/j

e−δmt dt

1− (k + 1− t)qx+k
,
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while the integral from (32) is the same if k = n+ l. The proof follows upon Lemma
1 and other elementary means.
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We thank our colleague Professor Jonas Šiaulys for reviewing the first draft of the
manuscript.

References

[1] Batten, R.W.: Mortality Table Construction. Risk, Insurance and Security Series.
Prentice-Hall, New Jersey (1978)

[2] Bowers(Jr.), N.L., Gerber, H.U., Hickman, J.C., Jones, D.A., Nesbitt, C.J.:
Actuarial Mathematics, 1st edn. Society of Actuaries, Itasca (1986)

[3] Einaudi, L.: Diario 1945-1947. Editori Laterza, Italy (1993). https:
//www.bancaditalia.it/pubblicazioni/collana-storica/documenti/documenti-11/
CSBI-documenti-11.pdf

[4] Mosca, M.: Precedenti Storici e Conseguenze Economiche Dell’articolo 81 della
Costituzione. http://manuelamosca.com/progetti/artbilancio.pdf

[5] Unknown: Gaetano Balducci, ragionere generale dello Stato, 1952. Italian maga-
zine Epoca, Vol. VII, n. 86, 31 May 1952 (1952)

[6] Gaetano, B.: La tavola di sopravvivenza della popolazione maschile italiana (1901)
interpolata mediante la formola del makeham. Giornale degli Economisti e Rivista
di Statistica 42(4), 394–403 (1911)

[7] Balducci, G.: Costruzione e critica delle tavole di mortalità. Giornale degli
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