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Abstract: This paper studies the properties of the Multiply Iterated Poisson Process (MIPP),
a stochastic process constructed by repeatedly time-changing a Poisson process, and its applications
in ruin theory. Like standard Poisson processes, MIPPs have exponentially distributed sojourn times
(waiting times between jumps). We explicitly derive the probabilities of all possible jump sizes at
the first jump and obtain the Laplace transform of the joint distribution of the first jump time
and its corresponding jump size. In ruin theory, the classical Cramér-Lundberg model assumes
claims arrive independently according to a Poisson process. In contrast, our model employs MIPP
to allow for clustered arrivals, reflecting real-world scenarios, such as catastrophic events. Under this
new framework, we derive the corresponding scale function in closed form, facilitating accurate ruin
probability calculations in the presence of clustered claims. These results improve the modeling of
extreme risks and have practical implications for insurance solvency assessments, reinsurance pricing,
and capital reserve estimation.
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1 Introduction

The Poisson process is one of the most widely used stochastic models in areas such as insurance,
finance, and engineering because of its simplicity and its ability to model random events occurring
over time. Its popularity arises from its mathematical tractability and the assumption that events
occur independently at a constant rate. However, in many real-world scenarios, the classical Poisson
process proves inadequate because it assumes that events occur one at a time and independently.
In practice, events often arrive in clusters, especially under extreme conditions such as natural



disasters or financial crises, where multiple claims or defaults can occur almost simultaneously. Such
clustering cannot be captured by traditional Poisson models, which, therefore, underestimate risk in
these situations.

To address these limitations, various extensions of the Poisson process have been introduced.
The compound Poisson process, where jumps represent aggregated events, is commonly employed
in actuarial science and queueing theory (Kliippelberg et al., 2004, [12]). Another significant line
of development involves time-changing the Poisson process by a subordinator, resulting in more
flexible event arrival dynamics (Lee & Whitmore, 1993, [13]; Crescenzo et al., 2015, [6]; Orsingher
& Polito, 2012a, [18]). Such time-changed (or subordinated) processes have also been referred to as
time-changing stochastic processes (Volkonski, 1958, [23]; 1t6 & McKean, 1965, [11]) and have found
applications in finance and other areas (Clark, 1973, [3]; Geman, 2005, [9]; McKean, 2002, [15]).
Moreover, processes with fractional or Bernstein intertimes, as investigated by Meerschaert et al.,
(2011), [16] and Orsingher & Toaldo (2015), [20], and space-fractional Poisson processes (Orsingher &
Polito, 2012b, [19]; Orsingher, 2013, [17]), have been developed to incorporate heavy-tailed waiting
times and memory effects. Furthermore, Poisson processes time-changed by compound Poisson-
Gamma subordinators have been studied by Buchak & Sakhno (2017), [2], and compound Poisson
processes with Poisson subordinators have been examined by Crescenzo et al. (2015), [6]. Despite
these advances, many existing models still lack an explicit mechanism to model the clustered nature
of events that arise during catastrophic or systemic episodes.

This paper introduces the Multiply Iterated Poisson Process (MIPP), a novel stochastic model
constructed by iterating Poisson processes over each other. The MIPP not only captures the random-
ness of arrivals, but also explicitly models clustering, thereby providing a more realistic framework for
scenarios where events occur in bursts rather than in isolation. This approach is particularly relevant
in contexts such as ruin theory, where clustered claims can drastically affect an insurer’s surplus, and
in systemic credit risk modeling, where correlated defaults can occur in waves. Previous work has
examined the case n = 2, often referred to as an iterated Poisson process, with properties such as
crossing and hitting times studied under various boundary conditions (see Crescenzo & Martinucci,
2009, [7]; Orsingher & Toaldo, 2015, [20]; Buchak & Sakhno, 2017, [2] for related results). The MIPP
generalizes this construction to any n, enabling even richer clustering behavior.

The practical implications of the MIPP are substantial in insurance and finance. Ruin theory,
a cornerstone of actuarial science, dates back more than a century to Lundberg (1903), [1], and
has been further developed by Cramér (1969), [5]. Classical models, such as the Cramér-Lundberg
framework, assume claims arrive independently over time (Gerber, 1979, [10]). However, they cannot
adequately represent catastrophic risks, where claims arrive in clusters following extreme events such
as hurricanes or earthquakes. Underestimating this clustering leads to insufficient capital reserves
and increased risk of insolvency. By integrating MIPP into ruin theory and deriving the corre-
sponding scale function, this paper offers tools for a more accurate assessment of ruin probabilities,
complementing standard references in risk theory (Rolski et al., 1999, [22]; Asmussen & Albrecher,
2010, [1]).



In financial markets, defaults often occur in bursts during periods of stress. Systemic risks and
correlated defaults challenge standard models. The MIPP provides a way to incorporate default clus-
tering into credit risk assessments, improving pricing, risk management, and regulatory compliance
in markets where instruments like Collateralized Debt Obligations (CDOs) and Credit Default Swaps
(CDS) are sensitive to simultaneous defaults. Beyond insurance and finance, the MIPP can also be
applied to operations research problems, such as queueing systems and network traffic modeling,
where sudden bursts of arrivals can overwhelm systems designed for more stable conditions.

This paper advances the theory by extending the classical Poisson process through multiple in-
dependent Poisson processes, producing the MIPP. We derive key properties of the MIPP, including
the distribution of sojourn times, probability mass functions of jump sizes, and the Laplace trans-
form of the joint distribution of the first jump time and size. These theoretical results provide a
foundation for applying the MIPP in various risk models. The focus is on applying the MIPP to ruin
theory, where deriving the scale function is central for calculating ruin probabilities in the presence
of clustered arrivals.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 defines the MIPP and explores
its fundamental properties, including sojourn times and jump distributions. Section 3 focuses on the
application of the MIPP to ruin theory, presenting the derivation of the scale function. An appendix
calculates high moments of MIPP.

2 Definition of MIPP and its properties

We start with n independent Poisson processes N}, N2, --- NI with the same intensity pa-
rameter A. We denote U = N}, U® = N2,... U™ = Nr. For any positive integers 1 < k <

m < n we define Vt(k»k) _ Ut(k)’vt(kkarl) _ U(k"‘l)(vt(k’k)),%(k’kJFm _ U(k+2)<‘/t(k»k+1))’ . ,V;(kvm) _
U (m)(V;(k’mfl)). From this definition it is clear that V;(k’m) is multiple iteration of the Poisson pro-

cesses NF, NtkH, -+, N/*. We call the processes Vt(k’m) multiply iterated Poisson process and we use
the acronym MIPP for these processes. For notational simplicity we denote

v = vy om > 2,
Our goal in this section is to study some properties of Vt(”).
Remark 2.1. The above definition shows that we have

v = Ny, v = Vz(v%’n)- (1)
t t

Therefore the process V;(") is a special case of the models considered in the paper [20]. Namely the
process V"™ corresponds to NY(t) in their paper with H'(t) being the subordinator V"V Observe
here that V,*™ has the same distribution as V," V.
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By conditioning on the time change Vt(”_l) in (1), it is clear that the probability mess function
of V™ satisfies:

A I
n — n—1
PV =k) =55 D e NPV =), k>0, 2)
7=0
From Theorem 2.1 of [20], it follows that the difference-differential equations governing the state

probabilities of Vt(”) satisfies the following relation:

k
d n n )\m n 0
%P(I/;( = k) = _f”(/\)P(Vt( '= k) + Z —'P(V( F= k- m)/ e s v, 1 (ds)
m=1 : 0
7=0
k [e’e) Am-i—le—)\] (n_2) )
+2 PN = )PV =k —m),
m=1 5=0
where
fn(U)—/ (1 — e ™), 1(ds) = ZA e~ PV = )
0
and

/ e Z)\e_w "™ P(V, " 2 — 7).
0

Note here that v,_1(j) = APV = = j) is the Lévy measure of v, (see Proposition 2.2 below
for this). In the following subsection we study some properties of MIPP.

2.1 Martingales associated with MIPP

Clearly the process V;(n) is a subordinator, a non-negative Lévy process with increasing sample
paths. We denote £;(0) =: A(e’ — 1) which is the characteristic exponent of the Poisson process. We
also denote by ¢, (6),n > 1, the characteristic exponents of V;(n), n > 1. The following relation can

easily be verified
0,(0) = Xetr 1O — X n > 2. (4)



To see this observe that

+o00 oo
@ g = 3T B P(NE = k) = S (BT EP(NE = k)
k=0 Pt
400 (5)
= Z(ekfn—l(G)P(Ntl — k) _ eto\eén_l(g)_)\),
k=0

and the relation (4) follows from this.
Proposition 2.2. We have the following
(a) We have EV™ = X"t and M, =: V") — A"t is a martingale process.

(b) The process V=t (0) s g martingale for any 6. Define an equivalent probability measure as
% — OVt (0) for each 0. Then under the measure P?, the process ‘/;(") has the following
characteristic exponent

0 (2) =t Lu(z +0) = £,(0).
(¢) The process M? — X2\t is a martingale.

(d) We have ARNEC ng Y;, where {Y;} are i.i.d random variables that are independent from N}
and with distribution Y; < Vl(n_l). The Lévy measure of Vt("), which we denote by v,(+), has
support on the non-negative integers and it is given by v, (k) = )\P(Vl(n_l) =k),k > 0. Under
the measure P?, the Lévy measure of V" is 10(k) = A" P(V;" ™V = k), k > 0.

(e) We have
V(")

lim —— = \"

t—>+oco ¢
Proof. The proofs are straightforward. O]
Remark 2.3. The following processes

(n) at—i—,BV(n) 5V(n71) ! as+ﬂV<n)
M =e t +(—a+A=AE"T ) [ e ds (6)
0

are also martingales for all a, B € R. This follows from Proposition 3.1 (see example 4.1 of the same
paper) of the paper [S]. If we pick o and B in such a way that

a+ A — AETY = 0,



(n) — e—at—i-ﬁ‘/t(n)

then the corresponding process M, is a martingale. Note here that the paper [S] requires

a to be positive. However, in our case we can easily check that EMt(n)

which shows Mt(") is a martingale as it is a Lévy process. In fact we have

=1 for all real numbers ., 3,

t
EM(n) etettn(B) (—a+\— )\65”‘1(5))/ eloattn(B)ls g
0

= ottt _ (o 4 0, (B)) [elattn®t _ 1) (7)

1
a+0,(P)
=1.
Note that in the above equality two we have used the property (/).

Remark 2.4. (The governing equation) The governing equation can be written as follows also.

d

dtP(V( M=k = APV = k) + AP(VNlH k)
— APV} “ZP )PV =k = j)
(8)
== AP(V" = k) + AZ PV" =k =PV =j)

k
= —AP(V™ = k) + / PV™ =k — s)v,(ds),
0
where vy, (+) is the Lévy measure of Vt(")

2.2  Jump times of MIPP

We define the jump times Jé"), Jln), .. of V;(") as follows
JM =0, JW = inf{t > JM v 2 VJ‘(:})}, k>0,
k

with the convension inf () = oo. The holding times, also called sojourn times, are defined for all
k>1as

o _ f I =i ) < oo, )
k 00 otherwise.

The right-continuity of Vt(n) implies that S,i”) > 0 almost surely for all £ > 1. Our main result in
this section is as follows. In this Theorem we use the compound Poisson nature (see part (d) of
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Proposition 2.2 above) of Vt(”). The main idea that we have used in the proof of this Theorem is that

the first jump time Jl(”) of Vt(n) equals to the first jump time of the Poisson process N/} on the event
{Y1 > 0}, and equals to the second jump time of N} on the event {Y; =0} N {Y2 > 0}, and so on.

Proposition 2.5. For each fized n > 2, the sojourn times defined in (9) are i.i.d exponential random
variables. More specifically we have

S\ ~ Bap(Agu1),Vk > 1,
where q,—1 = P(Vl(n_l) > 0). The sequence q;,j > 1, satisfy the following recursive relation
g =1l-e’"7 j>2

with

p=1—e"
Proof. From part (d) of Proposition 2.2 we have v L Zﬁl Yy, where Y}, are i.i.d. random variables
with ¥; < V"™V, Let 7" denote the jump times of N}. We clearly have P(J{™ = 7{V k> 1) =1
as the first jump time of V;(n) happens only in one of the jump times of N}. Also observe that
Jl(n) = Tél) on the event {Y; =0} N{Yo =0}---{Yr_1 =0} N{Y, > 0} for each k > 1. Therefore we
have

Jl(n) = 7'1(1)1{Y1>0} + 7_2(1)1{Y1:0}M{Y2>0} + 7'351)1{Y1:0}n{y2:0}m{Y3>0} +---

Then, since ¢,_1 = P(V,\" " > 0) the moment generating function of J\" is

(1)

E[] = Bl 1P(Yi > 0) + Ele™ [P(Y: = 0)P(Y, > 0)
(1)

0)
+ Ele™ |[P(Y; = 0)P(Y2 = 0)P(Y; > 0) + - --

_ A A\ A3 2
=N _gi! + (m) (1 = gn-1)gn—1 + (m) (1= gn-1)"gn-1 +
A — AL = gn1)
=5t T )
_ >\an1
>\an1 - 9

The last equation assumes the parameter 6 is such that \%| < 1. This result shows that Tl(")

is a exponential random variable with parameter Agq,_1, i.e., the sojourn times satisfy
S ~ Exp(A V ok>1
[ p( qn71>7 - L

7



Next, note that
{Vt(n) =0} = {7‘1(1) > t}U{Tl(l) <t<7"and vy :0}U{7‘2(1) §t<7‘§1) and Y, =0,Y, =0} U---

Therefore we have

PV =0)

_ (1) 1) (1) _ (1) (1) _ _ .
=P’ >t)+ P’ <t<n)PY1=0)+P(ry’ <t<13’)P(Y1=0)P(Y,=0) +

= P(rV > 1)+ P(r}") <t,8" >t — ") P(Y; = 0)

+ PR <, 8 >t — PV = 0)P(Ya = 0) + - --
t [e%e] t o)
— / e Mdz 4+ (1 — q,1) / / e M Ne Mdydr + (1 — g1)? / / Nae e Mdydr + - - -,
0 Jt—z 0 Jt—z

t

where the third equation is because J,g") follows the Erlang distribution with parameters A\ and k
and S ,(gl) follows the exponential distribution with parameter A\. Thus we have

1 1
1—q,= e M4 (1-— qn,l))\te’M + 5(1 _ qn,1)2)\2t2e*>‘t + 6(1 - qn71)3/\3t3€7)\t T
By letting t = 1, we can get the iteration formula
1 1
L—gn=e"+(1- qn—l)/\e_(S t 5(1 — 1)’ N0 4 6(1 — 1) A3

_ Z q 1 _
A n— —e /\QTL—l‘

Last it is clear that ¢; = 1 — e~ as this case corresponds to standard Poisson. O

Recall that in the case of standard Poisson process N; we have N, = 1, where 7y is the first
jump time of N;. We would like to find out the distribution of VJ(I”). We have the following result.

Proposition 2.6. For each integer k > 1 and for any n > 2 we have

PV = k)

PV =k) = ,
| TR

g™

(10)

where Jl(n) is the first jump time of Vt(n)



Proof. For any given twice continuously differentiable function f (in fact continuous functions are
enough as Vt(") has paths of bounded variation) the following process

t
Mf = fV) - 10) = [ AFVs (1)
0
is a martingale, where A is the infinitesimal generator of V;(n) and it is given by

Af(z) = / Flx+y) — F@)dvaly)
= i) = Fli)

Here v, is the Lévy measure of Vt(”). We have EM j m = 0 as Mf is a martingale. Then from (11)
1

(12)

we obtain

Ef(V(”) ZE / VI i) — F(VENdswn (i), (13)

Since J\™ is the first jump time of V™ we have V.”) = 0 on [0, ). Note that when i = 0 we have
FV +0) — F(VI)] = 0. Therefore (13) reduces to
+oo
Bf(V,0) = F0) =[BT _[£() = FOI ()
i=1
+00 —+00 (14)

=[BJ) Y f@ 6@ = FOLEILY Y v ()

Now, in Proposition 2.5 we have shown that J\” ~ Exp(Agn_1). Therefore EJ™ = o =

—/\P(Vfi’”zl)' Also since VJ@ takes only positive integers we have Ef(VJl(m) => f(z)P(Van) =1).

Hence (14) becomes

—+o00 —+o00

= ! i)™ (3) — v (i
Zf J<n )*APMH,DZU ;f() (¢) f(O); (@) - (15)

The relation (15) is true for any twice continuously differentiable function on (—oo, +00). Then for
each fixed ¢ > 1 we can pick f in such a way that f(i) # 0 and f(k) = 0 for all other positive integer
k. With such f and (15) we obtain

f(@)va(i)
APV > 0)

FOP(V) =) =



which gives

PV =i) = ”("E?) .
s AP T > 1)
From part (d) of Proposition (2.2) we have v, (i) = /\P(Vl(n_1> = 7) and this ends the proof. O

Corollary 2.7. When n = 2 we have q = P(N; > 0) = 1 —e™*. Hence S,?’ ~ ExpA(1 —e™)].
We also have \ \
@ _ gy _ ¢
PV =0 ==

for all integers k > 1.

Proof. This follows easily from Proposition 2.6 above.

Proposition 2.8. The Joint Laplace transformation of @, =: (Jl(n), V;Z%) s given by
1

1

Lqg,(s) =1~ (s1 +€n(32))m,

for all s = (s1,s9) with sy # 0. Here q,_1 is given in Proposition 2.5 above.

Proof. Note that Mt(n) in Remark 2.3 is a martingale with EMt(n) = 1. Therefore we have EM Sm = 1.
1
This implies that we have

(n) (n) 1 n
1= B _ (a4 0,(B)E / otV g,
0

Since V™ = 0 in the interval [0, J™) we have

g

(n) (n)
1=Ee™ PV — (a4 0,(8))E / e*ds
0 (16)
(n) (n) 1 n
=BV (ot 0,(8)) =~ (B — 1),
(6

Note here that Ee " is the Laplace transformation of the exponential random variable Jl(n) ~
exp(Agn—1). Therefore Beolt” = A;\ﬁ—l‘ia. Then from (16) we obtain

perht vy @ + 0a(B) .
)\anl + o

We replace «, by Laplace parameters s; =: «, so =  and obtain the expression for L, (s). O
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3 Applications in Ruin theory

A Lévy process X; is said spectrally negative if the corresponding Lévy measure II has support
on (—o0, 0) which means IT assigns measure zero on [0, +00). This means that the jumps of the Lévy
process X, are all negative. For a spectrally negative Lévy process X, the random variables e*** are
integrable at least for all A > 0 (this is due to the fact that it does not have positive jumps) and its
Laplace exponent (), which is defined by the relation

E[e/\Xt] _ ez/;(/\)t

?

takes the following form

o2

w()\) = —pu\+ 7/\2 + / (eAx —1-— )\Il{\xkl})ﬂ(dw),
(_0070)

where 1,0 € R, and II is a measure on (—oo,0) with LO1 2?Tl(dx) < oo. If II satisfies ffl |z|[1(dx)| <

oo then the jump part of X; is a process with finite variation. It is well known that (see [1]), ©¥())

is strictly convex on [0, 4+00) and limy_,; ¥(N) = +00. Also if ¢/(07) > 0 then lim; ,,, X; = 40

while if ¢'(0") < 0 one has lim;_, », X; = —oco. In comparison, ¢'(0") = 0 implies lim sup,_, , ., X¢ =
—liminf; , . X; = +00, which means that the paths of X, oscillates. For any ¢ > 0 define
©(q) = sup{A = 0: ¥()) = g}, (17)

to be the largest root of the equation 1(\) = q. We write down the following definition of the scale
function, which is definition 1.1 in [1].

Definition 3.1. For any spectrally negative Lévy process X with Laplace exponent 1 and for any
real number q > 0 the scale function W9 (z) (the q—scale function) is defined to be W (z) = 0
on (—o00,0) and on [0,+00) it is defined to be the unique right-continuous function with Laplace
transformation

> 1
—Bz1y7(@) —
e W\ (z)dr = ————
/ T
for all B > ®(q).
As in [1], we denote the scale function W) (x) by W (x) and call it scale function (instead of
0—scale function). The following Theorem, which is Theorem 1.2 in [!], explains the importance of

the scale functions.

Theorem 3.2. (Theorem 1.2 in []]) Define

rF=inf{t >0: X, > a},
1, = inf{t > 0: X, <0},

11



For all g > 0,a >0, and x < a. Then one has

W (@ ()
W@ (a)

—qrd _
Ex[e 7 1{TJ<TO’}] -

In this section we consider the following spectraly negative Lévy process and compute the cor-
responding scale function analytically:

‘/t<2>

R, = ct — Zfi + oWy, (18)

=0

In this model & are i.i.d exponentially distributed random variables with density g(z) = de=%* -
10,400 (). We use the notation P, to denote the Law of the process « + R; for any constant x. The
corresponding expectation value is denoted by E,. When x = 0 we use P instead of F for the law
of R; and the corresponding expected value is denoted by FE.

In this section we calculate the scale function of R, analytically.

Remark 3.3. We have

V1(2) 0o N2 )\k 0o 0 (/\k')J )\k
E.Ri=z+c— E[Z fz] =c— ZE[Z &]Fe_)\ —r4c— Z Z(E[g])a - e_)‘kge_A
i=0 k=0 =0 : k=0 j—0 J: :
B 0 Ak B ee} (Ak)] . ~ o'¢) )\k’ -
=wte— ey e Y S (B = e— ety fre e
k=0 j=0 k=0
Are M3

Then we have
Nl

t
R, ix+ct—ZYk+0Wt,
k=0
where N} is standard Poisson process with intensity . Hence the standard results on risk theory
applies to the case of R;. In this section we obtain the probability of ruin by applying direct approach
instead of applying the traditional results to the case of Ry. As the distribution of Y}, is compler,
traditional results would not lead into analytical expression for the scale function for R. But in our
direct approach we are able to obtain the scale function analytically.
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The characteristic exponent of this process R; is given by
1
r(0) = ch — X+ e M5t + 500"

The first order derivative is

, a0
¢R<0) =c+ 020 — e A+A5+9m,
and we have
N / )\2
RO = e

Therefore the condition ¢§ > A\? guarantees that limg_,o¢%(0) > 0. We introduce the following
assumption on the model (18).

Assumption 1: The model (18) satisfies cd > A%

As stated in the paragraph before definition 3.1 above, the condition in Assumption 1 above
guaranties that lim; , . Ry = +0o. We denote R, = SUP,co,4] Ry and R, = infypq Rs. Also we
denote by

the probability that the risk process R; never goes below the zero during its life time. From the proof
of Theorem 2.1 of [1] we have the following relation.

)\2
Yo = Wr(2)YR(0) = (¢ — =) Wk(z), (20)
where Wg(z) is the scale function of R. In the following result we calculate the scale functions of R
explicitly.

Proposition 3.5. Consider the model R; with ¢ > 0. Define

Ml —e M) +q e
7r

(2) =

F(z) = c c

(m* G)(2),

where G(x) = e—ézm\g(z\/W)’ I, (2v/—0Ax) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind with

parameters 1 and 2+/—0Ax, and w(x) = 1 on [0,400) and zero otherwise. The scale function of Ry
15 given by

Wl({q)(x) =T % Z F*" % Fyq (),
n=0

E)n-&-lxn 2¢

where Fy1(1) = <22 ———e 2% is the probability density function of Erlang(n + 1,2c/c?).

n:
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Proof.

B[/ Fi=2)] = (n(®)

where
1
Yr(0) = cf — A+ Ae A5 4 500"

Then, we have

> 1 1 1
—bxyy7(a) - -
e W\ (z)de = ==
/0 Yr(0)—q 0 o A(h«ﬂ;*ﬁ)w + %(729
1 ¢/(c+ 30°0)
ct 1_ ,\(1_{”;%”(1 c
c ct502%0
I Al —e™M+ql e ™1, 2 " c N
=3 > 7 5(6‘”9 - 1)) (—129) -,
— c c c+ 50
as long as
A1 — e_)‘“‘ﬁ) +q c <1
ct ¢+ 3020 '
The convolution theorem of Laplace transform[21] states that the Laplace transform of two
functions equal to the Laplace transform of the convolution of these two functions. Applying this
2c n+1xn c
theorem and utilizing £7(5) = 1, E‘l((ﬁ%ﬁ)”“) = E‘l((%)”ﬂ) = %e*%x, which is

the density function of Erlang distribution with parameters of (n + 1,2c¢/c?), and

v e L(2VEN) o

£71<€m - 1) \/E )
we have
(1 — e e
W(q)(aj) :’/T*ZO( ( ec >+q7r— ec T G)" x ()
" (22)
=T % ZF*” x F,q(2).
n=0
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Remark 3.6. Consider the model
v

t
Rt:$+0t—Z€Z
1=0

From the calculations in the proof of Proposition 3.5 above, it is easy to see that the scale function
for this model is

W (z) =Y F(x).
n=0

This scale function can be obtained as a limit of the scale function Wéq)(x) when o — 0, i.e.,
W](%q) () = lim, o W}(zq) (). To see this observe that

400, z=0
lim F, =
o5 +1(2) { 0, otherwise,

and hence F,1(x) converges to the Dirac delta function: D(x) = 400 when x = 0 and D(z) = 0
when x # 0. Since for any continuous function f one has f+D = f, by taking limit to the expression
(22) one obtains the claim.

The key observation that made the analytical calculation of the scale function for R; possible
was the relation (21). Below we use this relation to derive the scale function for a more complex risk
process.To this end, suppose our risk process is given by

where 7; are i.i.d with density functions n;(x) ~ Zjvzl aj§je_~5f“ (here Zjvzl a;j =1) foralli > 1
(mixture of Exponential random variables). For risk process R; we can calculate the scale function
analytically also. First we need its Laplace exponent.

E[eﬁ(ét—u)] _ equ(e)’

where
N _ N o\%% ]
Dn(0) = b — A+ de TN 4 gt
Proposition 3.7. The scale function W I%q) (x) of the risk process R is given by
- e M1 — - A -
I(;)(x):ﬂ*Z( (1—e )+q7r— c T G)" x By (), (23)

C C
n=0

15



where

G(z) = Z +ZG + -+ Gi(x) % x Gny(x).

i#]
with G;(z) ~ Y Aaids ;(QV 2990) Iy (23), Fpyr(z) and w(z) are defined as in Proposition 3.5 above.
Proof. Then, we have
> 1
—Ozyy/(a) —
W (z)dx =
/ D= B
1 1 1 c/(c+ 2070)
N 5 s\ Agﬂ N 5 -2+ )\3—5
c— A(l—e JO 1 3+9)+q + %020 1_ Al—e - +0 )+q C+§029

N Aa;d; N Aa;8; Aéﬂjfsej N Aa;d; " c i1
X site — 1) 4+ Si+0 — 1 it 1) 4. +6 — 1 L
DoEE -1+ 3 et e [ ) )
i=1 i#£j i=1 2
. —1/1 1 1 —1/(_2c/o? 1 (Z5)rtlan 2
Since L7'(3) =1, L7 ()" = L71(( )ty = == —e7 527 is the probability density

c+502%0 2¢/c2+6
function of Erlang distribution with parameters of (n + 1,2c/0?) and
oy —d;x . . Y
,C_l(e;if@l )= e \/)\ozldz\/il(%/)\al@x)’
x

n:

2¢ yntly c e 9% /Ao, /N 0T
If we let Fliq(x) = G2 ) e*t%x Gi(x) = : AO"&\/I%(Q A0i0it) () = 1 on [0, 400) and zero

otherwise. O
Remark 3.8. When N = 2, we have

e 1 — - -
W@ (z) =7« Z()\( ‘ )+q7r - )\ec T (G + Gy + Gy xGo))™ * Fliq(x).

n=0 ¢
4 Appendix

4.1 Moments of MIPP

From (2), we can easily calculate the moments of V;(”) as follows
+oo
=S P = k)Ba(MR). (24)
k=0
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The Bell polynomial has the following property B,,(x) =« Z?:ol (mj_l)Bj(x), where By(z) =1 and
Bl (.1') = X.
i) When A # 1, we obtain the first four moments by induction.

EV™) =,
1—A"
E[‘/t(n)]Q — )\Qnt2 4 ﬁ)\nt7
)\2nt2 1 —\» /\n+1t 1— /\2n—2 3/\2nt 1— )\n—l N1 — /\2n
1—A (T=X)(1—=X? (1 —=2X)? 1— A2
3ng3 1 —\" 1 2n+142 1 — )\2n—2 18)\3nt2 1— )\n—l
E[‘/;(n)]4 — Mgty 6A™" 27 ( A") + 8A 5 ) . ( )
1—A (T =X)(1=X? (I —=X)2 (25)
18A™T3E(1 — A\3n73) B 1831 (1 — At _ 18N (1 — \2n—2)
(T=X)(1—=A)(1—=x3) (1—=X)2(1—)?) (1—=X)2(1—)?)
I8N (1 — A1) 6AT2E(1 — A3 3) B 63t (1 — A1)
(1—=2A)? 1=A)1=X) (1= -X)
7)\2nt2(1 _ )\Zn) 7)\n+1t(1 _ )\371—3) B 7)\2nt<1 _ )\2n—2) )\nt(l _ )\Sn)
1— A2 (T=X)(1—=X3) (1—=X)(1 =A%) 1— A3
Then, the variance, skewness and kurtosis can be calculated as
1—-A"
Var(V") = VP = (B = 5=

3
Skew(v(n)) s <V;( ) _ E[Vt( )]) B \ntl LN — 2\ — 1
t - - )
a (A2 — 1),/ 2=y
] ) (1 +6A+ 5N+ 6A> — GA" + 6A7" — 120"
(n) i )1\ 4 —13MATT2 BN A2l | 5A2nt2 4 \2043
Kurt(V,\") = E (V;: Vi ]> = +3

o AP A2 = 1D)(A2+ A4+ 1)(An = 1)t
' ' (26)
ii) When A\ = 1, we can take the limit of A — 1 in (25), (26) and get
BV =t,
Var(Vt(n)) = nt,
3n—1
Skew(V™) = ,
( t ) 2\/&
n 25 1
Kurt(Vt( )) _n—ont ] + 3.

2nt
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iii) We can easily check that when 0 < A < 1 we have

AL 42" — 2N — 1
lim Sk’ew(Vt(n)) = lim + =00, lim Km’t(‘/;(n)) = 400,
n—oo n—oo ()\2 . 1) ,\n())\\nzl)t n—oo

and when A > 1 we have

A+2 6+ 6 + 55X 4 \?
lim Skew(V,™) = , lim Kurt v,y = .
o kel = Vo — ok KD = e e o e

18
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