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Ruin probability in the presence of risky
investments.

Serguei Pergamenshchikbv ~ Omar Zeitouny

Abstract

We consider an insurance company in the case when the preratans
a bounded non-negative random functigrand the capital of the insurance
company is invested in a risky asset whose price follows angddac Brow-
nian motion with mean returmand volatilityc > 0. If 3 := 2a/0% -1 >0
we find exact the asymptotic upper and lower bounds for the pubba-
bility ¥'(u) as the initial endowmeni tends to infinity, i.e. we show that
Ciu™? < W(u) < C*u~" for sufficiently largeu. Moreover ifc, = c*e7*
with v < 0 we find the exact asymptotics of the ruin probability, namely
U(u) ~uP. If B <0, we show that? (u) = 1 for anyu > 0.

MJS: primary 62P05; 60J25; G22; G23
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1 Introduction

It is well known that the analysis of activity of an insurarsmmpany in conditions
of uncertainty is of great importance. Starting from thessiaal papers of Cramér
and Lundberg which first considered the ruin problem in stetih environment,
this subject has attracted much attention. Recall thathénclassical Cramér—
Lundberg model satisfying the Cramér condition and, thsitpe safety loading

*This work is partly supported by the German Science Fouadgbeutsche Forschungsgemein-
schaft) through the Graduiertenkolleg "Angewandte Altforiische Mathematik” at Munich Univer-
sity of Technology and by RFFI - Grant 04-01-00855.

fLaboratoire de Mathématiques Raphaél Salem, UMR 6085 ©NRiv. de Rouen
Avenue de [I'Universite, BP.12, 76801 Saint Etienne du Rawv France, e-mail:
Serge.Pergamenchtchikov@univ-rouen.fr

Laboratoire de Mathématiques Raphaél Salem, UMR 6085 &NRiv. de Rouen Avenue de
I'Université, BP.12, 76801 Saint Etienne du Rouvray, Emgrre-mail: Omar.Zeitouny@univ-rouen.fr


http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1329v1

assumption, the ruin probability as a function of the imigadowment decreases
exponentially (see, for example, Mikosch [12]). The proble/as subsequently
extended to the case when the insurance risk process is sab&Bgey process

(see, for example, Klippelberg et al. [10] for details).

More recently ruin problems have been studied in applipatioan insurance
company which invests its capital in a risky asset see, Payjlsen[[14], Kalsh-
nikov and Norberg [9], Frolova et al.|[5] and many others.

It is clear that, risky investment can be dangerous: disastay arrive in the
period when the market value of assets is low and the compdlhyat be able
to cover losses by selling these assets because of pricadtiocts. Regulators
are rather attentive to this issue and impose stringentigonts on company port-
folios. Typically, junk bonds are prohibited and a presedl{large) part of the
portfolio should contain non-risky assets (e.g., Treasqogds) while in the re-
maining part only risky assets with good ratings are allawdte common notion
that investments in an asset with stochastic interest rate e too risky for an
insurance company can be justified mathematically.

We deal with the ruin problem for an insurance company iringsts capital
in a risky asset specified by a geometric Brownian motion

dV; = Vi(adt + odwy) , 1.1)

where(w,, t > 0) is a standard Brownion motion aad> 0, o > 0.

It turns out that in this case afmall volatility, i.e. 0 < 02 < 2a, the ruin
probability is not exponential but a power function of théiat capital with the
exponents := 2a/c? — 1. It will be noted that this result holds without the
requirement of positive safety loading. Also, for largeatdity, i.e. o2 > 2a,
the ruin probability equalg for any initial endowment. These results have been
obtained under various conditions in [14| 9, 5].

Additionally, a large deviations limiting theorems for debing the ruin prob-
ability was obtained by Djehiché[[3] and Nyrhinen [13]. Gaé¢ al. [6] studied
the optimal investment problem for an insurance company.

In all these papers the premium rate was assumed to be conbigiractice
this means that the company should obtain a premium withaheegate continu-
ously. We think that this condition is too restrictive angignificantly bounds the
applicability of the above mentioned results in practicahiirance settings.

The goal of this paper is to consider the ruin problem for aniiance company
for which the premium rate is specified by a bounded non-negeindom func-
tion ¢,. For the given problem, under the conditionsmhall volatility, we derive
exact upper and lower bounds for the ruin probability anthindase of exponential
premium rate, i.ec, = e with v < 0, we find the exact asymptotics for the ruin



probability. Particularly, we show that for the zero premitate, i.e.y = —oo, the
asymptotic result is the same as in the case < v < 0.

Moreover, in this paper we show that in the boundary casegte= 2a, the
company goes bankrupt with probabilityfor any bounded function,.

Indeed, an upper bound for the ruin probability for the randanctionc, in
the small volatility case is obtained also by Ma and Sun [11].

The paper is organised as follows. In the next section wethwenain results.
In Section 3 we give the necessary results about the taildatiens of some linear
random equation which we apply to study the ruin problem.dati®n 4 we obtain
the upper bound for the ruin probability and in Section 5 wd five corresponding
lower bound. In Section 6 we consider the exponential prenincome rate case.
In Section 7 we study some ergodic properties for an autessgre process with
random coefficient. in Section 8 we consider the large diatiase.

2 Basic results

Let us consider a process = X" of the form

t t t N
Xt:u—i—a/ Xsds—i—a/ Xsdws+/ cods =Y &, (2.1)
0 0 0 i1

wherea > 0 ando > 0 are arbitrary constantsy is a Brownion motion/V is a
Poisson process with intensity > 0 and(¢; ,7 € N) are i.i.d. positive random
variables with common a distributioR. Moreover, we assume that NV, (&;) are

independent and the filtration is defined/as= o {ws NN g 0<s < t}.

Furthermore¢, = ¢(t, X) is a bounded non-negatiy&;) - adapted function (i.e.,
0 < ¢, < ¢*) such that Eq.[{2]1) has an unique strong solution (see ehagtin
[81).

Letg, := inf{t : X}* < 0} (the time of ruin),¥(u) := P(s, < oo) (the
ruin probability). The parameter values= 0, ¢ = 0, ¢, = ¢, correspond
to the Cramér—Lundberg model for which the risk processsisally written as
Xi=u+ct— Zf\ﬁl ;- In the considered version (of non-life insurance) the capi
tal evolves due to a continuously incoming cash flow with rate0 and outgoing
random payoffg; at times forming an independent Poisson prodéssith inten-
sity a. For the model with positive safety loading afRchaving a "non-heavy” tail,
the Lundberg inequality provides encouraging informatidme ruin probability
decreases exponentially as the initial endowmetainds to infinity. Moreover, for
exponentially distributed claims the ruin probability atbran explicit expression,
see([1] or[[12].



We study here the case> 0 with a general random adapted bounded function
¢,. In this case Eq.[(211) describes the evolution of the chpftan insurance
company, which is continuously reinvested into an assét thig price following a
geometric Brownian motior_(11.1).

Let 3 := 2a/0? — 1. To write the upper bound for the ruin probability we
define the function :

2
J(B) = 02—22 (1{o<5§1} +71(8) Li1cp<ay + 72(B) 1{5>2}) ) (2.2)

whereji(8) = B(1+ 071), ja(B) = B292(1 + ((1 + )71 — 1)7) and
0=0(B) = (8—1)0*/2a.

Theorem 2.1.1f 8 > 0 andE£) < oo, thenlimsup,_, . . ¥ (u) < C*(B),
whereC* () = J(B)Eff.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 4.

Theorem 2.2.If 3 > 0 and ng“ < oo for somes > 0, then there exists a
constant) < C, < oo such thaflim inf, ., u” ¥ (u) > C..

This result is proved in Section 5. The following theoremegithe exact asymp-
totics for the exponential functiod).

Theorem 2.3. Assume that, = c¢* exp{yt} with —co <~ < 0. If 3 > 0and

E &Pt < oo for somes > 0, then there exists a constat< C,, < oo such
that lim, .., u’ ¥(u) = Cs. Moreover, the constant,, is the same for any
—o0 < v <0.

This result is proved in Section 6. Now we consider the largjatility case, i.e.
B <0.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that the distribution @f has not a finite support, i.e.
P& > 2) > 0foranyz ¢ R. If 8 < 0and E¢) < oo for somes > 0,
then¥(u) = 1 for anyu > 0.

Remark 2.5. This theorem has been proved by Paulsenin [14] for a constant
premium rate, i.e. for, = ¢* = const.

The key idea in the proofs of Theordm 2.1 and Thedrer 2.2 iscban the fact
that the function’(u) may be estimated by the tails of solutions of some linear
random equations. In the next section we study the asyrmgiehaviour of those
tails.



3 Tails of solutions of random equations

This Section contains some results from the general reniealy developed by
Goldie [7] for some random equations. We consider the faligwiwo random
equations

RYQ+MR, R isindependent of (M,Q) 3.1)

(@ denoting equality of probability laws) and

YO+ M(R)., R* independentof (M,Q), (3.2)

where(a), = max(a,0).
We start with some preliminary conditions for the randomialzle M which
are studied by Goldie (see Lemma 2.2[ih [7]).

Lemma 3.1. Let M > 0 be a random variable such that, for soie> 0
EM’ =1, EMP®(log M), < oo (3.3)

and the conditional law ofog M, givenM # 0, be non-arithmetic. Theroo <
logEM < 0and0 < p:= EMPlog M < co.

The following result from([7] specifies the tail behaviour i®f

Lemma 3.2. (Theorem 4.1 in[[7]) LetM be a random variable satisfying the
conditions of Lemmia 3.1 for songe> 0 and @ be a positive random variable for
whichE Q” < oco. Then there is a unique law fat satisfying@.d) such that

lim v’ P(R>u) = coo, (3.4)

uU—+00
wherec,, = E ((Q +MR)” — (MR)?F) /Buandy =E MPlog M.
Now we study the tail of?*.

Lemma3.3.Let M > 0 be arandom variable satisfying the conditions of Lerhmh 3.1
for someg > 0. Assume also that the distribution &f is absolutely continuous
with respect to Lebesgue measure and there ekist$) such that

E M < (3.5)

and for anyxr € R ‘
E MA+o+iT £ (3.6)



wherei = v/—1. Then under the condition
E|QI°*° < o (3.7)

for somed > 0 there is a unique law foRR* satisfying(3.2) such that there exists
lim uPP(R* > u) = ¢, and0 < ¢, < co.

U—00

This lemma follows directly from Theorem 6.3 in [7] and Thewr 2 in [13].

4 Upper bound for the ruin probability

Let 7,, be the instant ofi-th jump of N and letd,, := 7,, — 7,,_1 With 75 := 0. We
define the discrete-time proceSs= S* with S, := X, . Since ruin may occur
only whenX jumps downwardsy¥ (u) = P(T, < oc), where

T, :=inf{n >1: S, < 0}. (4.2)

Therefore to obtain asymptotic propertiesiaof asu — oo we need to study the
procesy S, ). First of all, we need to find a recurrence equation for thigisace.
We start with resolving of Eq[(2.1). For this we introduce firocesg¢;™),~
which satisfies the following stochastic differential etipm -

d¢y" = a¢)"dt + o ¢  dwy + ¢, dt, ¢ ==x.

The Ito formula implies thap;* = e~ o + [! ht=hu ¢, du, where
hy = kt+owy, k = a—o?/2 andt > s. Moreover we can represent EQ.(2.1) for
Tho1 < t < 7, in the following way

t t n
Xy = Sp1 + (1/ Xsd8—|—0'/ Xsdws_|_/ ceds = qbz‘nflvsnfl

Tn—1 Tn—1 Tn—1

t
hi—h _
= e’ 18, +/ et e, du.
T

n—1

ThereforeS,, = X, = (b:z*l’sn*l —&,. From this we obtain the following random
recurrence equation fgsS,,)

Sn = )\n Sn—l + Cru SO =Uu (42)

with \,, = exp{owy, + k0,} and(, = n, — &, Herewy = w, .,

—w
n—1 Tn—1
andn,, = foe” cgehm_h“”nfl du with ¢} := ¢, . By resolving [4.2) we find
the following representation fdiS,,)

Sn=Enu+E D> 0, En =[] M- (4.3)
k=1 k=1



Moreover, taking into account here tifat> —¢;, we obtain thats,, > &,, (u—Y,,),
where

n k—1
Va=Qi+> Q [[ M, Mij=X", Qu=&/. (44
k=2 j=1
Notice that()/,,) are i.i.d. random variables such that §o€]0, 3]
2a
= <1
20+ (B—q)go®
Therefore, there exists< § < min(1, 3) for whichp = E M{ < 1 and

k-1 0 k-1 0
E(ZQkHMj) <ZE<QkHMj) ZEQ?ZPk_1<OO>
j=1

k>2 j=1 k>2 k>2

EM! = EX¢ (4.5)

i.e. the serie -, Qx Hf;ll M; is finite a.s. It means that the sequeritg)
have a finite limit

n—oo

+00 k—1
lim ¥, = Q1+ > Qx [[ Mj=Y=R < x as. (4.6)
k=2 j=1

Taking into account that the sequen(@g,) in (4.4) is increasing we can estimate
S, as

Su > &, (u—R) (4.7)
and by [(4.1) we get th& (T, < co) < P(R > u). Therefore, to obtain the upper
bound for the ruin probability we investigate the tail bebav of R asu — oo.
To this end, first notice that we may represéhin the following form

R=Q1+ M Ry, (4.8)

where the random variablB; = Qo + >/ 2% Hf;zl M; Qy, has the same distri-
bution asR and is independent @f,, M;). Thus the random variablR satisfies
Eq. (3.1). We show that

lim w’P(R > u)=Cy, (4.9)

U—00

whereC; = 20E ((&; + R)? — R?) /32 0.

To show [4.9) we need to check the conditions of Lerhma 3.2herandom
variables(M;) and(Q),) defined in[(4.%). The first property in(3.3) follows directly
from (4.5) forq = 5. Now we show the second. By definition df; we have

E]\416 (log Ml)-l— =Ee fown-Frh (_Uwel - Hel) 1{—0w91—n6120}

< oE|wg,|e Pover=Pro L g Eg emPowe—AroL



Taking into account thatw, ) is independent off; ), the last term in this inequality
equals

a———E\/ /‘ 2| e=CHBOVI? 24, 4 kE0,

i.e. EM, (log My); < (802 + k) E0; + 0 \/2/7 E/0; < co. In similar way
we calculatey, = EMlﬁ log My = Bo?/2a. Moreover,EQf = ng < 0.
Therefore, by making use of Lemrha 3.2 we get the limiting tiefeship [4.9)
which implies thatimsup,, ,__ «’¥(u) < Cy. Thus, to finish the proof we need
to show the inequality’; < C’*(ﬁ). Indeed, if0 < 8 < 1, then

E((&4 + R)’ — RP) < Efl and, therefore, in this case, < C*(B). If 8 > 1,
then, taking into account the inequality — v < 3 (a —b)a’~1 (0 < b < a), we
obtain thatC; < 2aE& (61 + R)P~1/B02. This implies that forl < 3 < 2,

2c 1
Ci< 53 (B +EGERTY) < g:2<Esf+<Es?>ﬁERﬁ—1>. (4.10)

Since by[(4.5) we havE Mf_l < 1, therefore by making use df(4.8) and taking
into account thatE Mlﬁ‘l)—1 — 1 = p (o is defined in[(2.R2)) we can estimate
E R 'as

B—1 B-1 B—1 _
Q Egl EMI Sl(Efﬁ)%

ER! < =
1—EM5 ' O1—EMPTY T o

Thus, from this and(4.10), we obtain that < C*(38) for1 < g < 2. Letus
consider now the case > 2. In this case we estimatg; as

26-14 28-1¢
Ci <
Y= B0 B o2

We set||R||, = (E Rq)é with ¢ = 8 — 1. Taking into account that the random
variablesR; and M, are independent i (4.8), we obtain that

(B¢? + B RPY) < (BEP + (BEP)PERPY).  (4.12)

[Rllg = [|M1 Ry + Qillg < [[Millg |1 R1llg + [1Q1 [lg

Le. [Rlly < [Qullg(1 — [IM1llg)™" = &ullg((IM1llg)~" = 1)~ From this, we
find

ER < ((+ort-1) me)T

Applying this inequality to[(4.11), one obtais;, < C*(p) for 8 > 2. This
implies Theorem 2]1. O



5 Lower bound for the ruin probability

In this section we prove Theordm P.2. First, notice that desiity [4.3) implies

Sn < Spi=EnutEn Y ETNGE, (5.1)
k=1

where(; = n; — & with 0 = ¢* Oek el e dy, Therefore, denoting

Tr =inf{n >1 : S} < 0} we obtain
U(u) = P(T, < 00) > P(T < c0), (5.2)

for anyuw > 0. SettingQ; = (& — n;)/Ax in (B.1), we represens;; in the
following form S} = &, (u — Y,), whereY}* = Q7 and forn > 2,

n—1
Y =Qi+MQs+--+ [ M;Q;. (5.3)
j=1

Therefore, for any. > 0,
P(T,; <o0) =P(R" > u), (5.4)

whereR* = sup,,~; Y, . To study the tail behaviour d&* we need to obtain the
renewal equation foR*. To this end we rewrit&* asY;* = Qf + M, Z} with
Zy = QyandZ; = Q3 + MaQj + -+ + [[}Z, M; Q;; for n > 2. By denoting
Ry :=sup,~, Z; we getthatR* = Q7 + M; (R})+. Note that the random vector
(Z3,...,7Z") has the same distribution &%;*,..., Y, |) foranyn > 2, i.e. R*
has the same distribution d% also. Moreover, taking into account th&f is
independent of @3, M;), we deduce thaR* satisfies the random Ed._(8.2). We
show now that

lim v’ P(R* > u) = C, > 0. (5.5)

U—r00
To prove this we check the conditions of Lemimd 3.3. Firsticedhat [4.5) implies

@.3) forany0 < 6§ < \/ai + 32/4— 3/2 with oy = 2a/02. It easy to see that for
suché and anyz € R in this casel M7+ £ 1. Now we verify [3.7). Writing
g = B + e with e > 0, we obtain

E|Qi|" < const(E M{E¢! +E (nf My)").

By the conditions of Theorem 2.1 arid (4.5) the first term is thequality is finite
for sufficiently smalle. Moreover, we prove that there exists> 0 such that



E (nf Mp)? < oo. Indeed, settingy’ = sup, ., (—w, — = s) we get

0 q
E(n M) = (") E </ e_”w’u_““du>
0
ow?’ & *
< ()BT = ()1 a / t1E el e~ dt
0
The last intergal we estimate as
o0 * 2 *
/ tIEel e dt < = K Ee?"r,
0 «

where K7 = sup,, (27 e~ 2%) andr is an exponential random variable with the
parameteir/2 independing onw,),>o- Moreover, taking into account that the
random variablev” is exponential (see, for example| [2] p. 197) we find that

21 .2
. Vao? + k% + Kk
K; =Ee?" = < 00

2 Vao? + k? — k —eo?
for 0 < eo? < vao? + k2 — k. Therefore we get

E (n} My)? < 2(c")1 K K. (5.6)

Now (5.5) follows from Lemma&_3]3. Hence Theorem]|2.2.[]

6 Exact asymptotics for the ruin probability

In this subsection we prove Theorém]2.3. Fot= 0, the theorem follows from
(5.5). Therefore we assumexc < v < 0. In this case Eq[(412) has the following
form

Sp=Epu+ &y Z‘S’k_l(ck—lflk - gk) ) (61)
k=1

~ n h. —h >
wherec,, = ¢, = c* exp{y7,} and7, = foe ¢ ek Ty, We setY), =

22:1 gk_lck_lﬁk = 22:1 H;C;ll Mj Qk with Qk =c* Mk ﬁk and
M, = €% M;,. Taking into account thafy;,) is an increasing sequence, we put

R=YV=lm ¥, =3 [[ ;0x as.

10



Notice now that this random variable satisfies the followichgntity in law
RY G+ MR,
where Q @ Q1, M 9D 3, and R? is independent ofQ, M). Moreover, for
q=p=08-2y/0c®we getE MY = a(a + (8 — q)qo?/2)~! = 1 and simi-
larly to (5.6) we can show thdt Q° < oo. Therefore, Lemma3.2 implies that
limy 00 u® P(R > u) < co. Thus, by[4)
. PR>u) B
B PR ©2)

Now we study the stopping time_(4.1) in our case. First[bf)(6.e may writeT,
as
T,:=inf{n>1:8,<0}=inf{n>1:Y,>u+Y,}, (6.3)

whereY,, is defined in[(4.4).

Recall that,R = Yoo = limy_o ¥y @.S. andR = Yoo = lim,—oo Y, &.S..
Therefore from[(613) it follows thaP(R > u + R, T, = co) = 0. Taking this
into account, it easy to deduce the following equality

P(T, <o0)=P(Y, >u+Y;)=PR>u+Yr,). (6.4)
From here we obtain for any > 0,

P(T, <o) >P(R>u+Yy, Y, <du)>P(R>(1+6)u, Yy, <éu)
=P(R>(1+0)u) —PR>(1+08u,Yy, >du)
>P(R>(1+6u) —P(R>du).

The limiting relationshipg (419) anf (6.2) imply that
ldgirgP(Tu <o0)/P(R>u)> 1.
Moreover, by[(6.4) we obtaiR (T, < o) < P(R > u) for anyu > 0. Thus

lim P(T, < o0)/P(R>u)=1.

U— 00

If y = —o0, i.e. ¢, = 0, thenY,, = 0 for alln € N and , henceP (T}, < c0) =
P(R > u). Therefore[(4.9) implies this theorem in this case]

11



7 Erdodic properties for the random coefficient autore-
gressive process

To show Theorerh 214 we need to use some ergodic propertide afpecial au-
toregressive process with random coefficiehts] (5.1). Is $leiction we study the
ergodic properties for a general scalar autoregressiveepsowith random coeffi-
cient

Ty = QpTp_1 + by, n>1, (7.0)
wherez is some fixed constant artd,, , b,,) is i.i.d. sequence of random variables
in R2.

Proposition 7.1. Assume that there exisis< ¢ < 1 such thatp = E |a;|° < 1
andE |b;|° < oo. Then for any bounded uniformly continuous functjon

N
P — lim N7' Y f(zn) = Ef(ze), (7.2)

n=1
wherez, = Y 2 mp_1bg Withmg = 1 andmy, = H?:l aj; for k > 1.

Proof. First we show that the series in the definitionugf converges in probabil-
ity. Indeed,E | >0 m 1 b0 < E[by]® 7™ pF. It means that the series
> w>1 Tk—1 b, converges i; and hence in probability. Now we fixe some> 1
and, forn > m, we setr,(m) = >2;_, .1 bk [Tj—4,, ;. Notice thatz,, (m)

is mesurable with respect to{a,,—m+1,-- -,y bp—m+1, - - -, bn }. Therefore for
any0 < d < m the the sequencery,,, ).~ IS i.i.d. and by the law of large

numbers for any fixedh > 1 and0 < d < m

lim p~' Y f(@gmea(m) = Ef(zm(m)) as, (7.3)

p—00
k=1

wherez,,(m) = 377" b [0 a @ > iy by mp—1. Therefore

lim E f(zm(m)) = E f(20) - (7.4)

m— o0

We show now that for any > 0

lim sup P(A(N,m) > ¢€) =0, (7.5)

m—0o0 N>m

whereA(N,m) = N1 S0 [ f(=,) — f(z,,(m)).

12



We putz;,(m) = 2, — zn(m) = x,_,, [I;—,_ .11 @;- Taking into account
that there exists somE* < oo such that for any, > 1

n
E|z,|° = E |z H aj Z by, H a; B
k=1

k=2 j=k+1
< |l’0|6pn + E|b1|6 Z pn—k SL*,
k=2

we getsup . E |z} (m)|® < L* p™.
Let us choose:; > 0 for which sup, <., 1f(@) — f(y)l < €/2. For

suche, we obtain that\ (N,m) < ¢/2 + 2f* N1 370 1,2 15, Where
f* =sup,p |f(2)]. Therefore by denoting” = ¢/4f* we get that

n=m

N

Applying here the Chebyshev inequality we find that

P(A(N,m)

_e N m)l 2 &) e‘fe*p

This implies [Z.5). We pup = [N/m] [a] is the whole part ofi), i.e. N = pm+r
with 0 < r < m). For suchp andr, we can write that

N pm—1
1
Q= |5 D Flan) = Ef(re) Z f@n(m)) — E f(zo0)
n=1
+ 1 m“ + A(N,m).
Moreover, we can represent the last sum in thls inequality as
pm—1 m—1 p—1
> flan(m)) = f(@rmta(m)) -
=m d=0 k=1
Therefore, from[(7]3), we get that
pm—1 — -1
lim — n = lim — m =E f(xm .
Jim Z f(zn( pggom dz;) kz:: (Trmta(m f(zm(m))

Finally, fore > 0, we obtain that for anyn > 1
limsup P(Qy > €) < sup P(|E f(2o0) — E f(xm(m))| + A(N,m) >¢€) .
N>1

N—oo

The limiting relationships(7]4)=(2.5) imply (7.2). O

13



8 Large volatility

In this section we prove Theordm P.4. First, notice that i 0 then Proposition
4 in [5] implies thatP(T; < oo) = 1 for anyu > 0. Thus Theorernh 24 fof < 0
directly follows from Inequality [(52). We consider thetmal cases = 0, i.e.
k= 0and\, = e with v}, = wgk =w, — W, .

For this, we study the ergodic properties of the prodéss defined in [(5.11).
Notice that[(5.11) implies that this process satifies thefwihg random reccurence

equation

Sh =M Sh1 + G (8.1)
whereS§ = v and( is defined in[(&.1).
Setty = 0 andt, = inf{k > t,_y : Y5, ., v; <0} forn > 1. Itis easy

to see that, = >"_, p;, where(p;) is an i.i.d. sequence which has the same
distribution ast; whose properties are well known, see XIllI. 7 theorem 1alin [4].
One can show, that for some constant ¢ < oo,

sup nl/QP(tl >n)<c. (8.2)
n>1

Setz;, = S; . By (8.1) we obtain that for any > 1,
Ty = Qp Tp—1 + bn y To=1Uu, (83)

wherea,, = H?Zl )‘tn71+j = exp{a Z?Zl thfl‘i‘j} and

Pn Pn

by = Z( H Aturtd) St ik

k=1 j=k+1

The sequencéa,, b,) is an i.i.d. sequence of random variableRih Moreover,
Ea, = Ea; < 1. We will show that there exists > 0 such that

E|b|" < co. (8.4)

First, notice that the definition df; implies that|b;| < "}, |¢/|. Moreover,
similarly to (5.6) we can show that there exidts ¢ < 1 for whichE |n}|¢ < cc.
Therefore, taking into account the condition of Theo@l(E{f < oo for some
d > 0) we get that there exists < ¢ < 1 such thatn. = E|(|® < co. To finish
the proof of inequality((8]4), note that, for sucand for some fixed < r < 1, by

14



making use of inequality (8.2) we obtain that

) t1
1 ,
Blbf <1403 - B3] (Gl > n)
n=1 k=1

oo In o
1 ‘ 1
§1+TZ nl—rP(Z ’Ck‘>n)+rz Fp(tl>ln)
n=1 k=1 n=1

ZOO l Z"O 1
n
S 1 -+ T MM W + rec W .
n=1 n=1 n

Therefore, by puttind,, = [n*"], we obtain [8}4) fol0 < r < ¢/5. Hence, by
Propositiori 711, the process (8.3) has the property (7rddme bounded uniform
continuous functiory.

For Eq. [8.8) we reprsent the random variableg = > k > 1m;_1b; as
Too 1= §1:2 Aj(s = &), whereg is independent of;. This implies thatP? (x5, <
0) = P(& > ¢). Thus, by the condition on the distribution &f we obtain that
P(z}, < 0) > 0. It means that for the functioif; (z) = min(mz,l)l{x@} we
haveE f1(z~) > 0 and by [Z.2) there exists a sequeriag) such that
limgoony ' Y05 fi(z;) = B fi(ze) > 0as. Thereford®(T; < o) = 1
and Theorerh 213 follows directly frorh (5.2). [
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