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Singular Problems for Integro-Differential
Equations in Dynamic Insurance Models

Tatiana Belkina, Nadezhda Konyukhova, and Sergey Kuraochki

Abstract A second order linear integro-differential equation witbltérra inte-
gral operator and strong singularities at the endpoint®(aed infinity) is consid-
ered. Under limit conditions at the singular points, and saratural assumptions,
the problem is a singular initial problem with limit nornhg conditions at in-
finity. An existence and uniqueness theorem is proved anchpi®tic representa-
tions of the solution are given. A numerical algorithm foakating the solution
is proposed, calculations and their interpretation areusised. The main singular
problem under study describes the survival (non-ruin) pbdlly of an insurance
company on infinite time interval (as a function of initialrplus) in the Cramér-
Lundberg dynamic insurance model with an exponential ckia distribution and
certain company'’s strategy at the financial market assuinivestment of a fixed
part of the surplus (capital) into risky assets (shares)la@dest of it into a risk free
asset (bank deposit). Accompanying "degenerate” probémalso considered that
have an independent meaning in risk theory.

1 Introduction

The important problem concerning the application of finahicistruments in order
to reduce insurance risks has been extensively studiedcenteears (see, e.g.,
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[, [3], [&], and references therein). In particular iri [$4] the optimal investing
strategy is studied for risky and risk-free assets in Craou@dberg (C.-L.) model
with budget constraint, i.e., without borrowing.

This paper complements and revises some results of [4]. &kampetric singular
initial problem (SIP) for an integro-differential equaii¢lDE) considered here is
a part of the optimization problem stated and analyzedlin[#] the solution of
this SIP gives the survival probability corresponding te tptimal strategy when
the initial surplus values are small enough. The singulabi@m under study is also
interesting both as an independent mathematical problehficathe models in risk
theory. We give more complete and rigorous analysis of ttoblem in comparison
with [4] and add some new "degenerate” problems having iaddpnt meaning in
risk theory. Some new numerical results are also discussed.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we set the maihamatical prob-
lem and formulate the main results concerning solvabilftthes problem and the
solution behavior; we describe also two "degenerate” paisl (when some param-
eters in the IDE are equal to zero) and discuss their exagtisnsé. In Sect. 3 we
give a rather brief description of the mathematical modelvibich the problem
in question arises (for detailed history, models’ deswipand derivation of the
IDE studied here, se€l[3].1[4]). In Sect. 4 we describe ouraggh to the problem
and give brief proofs of main results (for some assertiorgsspmit the proofs since
they are given in[[4]). In Sect. 5 we study an accompanyingudar problem for
capital stock model (the third "degenerate” problem); thsuits of this section are
completely new. Numerical results and their interpretatice given in Sect. 6.

2 Singular Problems for IDEs and Their Solvability

2.1 Main Problem

The main singular problem under consideration has the form:

(b?/2)uP¢" (U) + (au-+c)@'(U) — A (u)+

+()\/m)/(;Ucp(u—x)exp(—x/m)dx:0, O<u<o, 1)

{1 Jim g(ul.| lim ¢ (W)} <e,  lim [c’(u) —Ad(u)] =0, )
0<¢(u)<1l,  ueRy, 3)

lim¢(uy=1,  lim ¢'(u)=0. (4)

Here in general all the parametexd, ¢, A, mare real positive numbers.
The second limit condition at zero is a corollary of the finse@nd IDE[(LL) itself.
For this IDE, conditions[{2) imply lim., ;o [u?¢” (u)] = O providing a degeneracy
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of the IDE [1) asu — +0: any solutionp (u) to the singular problem without initial
data[(1),[(2) must satisfy IDEEJ1) up to the singular paint 0.

The "truncated” problen{{1}[3) (constrained singularkgem) always has the
trivial solution¢ (u) = 0. A nontrivial solution is singled out by the additional itm
conditions at infinity[(#).

In what follows we use notation

1 v 1 v
)W) = [ u—xexp(—x/mdx= = [ ¢ (s)exp(~(u-s9)/myds (5)
whereJn, is a Volterra integral operatal : C[0,0) — C|[0, ), C[0,«) is the linear
space of continuous functions defined and bounded on

For IDE (1), the entire singular problem &, was neither posed nor studied
before [4] and the present paper.

2.2 Formulation of the Main Results

The problem[(IL)E(4) may be rewritten in the equivalent patiped form:

(b?/2)uP9" (U) + (au+)9'(U) ~ A [p(U) — (Imd) (U)] =0, uERy, ()

Jm ¢ =Co,  lim ¢'(u) =ACo/c, (7)
0<¢(u <1, ueRy, (8
lim¢(uy=1,  lim¢'(u)=0. (9)

HereCy is an unknown parameter whose value must be defined.

Lemma 1. For IDE (@), let the values a, b, &, m be fixed with B2 0, c> 0, A #£0,
m > 0, a€ R. Then for any fixed £€ R the IDE SIP(G), (@) is equivalent to the
following singular Cauchy problem (SCP) for ODE:

(b%/2)u?9" (u) + [c+ (b*+ a)u+b2u?/(2m)] ¢ (u)+
(10)
+(@-A+c/m+au/m)¢’(u)=0, 0<u< oo,

|imua+0¢(u) = COa |imua+0 ¢/(u) = )\Co/C,
(11)
liMy-s0” (u) = (A —a—c/m)ACo/c2.
There exists a unique solutigr{u,Cy) to SCP(L0), (I1)(therefore also to the equiv-

alent IDE SIP@), (@)); for small u, this solution is represented by the asymptoti
power series
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1+AE <u+ > Dkuk/kﬂ . U~ +0, (12)
k=2

where coefficients Pare independent ofgand may be found by formal substitution
of series(I2) into ODE (IJ), namely from the recurrence relations

¢(u,Co) ~Co

D, =—[(a—A)/c+1/m] (13)

D3 = —[D2(b?+2a— A +¢/m) +a/m|/(2c), (14)

Dk = —{Dx_1[(k—1)(k—2)b?/2+ (k— 1)a— A +c/m/+
(15)
+Dy_2[(k—3)b%/2+a]/m}/[c(k—1)], k=4,5,....

Theorem 1.For IDE (), let all the parameters a, b, @,, m be fixed positive num-
bers and let the inequality
2a/b? > 1 (16)

be fulfilled. Then the following statements are valid:

1. There exists a unique solutigrfu) of the input singular linear IDE problerfil)-
(@) and it is a smooth (infinitely differentiable) monotone necreasing orR ;.
function.

2. The functiorp (u) can be obtained as the solutig{u,Cy) of IDE SIP(®), (1),
namely by solving the equivalent ODE S@®), (I1)where the value £= C
must be chosen to satisfy conditions at infi@)(as the normalizing condition);
for Cy defined in this way, the restrictidh< ¢ (u,Cp) < 1is valid for any finite
ueR,,ie., forg(u)= q)(u,éo), inequalities(3) are fulfilled tacitly.

3. If the inequality na—A)+c> 0 is fulfilled then the solutiog (u) is concave
onR,; in particular this is true when

c—Am>0. a7

4. If the inequality ma—A)+c < 0 is true then¢(u) is convex on a certain
interval [0, 0] whereu is an inflection pointti > 0.
5. For small u, due to Lemnid 1 above, the solujdn) is represented by asymp-

totic power seriegI2)-({I5)where G = Cp, 0 < Cp < 1.
6. For large u, the asymptotic representation

d(u)=1—Ku 214 0(1)],  u— o, (18)

takes place with K= CoK > Owhere in general the valué > 0 (as well as the
valueCp) cannot be determined using local analysis methods.
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2.3 The "Degenerate” Problems and Their Exact Solutions

A particular case of IDE{1) is considered "degenerate” wéame of its parameters
are equal to zero.

2.3.1 The First "Degenerate” Case:a=b=0, A >0, m>0, c>Am>0

For this case, the "degenerate” IDE problem

¢4'(U) ~A[(U) ~ (Ind)(W)] =0,  UER., (19)
¢4'(0)-A$(0)=0,  limp(u)=1, (20)

is equivalent to the ODE problem with one parameter:
cp”(u)+(c/m=A)¢'(u) =0, ueRy, (21)
9(0)=Co,  ¢'(0)=ACo/c,  lim p(u)=1 (22)

Then we obtailCy = Cp = 1-Am/c, 0<Cy<1,and

Am <_c—/\m

¢(u):¢(u,(~20):1—Texp s u>, ueR.. (23)

If inequality (I7) is not valid, i.e.¢ < Am, then there is no solution to problem

(@9), (20) [resp., to probleri (1], (22)].
In what follows, function[(2B) is well known in classical C.-risk theory and
has an independent meaning (see further Sect. 3.1).

2.3.2 The Second "Degenerate” Case: 80, a>0, ¢>0, A >0, m>0

Forc> 0, the "degenerate” IDE problem

(au+c)¢’(u) —A[p(U) — (Im¢p)(W)] =0,  ueRy,

(24)
c¢’(0)— A ¢(0) =0, lIMyse ¢ (u) =1,
is equivalent to the parametrized ODE problem:
(au+c)¢”(u) + (a—A +c/m+au/m)¢’(u) =0, ueRy,
(25)

$(0)=Co,  ¢'(0)=ACo/c,  liMused(u)=1.

This impliesCo = Co = (a/A)(c/a)*a[(a/A)(c/a)* a+1¢(0)] *, 0<Co< 1,
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6(u) = $(0.Co) = 1-1o(w) [1e(0) + @/A) (/@) ueR.,  (26)

where, taking into account the notatiéiip,z) = [;"xP~texp(—x)dx, p> 0, for
incomplete gamma-function (see, e.gl, [2]), we have

le(u) = J7” (x+c/a)/* Fexp(—x/m)dx =
(27)
= m"/aexp(c/(am))l' ()\ /a, u/m+ c/(am)), u>0.

In particular we obtain the asymptotic representation winesoo;

6 (u) = 1-m|(@/A)(c/a)**+1c(0)| UM a Lexp(—u/m[1+o(1)].  (28)
Forc = 0, the solution to the IDE problem dR, ,

U’ (W) — (A /[ (U) — () (W] =0, lim $(u)=0, lim $(u)=1, (29)

u—+0 u—»0
can be found as a solution to the equivalent ODE problem:
u?g” (u)+ (1— A /a+u/myug’(u) =0, ueR,,

(30)
My s 0@ (U) = limy, oug’ (W] =0,  liMy e (u)=1.

This implies the same formulds{(26)-[28) with= 0 wherel™ (p) = I" (p,0) is the
usual Euler gamma-function. In particular, using the folanu

¢'(u) = [m/2r (A /a)) /2 Texp(—u/m), u>0,

we obtain here: ifa < A then¢’(0) = 0; if a= A then¢’(0) = 1/mand¢(u) =
1—exp(—u/m); if a> A then the functionp’(u) is unbounded as — +0 but
integrable orR ;..

This "degenerate” case has an independent meaning in eskytt{see further
Sect. 3.2).

3 Origin of the Problem: the Cramér-Lundberg Dynamic
Insurance Models

3.1 The Classical C.-L. Insurance Model

Consider the classical risk proced&: = u+ct— 2 Zx, t > 0. HereR, is the sur-
K=

plus of an insurance company at tirheu is the |n|t|al surplusg is the premium
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rate;{N; } is a Poisson process with parametetefining, for each, the number of
claims applied on the intervé, t]; Z;, Z,, .. . is the series of independentidentically
distributed random values with some distributie(z) (F(0) = 0, EZ; = m < »),
describing the sequence of claims; these random valuedsarassumed to be in-
dependent of the proceshs; }. For this model, the positiveness condition for the net
expected income ("safety loading”) has the fofml (17).

Denote byt = inf{t : R < 0} the time of ruin, therP(1 < ) is the probability
of ruin at the infinite time interval.

A classical result in the C.-L. risk theory [8]: under condition[(T]7) and assum-
ing existence of a constaR > 0 ("the Lundberg coefficient”) such that equality
Jo [1—F(x)]exp(R.x)dx=c/A > 0 holds, the probability of ruig (u) as a function
of the initial surplus admits the estimat&(u) = P(1 < o) < exp(—R_u), u>0.
Moreover, if the claims are exponentially distributed,

F(x) = 1—exp(—x/m), m> 0, x>0, (31)

thenR_ = (c—Am)/(mc) > 0, and the survival probability (u) = 1— & (u) is given
by the exact formuld(23), i.e., coincides with the exaaioh of the first "degener-
ate” problem to which input singular problef (L)-(4) redsibermally asa=b =0
(see Secf. 2.3.1).

For c as a bifurcation parameter, the valoe- Amis critical: if ¢ < Am then
p(uy=0,ueR;.

3.2 The C.-L. Insurance Model with Investment into Risky Asts

Now consider the case where the surplus is invested contgtymto shares with
price dynamics described by geometric Brownian motion rhode

dS = S(adt+bdw),  t>0. (32)

Here§ is the share price at timg a is the expected return on shares; ® is the
volatility, {w } is a standard Wiener process.

Denoting byX; the company’s surplus at tintewe getX = &S, where§ is
the amount of shares in the portfolio. Then the surplus dycemeets the relation
dX = 6,dS +dR. Taking into accoun{(32), we obtain:

dX =axdt+bXdw +dR, t>0. (33)

In contrast with the classical model, conditign](17) (thesipeeness of "safety
loading”) is not assumed here.

For the dynamical proceds {33), the survival probabdity) satisfies orR . the
following linear IDE (see, e.g..[3].[7] and referencesrtig):

A /(;u ¢ (u—2)dF(2) — A ¢ (u) + (au+c)@’(u) + (b?/2)u¢” (u) = 0. (34)
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From [33), assuming exponential distribution of claiflng) (& get the initial IDE
(@) under study.

Assuming that there exists the solutigfu) of IDE (@) representing the survival
probability as a function of initial surplus, the followirggatement (further called
FKP-theorem) was obtained inl[7].

Theorem 2.Suppose b- 0 and the claims are distributed exponentially, i@1)is
valid. Then:

1. If inequality [I6) of "robustness of shares” is fulfillethen the asymptotic rep-
resentation[{18) holds with a certain constantk0.
2.1f 2a/b? < 1,theng(u)=0,uc R,

3.3 The C.-L. Model with Investment into a Risk-Free Asset

The model under study comprises a more general case wherea @ohstant part
o (0< a < 1) of the surplus is invested in shares (with the expectedmet and
volatility o) whereas remaining part-1a is invested into a risk free asset (bank
deposit with constant interest rate- 0): the case & a < 1 may be reduced to the
casea = 1 by a simple change of the parameters (shares characigyistamely
a=ap+(1—-a),b=oao.

Moreover, when the surplus is invested entirely into a nisk fasset (bank deposit
with constant interest rate), we obtain the second "degg@éeproblem (with or
without premiums) to which the input singular probldrh @)+«educes formally as
b=0.Fora>0,A >0,m> 0,c >0, there exists the exact solutidn}26).1(27) and
the asymptotic representatidn28) is valid (for detai® Sec{.2.3]2).

Thus when the surplus is entirely invested into a risk fresethen the survival
probability is not equal to zero, far> 0, even if premiums (insurance payments)
are absentg= 0) and has a good asymptotic behaviouas .

The formulas[{Z6)E(28) see also in[10].

4 On the Approach to Main Problem and Proofs of Main Results

4.1 The Singular Problem for IDE: Uniqueness of the Solution
and Its Monotonic Behavior

As shown in Secf.]3, we can formulate the input singular ID&bjem in the form
@®), (@), [9), where operatdr, is defined byl(b),Co is an unknown parameter whose
value must be found, and, for the solution to the prob[Em(@)(3), the restrictions
needed ard{(8).
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Lemma 2. For IDE (@), let the values a, b, @ and m be fixed withz 0,A >0, m>
0 whereas a and b are any real numbersk{& R). Then the following assertions
are valid:

1. If there exists a solutiogh; (u) = ¢1(u,Co) to problem(@), (@), [9) with some
Co > 0, then it is a unique solution to this problem.

2. Such¢;(u) satisfies restrictiong8), 0 < Cp < 1 and ¢/ (u) > 0 for any finite
ue Ry, i.e., ¢1(u) is a monotone nondecreasing B function.

Proof.

1. Supposing the opposite, l¢t(u) be any other solution to problel (6] (11 (9),
i.e.,¢2(u) Z ¢1(u). Then two cases may occur: the first one with limo ¢»(u) =

limy_,0¢1(u), and the second one with lim_o¢2(u) # limy_o0¢1(u).

For the first case, it follows that there exists a nontrivi@lgon ¢ (u) of IDE
() satisfying conditions lig, 0@ (u) = limy_,e ¢(u) = 0. Let 0< U be its
maximum point: ¢(U) = max,cp..) #(u) > 0 (if ¢(u) takes only non-positive
values then we consider the solutie (u) instead). Thend’(0) =0, ¢”(0) <
0. But from IDE [8) a contradiction follows:

(072008 @) = M@~ [ (s exp( — (@-9)/m)ds
> A9 (0) {1— mfl/oﬁexp( —(U—s)/m)ds

=A@(U)exp(—u/m) > 0. (35)

For the second case, there exists a linear combination ofisos @ (u) =
c1¢1(u) + c2¢2(u) such thah(u) # 1 and satisfies conditions lim 0@ (u) =
limy—e @(u) = 1. If there exists a valué > 0 with ¢ (U) > 1, then the first case
argument is valid. Otherwise, the inequalfiyu) < 1 Vu € R, contradicts to
limy_0®’(u) = A /c> 0 which follows from 7).

2. The other assertions are proved analogously.

4.2 SCPs for Accompanying Linear ODEs

4.2.1 Reduction of the Second Order IDE to a Third-Order ODE

The known possibility of reducing the second order IDE (62 third order ODE is
important for further exposition. First, we note that

(b (0 = 1 (exp(-u/m) [0 expix/micx)
= 60~ (n) W)/ )
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Then differentiating IDEL(6) in view of(36) gives a lineairtdhorder IDE

(0?/2)u?9" (u) +[(b* + a)u+cl§"(u) + (a—A)¢'(u)+

(37)
+(A/mM)[B(U) — (Imd)(W)] =0, ueRy,
which also implies the limit condition
Jim [eg” (u) + (a—2)¢'(u) + (A/m)¢ (w] = 0. (38)
Together with the input limit conditioi.]2) it implies thevit equality
lim [c¢”(u)+ (a—A +c/m)¢’(u)] =0. (39)

u—+0

In order to remove the integral term, we add IDE](37) andahliDE (@) multiplied
by 1/mand get the linear third order ODE{10). Then the same linidétion (39)
must be fulfilled to provide a degeneration of this ODRias +0.

Supposep(u) = ¢’(u) and rewrite ODE[(T0) in more canonical forms for ODEs
with pole-type singularities at zero and infinity (for cldigstion of isolated singu-
larities of linear ODE systems and general theory of ODERisfdlass, see, e.g., the
monographd[5],[6] and[11] complementing each other). Nowy(u), we have
to study the following singular ODEs: for small we need to consider the equation

(b%/2)u3y” (u) + [c+ (b?+ a)u+ b?u?/(2m)] ug/ (u)+

(40)
+[(@=A+c/mu+aw?/m| ¢(u)=0,  u>0,
and for largeu, we shall consider the same equation in the form
(b%/2)@" (u) + [c/u?+ (b?+a) /u+b?/(2m)] @' (u)+
(41)

+[(@=A+c/m)/u?+ (a/m)/u] g(u)=0,  u>0.
We see that both ODIE(#0) and equivalent ODH (41) have iregdstrong) singu-
larities of rank 1 asl — +0 and asi — oo,
4.2.2 Singularity at Zero: Replacement of the SIP for IDE by an Equivalent
SCP for ODE

Proof of Lemma&ll

First, we must show that the previous transformations parsiio replace the input
SIP [8), [7) for an IDE by the SCP_{110], {11) for an ODE.
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In the straight direction (from the IDE SIP to the ODE SCP} #tatement is
evident. Now letp (u) = ¢ (u,Co) be a solution of ODE SCP{IL0], {|11). We have to
prove thatp (u) satisfies IDE[(B).

Denote the left part of IDE{6) with the functiah(u) by g(u). We have to prove
thatg(u) = 0. Indeed, the way ODH (10) was derived means gtaj meets the
first-order ODE

g(u+gu)/m=0, O<u<o,

with the general solution of the forg(u) = Cexp(—u/m) whereC is an arbitrary
constant. Sinc@ (u,Cp) meets condition§ (11), it follows from IDEI(6) thgt0) =
0. This impliesC = 0, i.e.,g(u) = 0.

The other statements of Lemrhh 1 follow from the results_of (E&e [4] for
details).

4.2.3 SCP at Infinity and Its Two-Parameter Family of Solutims

For ¢(u) = ¢'(u), we have an SCP at infinity for the second order ODE (41) with
the conditions
lim @(u) = lim ¢/'(u) =0. (42)

U—s00 U—so0

Using the known results for linear ODEs with irregular sifzgities, we obtain the
following assertions (more complete in comparison with RiiBorem).

Lemma 3. For ODE (&), suppose that & 0, a > 0, m> 0 whereasA and ¢ are
arbitrary real numbers{,c € R). Then:

1. Any solution to ODH4) satisfies conditionf42) so that SCRZ1), (@2) at in-
finity has a two-parameter family of solutioggu, d;, d>) where d and & are
arbitrary constants.

2. For this family, the following representation holds:

W(u,dy, dy) = dyu—2/%°[1 + X1 (u) /u]+
(43)

+dau~2exp(—u/m)[1+ x2(u)/u)];

here the functiongj(u) have finite limits as u+ « and, for large u, can be
represented by asymptotic series in inverse integer poofars

X~y x =12, (44)
k=0

where the coeﬁicienpﬁ(k) may be found by substitution @3), (44)in ODE (41)
(i=12 k>0).

3. All solutions of the familyf@3) are integrable at infinity iff inequalityIg) is
fulfilled.

For a detailed proof of Lemnia 3, séé [4].
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Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Lemia 3, all solutions of QD& have
finite limits as u— o iff condition(@8)is fulfilled.

Summarizing all results, we obtain the proof of Theofgém 1.

5 The Accompanying Singular Problem for Capital Stock Model
(the Third "Degenerate” Case: c=0,b+#0,a>0,A >0,
m > 0)

For this case, the input singular IDE problem has the form:

(b?/2)u?¢" (u) +aug’(u) — A[p(U) — (Imd) (W)] =0, uERy,  (45)

Jim 9(u) = im_[ug’(w)] =0, (46)
limg(u)=1,  lim ¢'(u) =0, (47)

and restrictiond{3) are needed for the solution.
The following lemma is analogous to Lemida 2 (with a similavad).

Lemma 4. For IDE (45), let the values a, bA and m be fixed with > 0, m> 0
whereas a and b are any real numbersi{& R). Then the following assertions are
valid:

1. If there exists a solutioth; (u) to the problen{@5)-(47) then it is a unique solu-
tion to this problem.

2. Suchp1 (u) satisfies restriction§3) and ¢; (u) > 0 for any finite u> 0, i.e., 1 (u)
is a monotone nondecreasing Bn. function.

Analogously to the previous approach, the singular IDE [enob(43)-{47) is
equivalent to the following singular ODE problem:

(b?/2)uB¢" (u) + [b? +a+b?u/(2m)] u?¢” (u)+

(48)

+(@-A+au/mug’(uy=0, O0<u< o,
Jim () = fim_[ug'(W] = fim_[P9"(u)] =0, (49)
lim g(u) =1, lim ¢'(u) = lim §"(u) = 0. (50)

First, consider SCP at regular (weak) singular poist 0, i.e., SCP[(48)[(49)
introducing notation:

p=1/2—a/b*+/(1/2-a/b2)2 + 22 /12, (51)

dy=pi+a/b?,  dy=p+2a/b?—1. (52)
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The following lemma is analogous to Lemima 1.

Lemma 5. For IDE (48), let the values a, b}, m be fixed with B2 0, A >0, m> 0,
acR. Then:

1. The IDE SIR@Z5), (46)is equivalent to the ODE SC@3), (49)

2. There exists a one-parameter family of solutigre, P;) to the ODE SCH48),
(49) (therefore also to the equivalent IDE S@3), (44d)) and the following rep-
resentation holds:

u
b(uP) =P [ ¢4 In(9ds (53)
here R is a parameterQ < i is defined bya1), andn (u) is a solution to SCP
u?n” (u) + (2d1 +u/myun’(u) + (du/mn(u) =0, u>0, (54)
. B . P
Jmon(u)=1,  lim [un(u)] =0, (55)

where d and & are defined by{52); there exists a unique solutiap(u) to the
SCP(54), (5%)and it is a holomorphic function at the pointiO,

nw=1+%y Rl u/<up, Uup>0, (56)
&1

T
2%

where the coefficientg P, may be found by formal substitution of ser{
into ODE (&4), namely, from the recurrence relations:

P, = —dp/(2md), (57)
A= —P(k—1+dp)/[mkk—1+2dy)], k=23,...; (58)

moreover, if Q = limy_, 0¢’(u,Py), then O = 0 when a< A; Dy = P, when
a=A; and at last|D1| = o when a> A (but¢’(u,Py) is integrable as u- +0).

)

Summarizing the results and taking into account that Lemmad3Corollanf L
are valid for anyc € R, we obtain

Theorem 3.For IDE (48), let all the parameters a, i3,, m be fixed positive numbers
and let inequality(I8) of "robustness of shares” be fulfilled. Then the following
assertions are valid:

1. There exists a unique solutignu) of singular linear IDE problem{435)-{47)
it satisfies restrictiongd) and, for u> 0, is a smooth monotone nondecreasing
function.

2. Suchy (u) can be obtained by the formula

¢ (u) = /Ous“l’ln(s)ds/ /Ooo 17 1n(s)ds  u>0, (59)

wheren (u) is defined in Lemnid 5.
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3. For finite u> 0, the solutiong (u) is represented by a convergent series which
can be obtained using formul459), (56){(58)

4.1f a> A then the solutionp(u) is concave orR,; moreover, if a= A then
limy10¢’(u) =1/ fy n(s)ds> 0, and if a> A thenlimy_,o¢'(u) = o but
¢’(u) is an integrable orR . function.

5. I1fa< A thenlimy_,10¢’(u) =0, and¢ (u) is convex on a certain intervé®, U]
whered is an inflection pointii > 0.

6. For large u, the asymptotic representatii@) holds with K> 0 where in general
the value K> 0 cannot be determined using local analysis methods.

6 Numerical Examples and Their Interpretation

For the main case> 0, our study shows that the input singular IDE problem [3)-(4
may be reduced to the auxiliary ODE SCP1(10)] (11) with theapaterCy to be
defined, O< Co < 1. The asymptotic expansion of the solutions at Zerd (123éslu
to transfer the limit initial condition$ (11) from the singupointu = 0 to a nearby
regular pointup > 0; the derivatives of the solution may be evaluated by formal
differentiation of the representatidn {12). Consequeamtigegular Cauchy problem
is to be solved starting from the poing > 0. The parameteZ; in (12) is evaluated
numerically to satisfy the condition lim,. ¢ (u) = 1.

For the additional case= 0, the singular IDE problenf (#5)-(47) is equivalent
to the singular ODE probleni (#8)-(50). To solve this problemuse formula{39)
and the auxiliary SCH_(54), (b5). The convergent power sdf8)-[58) is used to
transfer limit initial conditions[(55) from the singularipbu = 0 to a regular point
Up > 0, and then a regular Cauchy problem is to be solved stantimg fhis point.

Maple programming package was used as a numerical tool.

For all examples, we puh= 1, A = 0.09, and, fora > 0, b # 0, the shares are
"robust”: 2a/b? > 1 (Figs.1-5).

7 Conclusions

The study shows that use of risky assets is not favorabledioirain with large ini-
tial surplus values and constant structure of the portfélmwvever, the study of the
cases when positiveness of the safety loading does not holassrisky assets to be
effective for small initial surplus values: while ruin isevitable in the case with-
out investing, the survival probability grows considesed$u grows in presence of
investing even if the premiums are absent (moreover, thenskderivative of the
solution for smallu is positive!). The study in[[3],[14] of the optimal strategyrf
exponential distribution of claims shows that the part skyiinvestments should be
0O(1/x) as present surplustends to infinity.
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Fig. 1 The case&e > Am:c=0.1;1: a =b =0 (the first "degenerate” case with the exact solu-
tion); Co = ¢(0) = 0.1, D; = ¢/(+0) = 0.09;Il: a =0.02, b =0.1; Co = 0.295,D; = 0.265
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Fig. 2 The cas&e <Am:c=0.02,b=0.1; I: a =0.02(m(A —a) > c: ¢(u) has an inflection);
Cp=0.00527,D1 =0.0237;ll: a =0.1(m(A —a) < c: ¢(u) isconcave)Co =0.194,D1 =0.872
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Fig. 3 The second "degenerate” case with premiutms: 0, c = 0.02 € <A m); I: a =0.02
(m(A —a) > c); Cop = 0.00704,D1 = 0.0317;1l: a =0.1 (M(A —a) <c); Co = 0.2046,D; =
0.9207
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Fig. 4 The second "degenerate” case without premiums:0, c=0;l: a =0.02(A > a); ¢(0) =
$'(0)=0;1l: a =01(A <a); ¢(0)=0,¢'(+0) =
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