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Abstract We investigate the asymptotic of ruin probabilities when the company combines
the life- and non-life insurance businesses and invests its reserve into a risky asset with
stochastic volatility and drift driven by a two-state Markov process. Using the technique of
the implicit renewal theory we obtain the rate of convergence to zero of the ruin probabili-
ties.
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1 Introduction

In the classical collective risk theory initiated by Filip Lundberg in 1903 and further devel-
oped by Harald Cramér in the thirties it was usually assumed that an insurance company
does not invest its reserve. This assumption leads to a good news: if claims are not heavy-
tailed, then the ruin probabilities are exponentially decreasing when the initial capital tends
to infinity. For quite a long period of time studies of ruin probabilities did not suppose in-
vestments in spite that such an assumption is clearly non realistic: in the modern world
insurance companies operate in a financial environment and invests their reserves into risky
assets. Studies of mathematical models with risky investments started in the nineties. To
the date there is an ample literature dedicated to the asymptotic of ruin probabilities under
various assumptions on the price processes on the business activity. The fundamental dis-
covery is that the risky investments change radically the asymptotic behavior of the ruin
probabilities. For example, in the papers Frolova, Kabanov and Pergamenshchikov [5], Ka-
banov and Pergamenshchikov [9], and Kabanov and Pukhlyakov [11]] there were studied
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Lundberg type models with investments having, respectively, the downward jumps (non-life
insurance), downward jumps (annuity model), and two-side jumps. In the cited paper it was
supposed that an insurance company invests in a asset whose price process S = (S;) is a ge-
ometric Brownian motion (gBm) given by the equality dS;/S; = adt + oW;. It was shown
that if the parameter 3 := 2a/0? — 1 is strictly positive then the ruin probability has the
asymptotic behavior Cu™? as the initial capital  tends to infinity. For the large volatility,
when 8 < 0, the ruin is imminent.

A much more general setting, that of the generalized Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck process, cov-
ering the case of investments with the price following a geometric Lévy process, was in-
troduced by Paulsen in 1993, [12], and studied, using the techniques of implicit renewal
theory, in the series of his papers, [13[14l[15]. For the recent results in this direction and
further references see [10].

To our knowledge, the ruin problem with risky investments in the asset with price with
stochastic volatility was never studied. In the present note we obtain the asymptotic of ruin
probabilities for the Lundberg—Cramér type model with investments and two-side jumps. We
assume that the price process is a conditional geometric Brownian motion with volatility and
drift modulated by a telegraph signal, that is, by a two-state Markov process, see the paper
by Di Masi, Kabanov, and Runggaldier [4]. Such models are usually referred to as the hidden
Markov models or models with regime switching. In economics two-state Markov processes
are used to model business cycles and we believe that it is relevant to the situation with long
term investments typical in insurance.

As in the paper [10]], in our study we use the approach based on the recent progress in
the implicit renewal theory.

2 The model

We are given by a stochastic basis (£2, 7, F = (Ft)¢>0,P) with a Wiener process W =
(W), a Poisson random measure 7 (dt, dz) with the compensator 7 (dt, dz) = II(dx)dt, and
a piecewise constant right-continuous Markov process 6 = (6;) taking values in {0, 1} with
transition intensity matrix A = (A\¥/) where A10 > 0, \%F > 0, A00 = )01 )11 — )10
and the initial value 6y = 4. The o-algebras generated by W, «, and 6 are independent.

Let 77, be the successive jumps of the Poisson process N with Ny = p([0, ¢], R) and let
Tn, be the successive jumps of § with the convention that 7y = 0 and 9 = 0.

Recall that the length between consecutive jumps of 6 are independent random variables
having exponential laws with parameters A°! and A'? which are intensity of jumping from 0
to 1 and vice versa. So, if g = 0, then the random variable 7, has the exponential law with
parameter A°!, the random variable 7 — 71 is independent on 7; and has the exponential
law with parameter A'°.

We consider the dynamics of the reserve X = X' of an insurance company where
the business activity is as in the classical Lundberg—Cramér model but the reserve is fully
invested in a risky asset whose price S follows a geometric Brownian motion with stochastic
volatility and drift. We have that

dSy = St(a@tdt+091th)7 So=1,

where ap, € R, o, > 0, k = 0, 1. In this case, X is of the form

t
Xt:qu/ XodRs + dP; 1)
0



where Ry = Rg + ag,t + o9, Wt is the relative price process and

t
P = ct+/ /:vw(dt,dx) =ct+x*m 2)
0

is the process describing the business activity of the company.

So, the model is described by the two-dimensional process (X% 6) where u > 0 is
the initial capital and ¢ € {0, 1} is the initial value of 6.

We assume that the process P is not increasing: otherwise the probability of ruin is zero.

We also assume that 7(dt, dx) = dtII (dx) with II (dz) = a1 F1(dz) + ag F2(dx) where
F(dz) is a probability distribution on | — oo, 0] and F»(dz) is a probability distribution on
10, ool In this case the integral with respect to the jump measure is simply a difference of
two independent compound Poisson processes with intensities «, ag for the jumps down-
wards and upwards and whose absolute values have the distributions F(dz) and Fs(dz)
respectively.

The solution of the linear equation (1) can be represented by the following stochastic
version of the Cauchy formula

X = E(R)(u— YY) 3

where

\% ::—/ 5;1(R)dPs:—/ e VedPs. “4)
[0,¢] [0,¢]

The log price process V' = InE(R), thatis Vs = o9 Ws + (ag, — (1/2)035)3. The process
Y does not depend on w. It will play the central role in our analysis.

Let 7% := inf{t : X;*" < 0} (the instant of ruin), ¥;(u) := P(t%" < oo) (the
ruin probability), and @;(u) := 1 — ¥;(u) (the survival probability). It is easily seen that
7% =inf{t >0: Y{ > u}.

Recall that the constant parameter values a = 0, o = 0, correspond to the Lundberg—
Cramér model for which the process X! = u+ P;. In the actuarial literature the compound
Poisson process P is usually written in the form

Ny
Pi=ct—) & ®)
k=1

where either £, > 0, ¢ > 0 (i.e. Fo = 0 — jumps only downwards — the case of non-
life insurance) or & < 0, ¢ < 0 (i.e. F1 = 0 — jumps only upwards — the case of life
insurance or annuity payments). Models with both kinds of jumps are frequently considered
in the modern literature, see, e.g., [1]] and references therein. For the classical models with
a positive average trend and F' having a “non-heavy” tail, the Lundberg inequality asserts
that the ruin probability decreases exponentially as the initial capital of the company « tends
to infinity. For the exponentially distributed claims the ruin probability admits an explicit
expression, see [2], Ch. IV.3b, or [7], Section 1.1.

For the models with exponentially distributed jumps with the investment in a risky as-
set with price following a geometric Brownian motion with the drift coefficient a and the
volatility ¢ > 0 the answer is completely different: if 2a/0> — 1 > 0 the ruin probability
as a function of the initial capital u behaves as Cul=24/" a5 u — co. In the case where
2a/a2 — 1 < 0 the ruin happens with probability one, see [S]], [9], [16], [11]].

To formulate our result for the model where the volatility and drift are modulated by a
telegraph process we introduce some notations.



Define the random variable M; := e~ "> and consider on R, the moment generating

function f : g — EMf. Put 5; := Qai/af — 1,4 =0, 1. It is easily seen that

J(@) = BM{ = Be™"72 = Be ™ Be 1Y 7V < fo(g)fi(0)

where
A A 6
fola) = 51 +alao —02/2) — 2o2/2 AT+ (1/2)02¢(Bo — q) ©
\10 10
filg) == - 7

MO+ g(a—02/2) — q203/2 A0 4 (1/2)02q(B1 — q)

on the set dom f := {q € R4.: EM] < oo}.

Note that f”(q) = q(q + 1)EV2e 9" > 0, i.e. f is strictly convex on its effective
domain.

Suppose that 0 < By < Bi. Then fo(Bo) = 1, f1(Bo) < 1, hence, f(Bp) < 1.1If
B1 € dom f, then fo(B1) > 1, f1(B1) = 1, and f(B1) > 1. If B1 ¢ dom f, then there is
B €]Bo, f1] such that fo(q) — oo as g 1 . Since fo is bounded away from zero on the
interval [Bp, B1] we have that also f(q) — oo as g 1 3. It follows that in all cases the convex
function f with f(0) = 1 crosses the level 1 also on the interval |3, 1], so that there is a
unique 3 €]08p, B1] such that f(3) = 1. In other words 3 is the root of the equation f(q) =1
which can be written in the detailed form as

o80tq(Bo — q)(B1 — @) + 203 (Bo — A + 203 (81 — At = 0. 8)

It follows that

2
22 _ )\01:_00(50—5))\10 0 9
(1/2)a58(Bo — B) + 251 B) > 0, ©)
2
(1/2)028(81 — B) + A0 = ~LBL= B o1 (10)

o8 (Bo—B)
Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Suppose that 0 < By < 1. Let 3 €], B1[ be the solution of the equation (8).
Suppose that TI(|z|®) = / |z|? IT(dz) < oco. Then fori= 0,1

0 < lim inf uB% (u) < limsup uﬂ% (u) < 0.

U—r 00 U—> 00

The proof uses the techniques of the implicit renewal theory. To apply it, we verify that
the random variables Q° = Q} := —e V' P, i=0,1, belong to L7 (£2), the process
Y* has at infinity a finite limit Y,2, which is a random variable unbounded from above and
has the same law as Qi + MYCfo where M = M;j. We already know that EM? =1 and
EM? + & > 0 for some ¢ > 0, and, of course, the law of In M is not arithmetic. Moreover,
we prove that G;(u) < ¥;(u) < CG;(u) where a constant C' > 0 and G;(u) = P(Y? > u),
Lemma 4]

With such facts Theorem [ follows from Theorem 2]below which is the Kesten—Goldie
theorem, see Th. 4.1 in [6], augmented by a statement on strict positivity of C+ due to
Guivarc’h and Le Page, [3] (for a simpler proof of the latter see the paper [3] by Buraczewski
and Damek and an extended discussion in Kabanov and Pergamenshchikov, [10]).



Theorem 2 Let Yoo has the same law as Q + M Yoo where M > 0. Suppose that (M, Q) is
such that the law of In M is non-arithmetic and, for some 3 > 0,

EM? =1, EM? (In M)* < 00, E|Q < x. (11)
Then
lim o’ P(Yoo > u) = C4 < o0,

U—r 00

lim o’ P(Yoo < —u) = C_ < o0,

U—r 00

where CL + C_ > 0.
If the random variable Y is unbounded from above, then Cy > 0.

3 Study of the process Y
We consider the case where 6y = 0 and omit ¢ = 0 in the notation. The case 6y = 1 is treated

similarly, with the same results.
The following identity is obvious:

Y.,_2n = — ef(V"217V"2j—2)/ 67(V57V72k72)dpsl
Z H |2k —2,72k]

Using the abbreviations
Qp = _/} ]e—(vs—v%,2)dps7 M; = o~ (Vra; =Vry; o)
T2k—2,T2k

we rewrite it in a more transparent form as
Yr, = Q1+ M1Q2 + M1 M2Q3 + ... + My...Mp_1Qn. (12)

The random variables (Qy, M) have the same law and are is independent on the o-
algebra U{(M17 Q1)7 EEE) (Mk—17 Qk—l)}'

Lemma 1 Let 8 €], B1[ be the root of the equation (). Then

T2 v T2 v B
E/ e PVeds < 0, E(/ e Sds) < 0. (13)
0 0

Proof. Using the independence of 71 and V' we get that
1 71 2 ) o0 2 01
E/ o Ve s — E/ (1/2)536(8—Bo)s 7o _ \01 / o~ 1(1/2)02B(Bo—B)1+X" Nt gy o
0 0 0

in virtue of the inequality (9). Also,

T2 T2 T2
E/ efﬁVSds = Etfﬁv’1 / efﬁ(vS*VTl)ds = EefﬁV*lE/ efﬁ(vS*V*l)ds.
T

1 T1 T1



Recall that Ee#Y11 = f((8) < oo. Taking into account that on the interval [r1, 2] the
process Vs — Vi, is a Wiener process with variance o7 and drift (1/2)0? 31, we obtain that

T2 b 2 10
E/ o BVa=Va)) gy _ Aw/ o~ 1(1/2)02B(BL=B)+ 2Tt gy o
T1 0

since both terms in the square brackets are strictly positive (and we have no need to use the
representation in (IQ)). This gives us the first property in (I3)).

Take p > 1 such that (3/p — By) > 0 and define the constant x := (1/2)03/p and
martingale L = (Ls) with Ls = e(=708Ws=#85)/P_Then

t t t
(/ 67V5d8)’6 _ (/ efagWS7H56/{57(1/2)63ﬁ05d8)B < L:p(/ 6n57(1/2)03ﬁ05d8)’6
0 0 0

where L} := sup,<; Ls. By the Doob inequality
209207
EL;‘P < CpELf — Cpe(l/Q)Uoﬁ (1 1/p)t4

where C)p := (p/(p — 1))". Integrating the exponential we get that

t 2 t 2
(/ 6“5*(1/2)‘70ﬁ05d8)5 — (/ 6(1/2)‘70(3/}7*ﬁ0)5d8)6 < (1/Cp)ecpt
0 0

where ¢ := (1/2)028(8/p — fo).
Combining two estimates we get that

t 8 )
E(/o e Veds ) < (Cpfep)e!/ITPITIN < o

and
E(/T1 ei‘/sds)ﬁ < )\Ol(Cp/Cp) /OO 67[(1/2)‘73ﬁ(ﬁ07ﬁ)+)‘01]tdt < 00
0 0

in virtue of ([@). Using again the factorization
T2 B T2 B
E(/ erSds) = EefﬁV*lE(/ ef(vsfvfl)ds)
T1 T1
and observing that
E(/T2 e_vsds)ﬁ < Alo(cp/cp) /OO 6_[(1/2)03’6(51_BH—/\m]tdt < 00.
T1 0

we get the second property in (I3). O
The following lemma that our conditions imply that Q, € L”(£2).

Lemma 2 Suppose that II(|z|®) := Ik |z|° 11 (dz) < co. Then E|Q1|° < .



Proof. Case where 3 < 1. The inequality (|| +|y|)? < |z|® +|y|? allows us to consider the
integrability of summands separately. In particular, for the jump component of the process
P whose jump measure 7(dt, dx) has the compensator 7(dt, dx) = II(dx)dt), we get that

2
E(eivx*ﬂ'm)ﬁ < Eeiﬁv|x|ﬁ * Ty = Eeiﬁv|x|ﬁ * Ty < H(|x|ﬂ)E/ e PVeds.
0

The claim follows from here and Lemmal[ll
Case where 3 > 1. Now we shall split summands using the elementary inequality

-1
(2] + y)? < 2°7* (2l + |y)”).
Because of Lemma [Tl we need to consider only the integral with respect to the jump compo-
nent of P. Note that e~V |z| s, < oc. Then

B B

E(e_v|x|*7r7—2) +E(e_v|x|*7”r72)’6).

Due to (13)

< 25_1(E(6_V|x| * (m— 7?)72)

B(eVfol+7n)” < (1)) "B( /O Ceveas) <

Let I := e~V |z|*(m—7)s. According to the Novikov inequalities (with o = 1) the moment
of the order 3 > 1 of I} := sup,< |Is| admits the bound

ELP < Cﬂ,l(E(€7V|ZE| * ﬁTz)ﬁ + Eefﬁv|x|ﬁ * 7?72)
! m -V B / = —BVs
< (g1 E e *ds| +ECg; e ds
0 0

where C | = Cp (I ()P < oo, Chq = Cp111(|z|?) < oo due to our assumption.
The both integrals in the right-hand side as we proved are finite. O

Lemma 3 The process Y has the following properties:

(2) Yz converges almost surely as t — oo to a finite random variable Yoo.

(7) Yoo = Q1 + M1Y1,0 Where Y1 o is a random variable independent on (Q1, M)
and having the same law as Yoo.

(4it) Yoo is unbounded from above.

Proof. (i) Take p €]0, BAL[. Thenr := EM?Y < 1 and, by virtue of Lemmall E|Q1|? < oo.
It follows that E[Yr,, , — Yr,, [P = EM} ... MR QY | = r"E|Q1|” and, therefore,
P
E( Z |YT2n+2 - YT2n|) S Z E|Y7—2n+2 - YT2n|p < 00.
n>0 n>0

Thus, Y, [Yra, 2 — Yrs, | < 0o a.s.implying that Y7, converges a.s. to some finite random
variable we shall denote Yoo.
Let ;" := supy<, |Ys|. Then

T2 v p T2 v p
EY;? < CPE(/ e tdt) +(H(|m|))pE(/ e P ‘dt) < .
0 0

v
/ e Ve dPs )
Tom

Put
Ap = sup

VE([T2n,T2n+2]




Then

EAL =EMY ... ME sup

'UE[TZn;TZn+2]

v
p
/ 6_(V5—V72n)dps < TPEY:ZP
T2n

and, therefore, for any € > 0

sup P(Ap > ¢) < e Psup EA} < oo.
n>0 n>0

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma for all w except a null-set Ay, (w) < ¢ for all n > n(w). This
implies that Y; converges a.s. to the same limit as the sequence Y7, .

(i1) Rewriting (I2)) in the form
Y, = Q1+ Mi(Q2 + M2Q3 + ... + Ma...Mp_1Qn)

and observing that the sequence of random variables in the parentheses converges as to a
random variable with same law as Y. and independent on (Q1, M7) we get the needed
assertion.

(#i¢) In virtue of (i7) it is sufficient to check that the set {@Q1 > N, M; < 1/N}is
non-null whatever is N > 0. We consider several cases.

1) ¢ < 0. On the set {T7 > T} we have Q1 = —c me e~ Veds. For every ¢ > 0 the set

t
By (t) := { - c/ e Veds > N, eVt < 1/N}
0
is non-null and so is By (72). Note that
FN = {Ql > ]\f7 My < 1/]\77 T > ’7'2} = BN(TQ) N {Tl > ’7'2}.

Thus,

P(I'n) = E[BN(TZ)I{T1>T2} = EIBN(‘1'2)6_(6%1-’_6%2)7—2 > 0.

2) ¢ > 0. Since P is not increasing, I1(] — oo, 0[) > 0. Let ry := 6 +In N. We consider
the set

Ay ={-04+7<Vs<d+vs, Vs<ry+1}N{ry <m <ry+1}

The set Ay is non-null and on this set e~ ¥z < TN < 1/N and

To To
c/ e Veds > / e Veds
0 0

{e_v *Tlpco1Try 2 ON + N, Typsoy % Trp = 0}

Note that the set

is non-null and so non-null is its intersection with A, . But this intersection is a subset of
the set {@Q1 > N, M; <1/N}.O

Lemmad Forallu >0

where G;(u) == P(YZ, > u).



Proof. Let T be an arbitrary stopping time with respect to the filtration (}"tP R ’0). As the
finite limit Y2, exists, the random variable

i —limpy_ 0o f]T TN efWS*V*)dPS, T < 00,
YT,OO = ’

0, T = 00,
is well defined. On the set {7 < co}
Yo =€ (Vi — Vi) = X¥ + e (Y3 —u). (15)

Let § be a }'f "7:9_measurable random variable. Note that the conditional distribution of
Y7 oo given (7,€,0-) = (t,2,j) € Ry x R x {0, 1} is the same as the distribution of Y. It
follows that

P(V oo >& 7 <00, 0r =j) =BG;(&) 1{rcoo, 0,—j}-
Thus, if P(7 < 00) > 0, then
P(YTiyOo >& T7< oo) =E(Gy. (&) |7 < ) P(T < oo) .

Noting that ¥;(u) := P(7%" < 00) > P(Y4 > u) = Gi(u) > 0, we deduce from here
using (I3) that

Gi(u) = P(cho >u, < 00) = P(wa-7Oo N Xf;fm Fui )
- E(éefu,i (X:Li,i) | < oo) P(T“ﬂ' < oo)

implying the equality in (I4). Also,
E(Gy_,,(0)m"" < 00) = Go(0)P (0,0 = 07" < 00) +G1(0)P (0,0 = 1|7"" < 00).

The result follows since X;"i < 0on {r%* < oo} and, in the case with only upward jumps

that is when IT(] — c0,0[) = 0, the process X" crosses zero in a continuous way, i.e.
X', = 0on this set. O
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