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Abstract

We consider the risk model with capital injections studied by Nie et al. (2011,
2015). We construct a Gerber-Shiu function and show that whilst this tool is not
efficient for finding the ultimate ruin probability, it provides an effective way of
studying ruin related quantities in finite time. In particular, we find a general
expression for the joint distribution of the time of ruin and the number of claims
until ruin, and find an extension of Prabhu’s (1961) formula for the finite time
survival probability in the classical risk model. We illustrate our results in the
case of exponentially distributed claims and obtain some interesting identities. In
particular, we generalise results from the classical risk model and prove the identity
of two known formulae for that model.

Keywords: Capital injections; Gerber-Shiu function; ruin probability; finite time ruin;
number of claims until ruin; exponential claims

1 Introduction

In this paper we analyse some ruin related quantities in the risk model with capital
injections which was introduced by Nie et al. (2011). In this model the insurer’s surplus
starts at a level u > k, where k > 0 is a fixed constant. On any occasion that the surplus
falls between the levels 0 and k£ from above k, a capital injection restores the surplus level
to k. If the surplus falls below 0 from a level above k, ruin occurs.

Nie et al. (2011) explain how the capital injections can be provided by reinsurance and
how an insurer can both reduce its ultimate ruin probability by effecting such reinsurance
and release capital to other parts of its business. In a subsequent paper, Nie et al.
(2015) consider finite time ruin probabilities under this framework. They obtain a general
expression for the finite time ruin probability which can be evaluated in certain cases,
and they find an expression for the density of the time of ruin when the underlying
risk process is a Sparre Andersen process with Erlang claim arrivals and exponentially
distributed claim amounts.

In this paper we take a different approach, with the aim of obtaining more general
results than those obtained in Nie et al. (2015). We perform analysis based on the
Gerber-Shiu function introduced in Landriault et al. (2011) which extends the original
Gerber-Shiu function (Gerber and Shiu (1998)) by incorporating the number of claims
until ruin into the analysis. We obtain some general results relating to finite time ruin
problems on the assumption that the underlying risk process is a classical risk process, and
we obtain specific results in the case of exponentially distributed claim amounts. Gerber-
Shiu functions have been studied for a variety of risk models, for example by Gerber and



Shiu (2005) for a Sparre Andersen model, by Li and Lu (2008) for a Markov-modulated
risk model, and by Lin et al. (2003) for a classical risk model with dividends. There
seems to be little new to say about Gerber-Shiu functions. A contribution in this paper
that differs from previous analyses is that we are interested in a Gerber-Shiu function
defined for initial surplus u > k, meaning that our analysis requires construction of a
function when u = k. However, the bigger contribution here is a surprising result that
our analysis yields, namely that an extension of Prabhu’s (1961) formula for the finite
time ruin probability for the classical risk model exists for the risk model with capital
injections.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we give details of our model, introduce
some notation and motivate our study. Then, in Section 3, we define our Gerber-Shiu
function and obtain an expression for its Laplace transform and for the Gerber-Shiu
function itself when the initial surplus is k. We show in Section 4 how a formula for the
ultimate ruin probability can be found from our Gerber-Shiu function, then in Section
5 we consider the joint distribution of the time of ruin and the number of claims until
ruin. In particular, we obtain a version of Prabhu’s (1961) formula for the density of the
time of ruin and we obtain a more compact solution for this density when claim amounts
are exponentially distributed compared with the formula obtained by Nie et al. (2015).
Finally, in Section 6 we consider an alternative view of our Gerber-Shiu function and
obtain a neat expression for the probability function of the number of claims until ruin,
and show how the ultimate ruin probability can be found from this probability function.

2 Model, notation and motivation

The underlying model for our study is the classical risk model which we now describe.
The surplus process in the classical risk model is {U(t) };>0 where U(t) = u + ¢t — S(t),
with u being the initial surplus, and ¢ being the rate of premium income per unit time
(assumed to be received continuously). Further S(t) = ZN(t) X; where {N(t)}+>0 is a
Poisson process with Poisson parameter A and {X;}32, is a sequence of independent and
identically distributed random variables, where X; represents the amount of the ith claim.
Let F =1 — F be the distribution function of X, with F(0) = 0, and density function
f. Let G(z,t) = Pr(S(t) < z) with density function
glt) = gty = 30 e A gy
n=1

for x > 0, where f™ denotes the n-fold convolution of f with itself.

Throughout we assume that the premium is calculated as ¢ = (1 + #)AE(X;) where
6 > 0 is the premium loading factor.

The time of ruin is denoted by 7" and is defined as T' = inf{¢t: U(t) < 0|U(0) = u}
with 7' = oo if U(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. The ultimate ruin probability is defined as
Y(u) = Pr(T < oo|U(0) = u) = 1 — ¢(u); the finite time ruin probability is

Pr(T < 7[U(0) = u) /OTw(u, ) dt

where w(u,t) is the defective density of the time of ruin. The deficit at ruin is denoted
by |U(T')| and the probability and severity of ruin function is

G(u,z) = Pr(T < oo and |U(T)| < z|U(0) / / w(u,y,t)dydt



where w(u,y,t) is the defective joint density of |U(T)| and T. It is well known, e.g.
Gerber et al. (1987), that

9(0,x) = iG(O,x) = A

o cF(x).

Our risk model of interest is a classical risk model modified by capital injections.
Specifically, starting from initial surplus u > k > 0, if the surplus process falls between 0
and k a capital injection restores the surplus level to k, and ruin occurs only if the surplus
process falls below 0 from a level above k; Figure 5.3 shows a realisation of the surplus
process with capital injections for which ruin occurs. For the surplus process with capital
injections we use the same notation as for the classical risk model, but with a subscript
k, so that, for example, T} denotes the time of ruin and 1, (u) denotes the ultimate ruin
probability from initial surplus w.

Throughout this paper the Laplace transform of a function « will be denoted by & so
that a(s) = [;° e * a(z)dr. An important Laplace transform is that of S(¢) which is
given by

/000 e dG(x,t) = e M+ /OOO e g(z,t) de = exp{M(f(s) — 1)}. (2.1)

Nie et al. (2015) consider finite time ruin probabilities for the risk model with capital
injections. Their approach is based on the number of capital injections and the times
between capital injections. They obtain a general expression for the distribution function
of Ty, but are only able to implement their results if the joint density w(u,y,t) (in the
classical risk model) can be decomposed in a particular way. Our motivation is to find
a more general expression, and we do this by considering the density function wy(u,t).
A natural tool to find this is a Gerber-Shiu function. We therefore construct such a
function, focussing on the time of ruin and the number of claims until ruin, denoted by
Nr,, which allows us to generalise some existing results on these two variables for the
classical risk model. The reason for including Ny, in our analysis is that it allows us to
see that the density wg(u,t) is expressed in terms of the joint density of 7} and Nz, in a
very transparent way.

3 A Gerber-Shiu function

As in Landriault et al. (2011), we define our Gerber-Shiu function in terms of 7}, Nr,,
and a general penalty function w(z,y), defined for z > k and y > 0, as

my5(u) = ErN e Tew(U(T), [U(TR))I(Th < 00)|U(0) = ], (3.1)

for 6 > 0,0 <r <1 and u > k, where U(T} ) is the surplus immediately prior to ruin.
As in Landriault et al. (2011), we interpret § as the parameter of a Laplace transform
and r as the parameter of a probability generating function. Further, m, s(u) is defined
to be 0 for 0 < u < k.

Theorem 3.1 The Laplace transform of Gerber-Shiu function m, s(u) satisfies

mrs(s) = ! B <ceSkmr,5(/€) —rA /koo e (F(u —k)— F(u))mr,g(/ﬁ)du

cs—A—0+rAf
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—rA /:O e /uoo flz)w(u,z — u)dx du). (3.2)

LR R) f() wlu, x — u) da du
mM%)_'1_if& 7R (F(u — k) — F(u))du (3.3)

Further,

Proof 3.1 Using the standard argument of conditioning on the time and the amount of
the first claim we obtain for u > k

mys(u) = A e~ (A+o)(T—u) C(/ fx)m,s(7 —x) dx+/ f(x)m, s(k)dx

/ f(z x—ﬂM)M

_ (>\+5)(T u)/c,y( )dT

where

u—k u
- /0 f(@)mys(u — x)dx + /_k f(x)m,s(k)dx + ¢(u)

/‘f w,z — u)da.

Using the operator Ty introduced by Dickson and Hipp (2001), and defined for an inte-
grable function f as

and

7.4 = [ " e flu)du

we have

mys(u) = ?TM (u). (3.4)

c

Noting that m,s(u) =0 for 0 < u < k we have
Tsm,s(k) = / e @R, s(x)dx = eFim, 5(s),
k

and similarly T,y(k) = e*5(s). Applying the Dickson-Hipp operator to equation (3.4) we
obtain
rA rA TATHV(IV) — Tsy(k)

Tsmr,g(k) = ?TST¥’}/(1€) = 7 . o s

(3.5)

where we have used properties of the operator Ts given in Dickson and Hipp (2001).
Further,

I A
[e'S) u—k [e%S)
= ¢ e z)mys(u — x)dx du +m e SR (F(u— k) — F(u)) du
[ e [ rwmstu—adrdumth) [ (Flu— k)~ P(u)) d
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+ /OO e_s(u_k)C(u)du
= eSkf(s)ﬁ@T’(;(s) + m,s(k) /koo e s(u=k) (F(u —k)— F(u)) du + T,((k)
= f(s)Tymys(k) +my (k) /:O e (F(u— k) — F(u)) du+ T (k).

Substituting in (3.5) we obtain

rA

Tom,s(k) = P — (T¥7(k) — f(s)Tym, 5(k)

- /k e R (Flu — k) — F(w)) du ng(k)>

which can be written in terms of Laplace transforms as

i) = s (Sonaall) = F6)e (o)

Rearranging this identity we obtain formula (3.2).

To obtain formula (3.3) we first note from formula (41) of Landriault et al. (2011)
that there ezists p = p(d,r) which is the unique positive solution of cs—)\—(5+7“)\f(3) =
Then, as p is a zero of the denominator of the right-hand side of (3.2), it must also be a
zero of the numerator, giving

= f;”fu erlu- ’“f(:c) < x—u)d:cdu
2 [ el (F( — F(u))du’

mr,g(k‘)
O

By choosing different forms of the penalty function, equations (3.2) and (3.3) can be
inverted to obtain several ruin related quantities. In the next section we consider the
ultimate ruin probability, and in Section 5 we consider the joint density of 7}, and Nr,.

4 The ultimate ruin probability

We now consider the ultimate ruin probability ¢y (u), for u > k. Nie et al. (2011) obtain
expressions for this probability in the cases u = k£ and w > k by using probabilistic
arguments. We now show that their results can be obtained from formulae (3.2) and
(3.3). Setting r =1, § = 0 and w(x,y) = 1 for z > k and y > 0 in expression (3.1), we
see that m, s(u) reduces to ¥y (u). Our first result is easily obtained.

Theorem 4.1 When the initial surplus is k we have

%fkoo F(u) du ~ Y(0) = G(0,k) (4.1)
T (k) = Flw)du 1= GO.H) |

(k) = ]

Proof 4.1 From Gerber and Shiu (1998) we know that p = 0 when r = 1 and § = 0.
The result immediately follows from formula (3.3). O

bt



Theorem 4.2 When the initial surplus is u > k we have
Ur(u) = U(u—k) = G(u—k k)1 = p(k)]. (4.2)

Proof 4.2 Using the fact that Cg((f)) = ¢s — A+ Mf(s) (e.g., Dickson (2005)) equation
(3.2) becomes

7 _ &(S) Ce—sk . ooe—su n u— N u U
dls) = C¢(O>< )= A [ (PR = Fw)v(k) d

—A/koo e /:O f(@) da du)

_ e,ské(s)wk(k) B Acb(s)wk(k) /OOO =) (F(u) — Flu+ k) du

9(0) o(0)
_)\gb(s) o s(utk) B, U
500) J, Flu+k)d
= ¢k (%@Dk(k) — %wk(k‘) /OOO _S“( (0,u) — g(0,u + k:))du
—%/OOO “g(0,u + k) du > (4.3)
We now apply the following results from Dickson (1998):
N X ¢(0)
§) = u) du - =
509 = [~ e ol0.wan=1- Z

and

T B(s k) (s, k) so(s)
G(s,k‘)—/o Gluk)de =720~ o)

where ®(s, k) = [ e ®(u, k) du, and ®(u,k) = fu+kg(0 x)dr . Next, we can use
properties of the Laplace tmnstTm of a derivative to write

ST O
Gls: k) = 5 <q> (s, k) + G(0, k:)) (4.4)
with ®'( = [ e=5Ud (u, k) du = s®(s, k) — G(0, k). Further,

/000 e~ (u, k)du = /000 e " (g(0,u+ k) —g(0,u)) du.

Using these results we can write formula (4.3) as

¢(0) ¢(0)
o(s)
%(0)

Ui(s) = eSk<¢(8)¢k(/€)+@wk(/ﬁ)@(s,k)

/OOO e (g0, u+ k) — g(0, ) + g (0, u))d)
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_ @—Sk @ @ ~IS _@”8 _@~ .
= <<Z5(0) k<k)+¢(0) k(B)® (s, k) ¢(O)(D( k) ¢(0)g(0’ ))

(4.5)

By rearranging formula (4.4) and substituting for ® (s, k) in (4.5) we get

buls) = e-s’f(@w )4 k) | Gls k) — Zﬁmo »

¢(0) 0)
@(s,k)—%G(O,k) Zﬁéfﬁ {1 ) )
_ e—sk’ @ . o O)
- ( ) = 0G0, + G, - 1+ A M}

~G(s,k)[1 ~ wk(k)])

Inserting the right-hand side of equation (4.1) for (k) in the first square bracket gives
D) = e-ok[ 90 {_ @1 _é _
Ur(s) = e <¢<0) $(0) + 5(s) G(s, k)[1 1/}k(’f)]>
= ¢ ML/s = o(s)] — e G (s k)L — vi(R)].

Inversion of y(s) yields
Ur(u) = Pu—k) = Gu—k k)1 —Ppk)]. (4.6)

O

Formulae (4.1) and (4.6) appear in Nie et al. (2011) where the derivation is simpler. So,
although Gerber-Shiu functions are very useful, they are not always the most efficient
tools. However, we show in the next section that our Gerber-Shiu function can be used
to obtain more general results relating to finite time ruin than those given in Nie et
al. (2015).

5 The joint density of 7} and N,

We now consider the joint density of the time of ruin and the number of claims until ruin
by setting 0 < r <1, > 0 and w(z,y) = 1 for x > k and y > 0 in expression (3.1). (For
convenience, we use the term joint density throughout when referring to two variables,
even if one of the variables is discrete.) In this case the Gerber-Shiu function is

mys(u) = E[rNmee T [(T), < 00)|U(0) Z / g (u, m, t) dt

where wy(u, n,t) denotes the joint density of T; and Ny, , given initial surplus u, defined
forn=1,2,3,... and t > 0.



5.1 General results

Theorem 5.1 When the initial surplus is k, the joint density of T}, and Ny, is given by
wp(k,1,t) = Xe MEyi(ct) = e ™™ F(ct + k), (5.1)

and forn =1,2,3,...

/\n+l - m( T —At I
wk<k7n+ 17t) = n Z(_l) m € Fm,nJrl(Ct)
m=0

/\n+1 - j—1 J

ct
+ Z e ctl (n —j) | Z < ) /0 yf(nij)*@t —y)Fmi(y) dy,

" (5.2)

where forn=1,2,3,... and m=0,1,2,....,n— 2,
Frm(u) = / Al=L=m () B DS () d, (5.3)
0

A(x) = F(z) and By(z) = F(x + k), and F,_,,(v) = B (u).

Proof 5.1 We start by re-writing formula (3.3) as

mys(k) = A /k N e ") F(u) du f: (% /k T ) (F’(u — k) — F(u))du>n,

C
n=0

and using the binomial expansion we obtain

(k) = f: “2” nl(—nm (”7; 1) ( /0 e () du) e ( /O e (k) du) "

giving

mys(k) = i ) nzf (”_ 1) /0 e () du. (5.4)

To invert formula (5.4) we use formula (44) of Landriault et al. (2011) to obtain

© R S (VS VNI CUES AWV
;r wg(k,n,t) = ; o mzzo(—l) m e M eF,(ct)
00 B 7“)\ - ct . _
+Z AL ‘l) 4 1/ yf7 (et —y)Frn(y) dy)
i=1 o ’
o) )\ n n—1 ]_
= (rA) ( 1)m(n >€AtCan(Ct)
cn m
n=1 m=0
) n—1




ct
« / YT (et — ) Frn e (y) dy.
0

(5.5)
Formulae (5.1) and (5.2) then follow by equating coefficients of powers of r in equation
(5.5). 0

We remark that if we set r = 1 in (5.5) then we obtain an expression for the density of
the time of ruin, wy(k,t).

Theorem 5.2 When u > k,

wi(u, 1,t) = X MF(u+ ct), (5.6)
and forn =1,2,3,... we have
()\t)n u+ct—k B
wi(u,n+1,t) = e_’\t—'/ fu+ct —x—k)A\F(x+ k)dx
n!Jo

t
—l—/ wi(k,n,t — 7)™ <F(u +er—k)— Fu+ CT)>dT

n—

0
1 t m utcr—k
A
+ / e*“—( 7:;)' / f™(u+cr—k—x)

X Z\LEF(x) — F(z + k))dx wi(k,n —m,t —7)dr

n t )\ m
- Z /o e_AT%fm*w +cr — kK)wi(k,n +1—m,t —7)dr,
m=1

(5.7)

with the usual convention that Z?:a =01ifb<a.

Proof 5.2 We start by noting that

00 0 [e's) 00
My5(s) = / e *'my.5(u)du = ZT"/ 68“/ ey (u, n, t)dtdu.
k n=1 k 0

Next, we re-write formula (3.2) as

~ _ 1 o —sk
Mra(s) = 0+ \— r)\f(s) —cs ( ce” " mrs(k)

FrAm, (k) /k e (F(u k) — F<u>)du A /k h es“F(u)du),
(5.8)

and our approach is to invert first with respect to 6, and then with respect to s. Qur
derivation uses ideas in Panjer and Willmot (1992) and is based on the Laplace transform
of S(t); see also Willmot (2015). Our starting point is to define a function A,(u,t) whose
Laplace transform with respect to u is fL(s, t), and its bivariate Laplace transform is given
by

1
S+ A—rAf(s)—cs

A(s,0) = / A (5, 1)t =
0
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Inverting this expression with respect to & gives A, (s,t) = exp{\rt(f(s) — 1)+ \rt — M +
sct}. From the Laplace transform of S(t) in formula (2.1) we deduce that A.(s,t) is the
product of the Laplace transform of S,(t), where S,.(t) is as S(t) except that its Poisson
parameter is A\rt (and its density is denoted by g, ), and the term exp{At(r — 1) + sct}.
Hence we can write formula (5.8) as

mrs(s) = f:lr(s, 5)( — ce”**m, 5(k) + rAm,;(k)C(s) + ’I“)\B(S)), (5.9)
where C(u) = (F(u—k)— F(u)) I{u > k} and B(u) = F(u)I{u > k}. Inverting
equation (5.9) with respect to § yields

Z r / e "wg(u,n, t)du
n=1 k

— _CZ Tne—sk/O wk(k‘7 n, 7') exp{)\T(t — T)(f(s) — 1) -+ /\(t — T)(T - 1) + sc(t — T)}dT

+rC(s) Z r"/o wg(k,n, T)exp{Ar(t = 7)(f(s) = 1) + At —7)(r — 1) + sc(t — 7)}dr
+ArB(s) exp{\rt(f(s) — 1) + At(r — 1) + sct}.

S

Multiplying both sides by e~ gives

oo

gr”e“t/k e “wy(u,n, t)du
= _Ci e /t wy(k,n, 7) exp{\r(t — 7)(f(s) — 1) + At — 7)(r — 1) — scT}dr
n=1 0

+ArC(s) Y 1" /0 wi(k,n,7) exp{\r(t — 7)(f(s) = 1) + A(t — 7)(r — 1) — serYdr

+ArB(s) exp{\rt(f(s) — 1) + Mt(r — 1)}. (5.10)

The left-hand side of equation (5.10) can be written as

o ] oo 00
Z r" / e WDy (u,n, t)du = Z r”/ e Mwg(u — ct,n, t) du,
n=1 k n=1 cttk

and (minus) the first term on the right-hand side as
ci ek /t wi(k,n, 7) exp{r(t — 7)(f(s) = 1) + A(t — 7)(r — 1) — scr}dr
n=1 0
_ ci sk /t welks o) (G (st — 1)+ e‘”(t‘T)) A=) (r—1)—ser g
n=1 0
= ci r" /t wy(k,n, 7) /00 e stk gzt — 1) DD dodr
n=1 0 0

00 t
+c Z r’ / wg(k,n, T) e~ ST k) g=A=T) gr
n=1 0

10
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n=1
o0 ct+k (u—k)/c 0 \r(t — m
= c; " i 63“/ wy(k,n, ) mZ:l e~ M=) Qrt =)™ m!7>) ™ (u — et — k) dr du
Z / “/ wi(k,n, T) Z e =) —( rit—7)) f™(u—ecr —k)drdu
ct+k m!

m=1

3
I

S ct+k
£ [ e s (R e
n=1 k

We can treat the second term of the right-hand side of equation (5.10) similarly to show
that

ArC(s) Z r"/ wi(k,n, 7) exp{\r(t — 7)(f(s) = 1) + At — 7)(r — 1) — scr}dr

i /C /wkknr/UCTkoo _)\tT)me*()

cr—k—1a)— F(u—cr —z))dedrdu

(P
—i—)\rz / / k(k,n, T /u CTie“ n tT;T)) ™ (z) Clu— et — x) da dr du
—I—/\TZT” / e / wy(k,n,7)

X(F(u—CT— k) — F u—CT))I(u—CT>k) A= dr du

—i-/\rz / / w(k,n,7)Cu — cr) e 7dr du.

Finally the third term on the right-hand side of equation (5.10) can be expressed as

00 00 n u—=k
/ e s (z\re_’\tF(u) I(u>Fk)+ Ar Z e_ktw/ Flz+k)f"™(u—x— k)dx) du.

n:
n=1

By equating the coefficients of e=*" for u > ct + k we obtain

Z rw(u — ct,n,t) = Ire MEF(u)

S n u—k
+Ar Z e M (Art) / Flz+k)f™(u—x—k)dz

n!
n=1 0
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—i—Z "H/wkknT tT)(F(u—/{?—CT)—F(u—CT))

o0 m u—cr—k
A Z e~ A=) [)‘T(t,r;| T)] /0 fm*(l‘)
m=1 '

X(F(u—k‘—CT—Jﬁ)—F(U—CT—ZE))dI]dT

o0

oo t _ m
_CZ r" Z / wg(k,n, T)e_)‘(t_T) —[/\r(tm! 7)] ™ (u—cr — k)dr.
n=1 m=

—1 /0

This results in

Z rw(u,n,t) = Are MF(u+ ct)

o0 Y ()\Tt)n utet—k o
+/\7‘Ze ) Flx+k)f™(u+ct—x—k)dx
n=1

—i—Zr”“/ wy(k,n t—T)[Ae’AT<F(u+CT—k)—F(u+c¢)>

- 7— T)\T utcr—k -
m=1

X(F(u—l—m—k:—x)—F(u+c7’—a:))dx}d7’

00 00 t )™
—CZT” Z / wg(k,n,t — T)e’\TOﬂ—T')fm*(u +cr — k)dr.
n=1 m=1"0 me
(5.11)

To obtain wy(u,n,t) we proceed as follows. We rewrite expression (5.11) as

Zr”wk w,n,t) = Ire MF(u+ct)

n=1

§3 gt A0 / T et et — o~ WAF(x 4 R
n' 0
% t
+ ZT”+1 / wi(k,n,t — T)Ae (F(U +er—k) = Fu+ CT)>dT

n+1 - m 7)\7()\7—)
+ZT /wkknt ))\Z_lr e

X/OU+CT kfm*( )( (u—i—CT—k—:v)—F(u—l—m‘—m))dde

—CZ r" Z rm/ e fm*(u + et — k)wg(k,n,t — 7)dr.
(5.12)
Applying the Cauchy product Y 0" an Y o 1 by =D 00 | S0 | Gpi1—mbm to the double

12



summations in (5.12) we have

Z rw(u,n,t) = Are”MF(u+ ct)
n=1

. n+1l _—At (At)n etk n* o o n
—i—Z’r e N — fu+ct—x—k)AF(x+ k)dx
n=1 0

n!

% ¢
+ Z ptt / wy(k,n,t —T)Ae ™ <F(u +er—k)— Flu+ c7’)>d7
n=1 0

00 n t )™
—1—27“"” Z/ wr(k,n+1—m,t — T)G)‘T%
n=1 m=1"0 ’
utcr—k N 3
></ fm*<$)/\<F(u+CT—]€—ZL“)—F(U+CT—JZ>>dIdT
0

—CZ it Z /0 e‘”%f’”*(u + et — k)wg(k,n+1—m,t — 7)dr.
n=1 m=1
(5.13)

Formulae (5.6) and (5.7) then follow by equating coefficients of powers of r in equation
(5.13). O

Formula (5.7) generalises formula (8) of Dickson (2012) for the joint density of the time
of ruin and the number of claims until ruin in the classical risk model — if we set &k = 0
we recover the result for the classical risk model.

Further, as wy(u,t) = >~ wi(u, n,t), we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.3 For u > k, the density of T}, is
B utct—k
wi(u,t) = Xe MF(u+ct) + )\/ Flx+k)glu+ct—x—k,t)dx
t ° B B
—I—/ wg(k,t — 1) [)\G_AT (F(u +er—k)— Flu+ CT)>
0
u+tcr—k 3 3
+/ guter—k—ua, T)A(F(x) Pz k))da;] dr
0

t
—c/ wi(k,t —7)glu+cr — k,7)dr. (5.14)
0

Formula (5.14) generalises formula (5) of Dickson (2007) for the density of the time of
ruin in the classical risk model. Once again, setting k = 0 gives the result for the classical
risk model.

To understand formula (5.14), it is helpful to consider realisations of the surplus
process that are representative of the different terms in the formula. Interpretation of
components of formula (5.14) is similar to that given in Dickson (2007). However, there
is one important difference. Consider

glu+cr—k— x,r)/\(F(x) — F(x + k:))wk.(k:,t — 7).

This term is associated with (i) an aggregate claim amount of u + ¢r — k — x at time
7, resulting in a surplus of x + k at time 7 in a classical risk model, (ii) a claim whose
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amount is between = and x + k at time 7 (so that a capital injection occurs), and (iii)
ruin occurring after a further time period of t — 7 with the possibility of capital injections
in this time period. Note that the term g(u + ¢r — k — x, 7) refers to aggregate claims in
a classical risk model, not the risk model with capital injections, and this term includes
the possibility that a realisation of a classical risk model which is at level x + k at time
7 has fallen below k prior to time 7. Figures 5.1 and 5.2 show realisations of the surplus
process representing the first two terms in formula (5.14) where the surplus immediately
prior to ruin is above k. Figures 5.3 and 5.4 show realisations of the surplus process
representing the second integral term, with a capital injection occurring at time 7. In
these realisations, the surplus prior to time 7 is always above k, and we distinguish
between there being further capital injections after time 7 (Figure 5.3) and no further
capital injections (Figure 5.4). Figures 5.5 and 5.6 are as Figures 5.3 and 5.4 except that
the surplus falls below k prior to time 7. Figures 5.7 and 5.8 show realisations of the
surplus process representing the final term in formula (5.14). In these, 7 is the last time
at which the (classical) surplus process upcrosses through &, and we have distinguished
between the cases where there are capital injections after time 7 (Figure 5.7) and there
are no capital injections after time 7 (Figure 5.8). Only Figures 5.1, 5.3 and 5.4 show
realisations of the surplus process with capital injections that result in ruin at time t.
As in Prabhu’s (1961) formula, the final term in formula (5.14) is a compensation term.
Realisations like those in Figure 5.2 are compensated for by realisations such as that in
Figure 5.8. Similarly, realisations such as those in Figures 5.5 and 5.6 are compensated
for by realisations such as that in Figure 5.7. To see this, note that there is a last time
(before time 7) at which the surplus process upcrosses through & in Figures 5.5 and 5.6.

Figure 5.1: Classical surplus process Figure 5.2: Classical surplus process
always above k prior to ¢ below k prior to t
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Figure 5.3: Classical surplus process Figure 5.4: Classical surplus process
above k prior to capital injection at above k prior to capital injection at
7; capital injected after 7 T; no capital injected after 7

Figure 5.5: Classical surplus process Figure 5.6: Classical surplus process
below & prior to capital injection at below k prior to capital injection at
7; capital injected after 7 T; no capital injected after 7

Figure 5.7: Classical surplus process Figure 5.8: Classical surplus process
upcrosses k at 7; ruin at t with cap- upcrosses k at 7; ruin at ¢ without
ital injections between 7 and . capital injections between 7 and ¢

From these figures it is not difficult to see that there exists a version of Prabhu’s
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formula for the risk model with capital injections. Defining ¢ (u,t) = Pr(Ty > t|U(0) =
u) to be the finite time survival probability we have

or(u,t) = g(u—i—ct—k,t)—l—)\/ gok(k,t—T)[’\T(F’(u—i—m'—k)—p(u—i-m'))
u+tcr—k _0 3
+/0 g, 7) (Flu+er —z—k)— Flu+cr — z)) da|dr

t
—c/ or(k, t = 1)g(u+ et — k, 1) dr,
0

which reduces to Prabhu’s formula when k£ = 0. We remark that this formula can be
obtained by establishing a partial integro-differential equation for ¢y (u, t).

Given the nature of the surplus process with capital injections, where the full amount
of claims may not be paid by the insurer, it is rather remarkable that formulae for wy,(u, t)
and g (u,t) exist in terms of G and g.

5.2 Exponentially distributed claims

We now consider the case when F(z) = e~*%, where x > 0 with o > 0, and obtain three
main results. We first find an expression for the joint density of T and Ny, when the
initial surplus is k. We next show that formula (5.14) leads to a more concise expression
for wg(u,t) for v > k than that obtained by Nie et al. (2015), then we show that the
formulae are equivalent. The derivation of this equivalence is of interest not just for the
risk model with capital injections, but also for the classical risk model as in the case k = 0
Nie et al.’s (2015) formula for wy(u,t) reduces to the expression for w(u,t) that can be
found in Drekic and Willmot (2003), whilst our new expression reduces to the formula
for w(u,t) first given in Dickson et al. (2005). Our approach is to adapt procedures in
Dickson (2007).

Result 5.1 When the initial surplus is k, form =1,2,3,...,

o n (ac)n—j t?n—j
wk(k, n+ 1’ t) _ )\n—i-le ak—(Aac)t :
; (n—7)!

Jj+1
(n+ 1)V

(1— e‘ak)j

and wy(k,1,t) = e~ ok~ Fac)t,

Derivation 5.1 We apply formula (5.2). For this we require F,,,(x), which can be
obtained from (5.3) with A(z) = e~ and By(z) = e~ @+ Using Laplace transforms
we find that

—ak(m+1)€—au n—1

_ e U
Fon =
Then formula (5.2) yields
?Uk(k,n + 1’ t) — )\n+1 —ak—(A+ac)t ( —ak
n—i—1 on—i " ct yj+1 (Ct _ y)n*j*1
—e @ dy ).
+Zcﬁl(n—w( ‘ >/o )

J=
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As
G+DHn—j 1)

ct
/ yj-i-l (Ct o y)n—j—l dy _ (Ct)n—s—l
0

(n+1)! ’
we obtain
n n—j th—j ] j 4 1
k 1.4) = \nt! —ak—(Aac)t (CKC) 1 — —ak\j .
Wkl 1,1) ‘ ; (n—j)! 1=e™) (n+1)!
The formula for wy(k,1,t) follows immediately from formula (5.6). O

Further, we can find wg(k,t) by summing wy(k,n,t), and if we do this we obtain

L (A1 — e Ry

wk(k’,t) _ )\efak )\+actz

n=1

0F1 (n+ 1; Aact?) (5.15)

n—l

where oFy(b; x) = Y2, (T'(b) ™) /(T'(b + n) n!) is a hypergeometric function. We remark
that formula (5.15) was obtained by Nie et al. (2015) using a different approach.

Result 5.2 When u > k,

0 _ 7ozk n/\ntn/2

_ —au— (Aac)t
wi(u,t) = nz:% 04)\ u+ct — k)2
X (]n<\/4oz)\t(u +ct — k;)) — #ﬁ—kh*? <\/4oz)\t(u +ct — k;)))

(5.16)
where
i (t/2)2+
— nl(n+v)

is the modified Bessel function of order v.

Derivation 5.2 The first two terms of equation (5.14) can be written as

u+ct—k
e MF(u+ ct) +)\/ F(u+ct —x)g(x,t)de
0

= Demou-(adt <\/4a)\t(u Yot — k)).

Next we consider the third term of equation (5.14). Inserting for F the first term in the
bracket gives us

e (F(u +er—k)— F(u+ c7‘)> = Xe V(1 — e~ ok)emaluter—h),
and the second term in the bracket becomes

/OHCTkg(:C,T))\(F(u +er—x—k)— Flu+cr— x))da:
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— Z _)\T )\7' U +cT — k)]n e_a(u+CT_k)<l o e—ak)'

n!

Further wy.(k,t — 7) comes from formula (5.15). Hence, switching T and t — T, we can
write the third term in (5.14) as

/Ot wi(k,t —7) [)\e_’\T <F(u +er— k) — Fu+ CT)>
., /Ou—i—cT—kﬂ(x’ T>)\<F’(u ter—x—k)— Flu+cr — :E))dx] dr

t Ar Nt — 7)) . are—a(u—i-c(t—’r)—k) .
= )\/0 Ze Alt )—( (r! ) (1 —e k) (u+c(t—7)—k)
r=0

rl

X Z(l _ e—ak>n—16—ak)\n7_n—1 T(Aac) Z CYC)\T

— m!(n +m)
oo t
= e v (Atackt Z(l — e k), / N (T)ne(t — 7)dr,
n=1 0
where
= (et 1
t)=t"" = I, <\/4 )\t2>
m(t) mz_o m!(n+m)l  (ach)™/? e
and

nln! c

Z [oAt(u +ct = k)" IO((404)\C)1/2 2 4 2 kt).

n=0

We need two auziliarly results, the first of which was used in Dickson (2007). First, from

Erdélyi (1954, page 201) we have that if
tV/Q

o) = Gy gt

(1)

then

A 1 A
¢(s)—m(s+\/m)yexp{2( Vv A)}. (5.17)

Second, from Gradshteyn and Ryzhnik (2007, page 1117), we have that if
p(t) =171, (At),
then
A v
o(s) = ~ (3 +Vs?— A2)

Applying these results with A = v4aie and = (u—k)/c, we find

. . 1 —k 2n -n
M1(s)7a(s) = N exp {UZC (s —Vs?— 40[)‘0)}? (5 +Vs?— 4a/\c) )
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and using formula (5.17) this can be inverted to

(Oé)\C)_n/Q tn/Q
no(t+ k)

/Ot m(T)na(t — 7)dr = I (\/40)\t u+ ct — k))

The last term in equation (5.14) can be evaluated as
t
—c/ wi(k, t —1)g(u+ et — k, 7)dr

N t _ T))T are—a(u+c(t—T)—k) .
- e [yt et )~k

i > A72)
% 1— —ak\n—1 7ak)\n n—1_—71(Atac) OéC
;( e )" e nt" e n;) ml(n + m)
o] t
= —ceou(Wrao)t Z(l — e~ R)n=l iy / m(T)ns(t — 1) dr,
n=1 0
where n3 1s given by
at
) = I< 4a)\tu+ct—k>
7a(t) Vart(u +ct — k) (v ( )

)\t
_ Ve / c 11 (\/m,/ )
and by (5.17) the Laplace transform of ns is found as

Vad/eviade 1 {u—k
Vs?2 —4dade s+ +/s? 404)\6

Therefore 11(s)n3(s) inverts to

¢ al t (n+1)/2
t—T1)dr = 1, daXt(u+ct — k) ).
/O 7]1<T>773( T) T n(\/oz_)\c)"“ (t—l— u_;k) +1 <\/ « (u c ))

As a result we can use simple algebra to write equation (5.14) as

M3(s) =

@-M)}.

(e 9]

1 — efak)nAntn/Z
) = \ —au—(Atac)t (
w1, 1) ¢ ;0 (aX(u + ct — k))n/?

X <In(\/4oc)\t(u +ct — k;)) — C—t_kln+2 (\/4a)\t(u +ct — k))) :

u—+ct

|

Setting k& = 0 in formula (5.16) yields formula (3.9) in Dickson et al. (2005) for the density
of the time of ruin in the classical risk model.

Formula (5.16) is a simpler expression than that given for wy(u,t) by Nie et al. (2015)
as it is based on infinite sums of Bessel functions, whereas the formula given by Nie et al.
(2015) involves double infinite summation of Bessel functions. We now show how formula
(5.16) can be manipulated to obtain the expression given in Nie et al. (2015).
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Result 5.3 We can express formula (5.16) as

o o —1

wk(u, t) _ —au—(/\—i-ac )t Z —ak n Z U _ )\t)n+]t_
n=0 j=1
1
X ——— o1 (n 4§+ 1;a)ct?).
T(n+ ) oF ( J )

Derivation 5.3 FEzpanding the modified Bessel functions in formula (5.16) yields

_ = N = [art(u + ct — k:)]
t — au—(A+ac)t ak )\t n Oé
_ _ = [t (u + ct — k)™
_ —ou—(Aac)t 1 — ak /\t n+2 a
c ;%( 0‘;:0 ml(m+n+2)! 7
and using a binomial expansion gives
wg(u, t)
o —au— (Aac)t - n - &At
- S0 S e S () e
n=0 =0
—(AFac)t 701]6 )\t n+2 o t
S S e S () wyer
Interchanging the order of the inner summations we find
wi(u, t)
= At)™ m .
— e U~ (Aac)t 7ak n)\ntn Oé < )(u o k)] (Ct)mfj
; ]ZOmZ_] mi(n+m)\J
= At)™ m .
L —au—(Atac)t 1 — —ak /\t n+2 CY — kY (ct)™ I
and changing the variables of summation we obtain
wi(u, t)
= )™ (y — k)jfl(ct)m
— e U~ (Aac)t 7ak n)\ntn a
3 (IR 9 o o e Ut

n=0 7j=1 m=0
oo

0 0 m—l—g 1 j—1 m
_Ce—au—()\-‘rocc)t Z( _ —ak /\t n+2 Z Z CM(CM)\t U k) (Ct)

m!(j— DI (n+m+j+1)!

n=0 =1 m=0
_ —au—(A—i—ac t Z 1 . e—ak: n Z u ) ()\t)n+]t_
n=0 7j=1
" i (aXct?)™ i (oz)\ctz)m*l
mzom!(m—l—n—i-j—l)! mzom!(m+n+j+1)!
0 00 i1
_ —au—(Atac)t 1— —ak\n [a(u - k)]j M n+jt—1
e ;( e ) ; =G ™



xm{lw_l(%\/ﬁc) - n+j+1(2t\/@>}.

Application of the identity I,,_1(t)—I,+1(t) = 2v1,(t)/t (see, e.g., Abramowitz and Stegun
(1972, formula 9.6.26)) yields the formula for wy(u,t) in Nie et al. (2015), namely

wi(u,t) = e o Oreok i(l — e k)n i M(At)”+jt_1

n=0 J=1 F<‘7)
n+j
(arey i et <2t alc (5.18)

3
<

1
X——— oFi(n+ 7+ 1;alct?
T(n + ) oF1( J )

where we have used the identity

I,(2) = _ (g)y oFy (v +1; 2%/4).

O

Setting k& = 0 in formula (5.18) gives formula (2.7) of Drekic and Willmot (2003). Thus,
our technique also establishes the identity of their formula with the comparatively simpler
formula for w(u,t) given in Dickson et al. (2005).

5.3 Discussion

Unfortunately it appears to be difficult to obtain relatively simple expressions for wy(u, t)
for other individual claim amount distributions. However, by using numerical integra-
tion it should be possible to obtain values for wy(u, ) using formula (5.14). For example,
Willmot (2015) gives an expression for g(x,t) when the individual claim amount distribu-
tion is an infinite mixture of Erlangs. Alternatively, we might approximate g(z,t) using
Panjer’s (1981) recursion formula, or we could use approximation techniques discussed
by Seal (1978) who considers finite time non-ruin probabilities in the classical risk model.

Applying techniques in Albrecher and Boxma (2005) we can obtain moments of T}
and Ny, as well as quantities like Cov(7T}, Ny, ). Details are relatively straightforward
and so we have omitted them. We conducted a number of experiments in calculating the
correlation coefficient between T}, and N7, when the individual claim amount distribution
is exponential. We observed that for a range of values of v and k£ and different premium
loading factors the correlation coefficient was (unsurprisingly) very close to 1 in all our
scenarios.

6 An alternative approach

We now consider an alternative representation of the Gerber-Shiu function. Let wy(u, z,y,n,t)
denote the joint density of the surplus prior to ruin (z), the deficit at ruin (y), the
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number of claims until ruin (n), and the time of ruin (), with corresponding notation
w(u, x,y,n,t) for the classical risk model. Further let

w(u,y,n,t):/ w(u, x,y,n,t)dr.
0
Then

mps(u) = Elr"ee Mo (U(T)), [U(T) (T < 00)U(0) = u]
r”/o /k / (,y) wi(u,x,y,n,t)dy dx dt (6.1)

7“"/ e { —k,x,y,n, t)ym,s(k)dydx
0

WE

1

3
I

Mg

1
/ / ky—k)w(u—k,z,y,n,t)dy dx}dt. (6.2)

From this expression we now derive an expression for the probability function of the
number of claims until ruin when claims are exponentially distributed, and we show how
this expression leads to an expression for the ultimate ruin probability 15 (u). Our results
both generalise and simplify some existing results for the classical risk model.

If weset 0 > 0,0 <r <1andw(z,y) =1 for all z and y in equations (6.1) and (6.2),
they respectively become

mys(u) = 2:: / //wkuxy,nt)dydxdt
_y n/oo wy(u,n, ) dt = Zr w5 (1, ) (6.3)

n=1

3
Il

+

n=1

where wy,s(u, n) = [;° e wy(u, n,t) dt (with ws(u, n) similarly defined), and

mys(u) = ir“/m / / (u— k,z,y,n, t)m,s(k) dy dz dt

n=1

+ZT"/ e_‘st/ / w(u — k,z,y,n,t)dydxdt.
0 o Jk

Defining ws(u,y,n) = [ e " w(u,y,n,t)dt and p.s(u,y) = > o, 7" ws(u, y,n) we get

k 9]
eal) = s8] [ sl — k) dy+ [ sl ) (6.4)
0 k
In particular, when u = k& we have
Je #r600,y) dy
- f()k Mr,d(ov y) dy

For the remainder of this section we consider the case F(r) = ¢=*® for z > 0 with
a >0, and let pg(u,n) = Pr(Npy, =n|U(0) = u) forn = 1,2,3,... denote the probability
function of the number of claims until ruin.

mn(;(k) =

(6.5)
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Result 6.1 When the initial surplus is k, forn=1,2,3,...

pll = e Z o <A iz@) o (A +A ac)n s le(L(Q—Hj_—jJ! 2
(6.6)

Derivation 6.1 [t is easy to show from results for the classical risk model in Dickson
(2012) that w(u, y,n t) = w(u,n,t) e, which gives p,s(u,y) = p.5(u) ae™*¥ where

fr s (u fo prs(u,y) dy. Hence formula (6.5) can be written as
Hor, 5(0) = —akyi it1
s(k) = § , , :

=

where fori=0,1,2,...

117.5(0)H = Z / =3t (i 1) (0,n,t)dt,

n=i+1
and fori=1,2,3,...
n—1 t
W0, 1) = Z/ w*(0, 5, 8) w(0,n — §,t — s)ds.
=170

Inverting formula (6.7) with respect to § yields

Zr” wy(k,n,t) = Ze’ak(l e k) Z w0, 0, t). (6.8)
n=1 =0

n=1+1

Applying the techniques in Nie et al. (2015) we can show that

o [e.e] 2\n
PP w0, n,t) = (rA) e Aoty (4 (racit’) 6.9
Z Y |
n

= = nl (n+i+1)!

and inserting this in equation (6.8) we obtain

. At?)i
Z r" wy(k,n, t) Z(r)\)" e~ (1 — emakyn—l gm(Wtacjtyn—i,, Z M

| !
ot pr J1(G+n)!

Integration over t yields the probability generating function of Nr, given u = k, denoted
by ﬁk’,r(k); as

o0

Prar(k) = ek Z(H\)” (1 —e k) nz T ['(2j +n) (arc)’

(n+147) A+ ac)@+n’

n=1

and applying the identity >~ , Z;io bnj =D 0 12] o ti+1,n—j—1 we obtain

3 . —akyj (G+DT2n—35-1) (ac) !
Pir (k) = Zr)\ ; B Y (n—j—DIT(n+1) (A ac)?i-1’

from which the result follows. O
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Setting £ = 0 in formula (6.6) yields the probability function of the number of claims
until ruin from initial surplus 0 in the classical risk model; see, for example, Landriault
et al. (2011).

Result 6.2 When u >k, form=1,2,3,...

pe(u,n) = e ni i(l — emaky (a(g - fg,)_] <>\ j—cac)n_i_l (A —?ac)n

i=0 j=0
(i+1)(2n—i—2)!

6.10
nl(n—1i—1)! (6.10)

Derivation 6.2 Formula (6.4) can be written as

mhfs(u) = mhfs(k) MT,(S(U - k) (1 - e—ak) + NT,(S(U - k) ek
= e (1 — e %Y 1, 5(0) pps(u — k). (6.11)
i=0

To apply this expression we need an expression for w.s(u) in terms of w,s(0), and to
obtain this we extend the approach in Dickson and Li (2010). We first note that

w(u,1,t) = / w(0,y,1,t)dy = w(0,1,t) e (6.12)

and forn =2,3,4,...,

n—1

t u 00
Wl t) = Z// w(O,y,j,T)w(u—y,n—j,t—f)dyd7+/ w(0,y,m,1) dy

J=1

n—1 t u o0
= Z/ / w(0,7,7)ae” Y w(u —y,n—j,t —7)dydr + / w(0,n,t) ae”* dy.
(6.13)
Define
ﬂr,é(s) = / e " Nr,&(u) du = Z r" / / e—su—(St U)(U, n, t) dt du = Z r" UN)(;(S, n)
0 n=1 o Jo n=1
Taking the bivariate Laplace transform of formula (6.12) gives
1
0s(s,1) = ws(0, 1
’UJ(5<S,) w5(a)&+8
and the Laplace transform of formula (6.13) with respect to t is
n—1 u
ws(u,n) = Z ws (0, 7) / ae” Y ws(u—y,n —j)dy +ws(0,n) e *". (6.14)
=1 0
Now take the Laplace transform of formula (6.14) with respect to u, which results in
n—1 a 1
D = 0,7)w —j) — 0 . 6.15
w(;(S,N) ]le5( ,j)w(g(s,n j)a+s+w6( 7n)0z—i—3 ( )
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Multiplying formula (6.15) by r™ and summing over n, we have

o] n—1
1
Zr Ws(s,n) :Zr” ws (0, j)ws(s,n — j) —1—27“ ws(0,n) . (6.16)
=2 =1 a+s a+s
Adding ros(s, 1) to both sides of (6.16) gives
[e'¢) 00 n—1 00

Zr"ﬁ)g(s,n) = Zr” " ws(0,n)

n—1 n=2  j=1
which can be written as

o 1
~7‘ - T 0 Nr 0
fira(s) = a0 5<s>a+s o0)
MT(F(O a+s "
T T s(0) Z“” (a s) '
Inverting fi,s(s) with respect to s yields
n le—au
frs(u ZMM Tl)’
and applying this in equation (6.11) we get
au —a i = i+n [Oé('LL — k)]n—l
mr5 Ze - ) ZMT,5(O)+ (n_1)| ’
n=1 ’

which by (6.9) inverts with respect to § to

3 3y = (rach?Y  [a(u— k)
—ou(] _ —ak\i A i+n —(>\+ac)ttz+n 1 (T'CKC .
ZZ:;G ( e );(7) (i+n Z]']+n+z) (n—1)!

J=

Integrating with respect to t we find the probability generating function of Nr, as

704u . fak i - z+n+1 - (TO[C)\)j (Z +n+ 1) [a(u - k)]n
Drer(u Ze ; ;]j!(j+n+z'+1)! nl
(25 +i+n)!
()\ + ac)2j+i+n+1 :
We can then apply the identity
D20 tini =) 2 D tinmiion
i=0 n=0 j=0 i=0 n=0 j=0

(see, for example, Graham et al. (1994, p.855)) giving

Drr(u) = Z i+1 —auzz ey (u—k?)‘”j (}\icac)i—n ()\—:\acyﬂ

i=0 n=0 ;=0 (n—3)!
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(n +1)(2i — n)!
ED SR

X

It follows that pr(u,1) = Xe ** /(A + «ac), and forn =2,3,4,...,

pe(un) = MZZ ety <(Z_j;')l : (Aicac)n_i_l (Aﬁacy

=0 7=0
(t+1)(2n—i—2)!
nl(n—i—1)! (6.17)
which also holds for n = 1. O

We remark that setting u = k in formula (6.17) yields formula (6.6). Further, setting
k = 0 in formula (6.17) gives p(u,n), the probability function of the number of claims
until ruin in the classical model, as

n—1 ; n—i—1 n . .
L eu (au) ac A (i+1)(2n —1i—2)!
plu,n) =e ; il A+ ac A+ ac nl(n—i—1)! °

We remark that this formula is new, and can also be obtained by manipulation of formula
(23) of Landriault et al. (2011). We end by obtaining an expression for 1 (u) by summing
formula (6.17).

Result 6.3 For u > k, the ultimate ruin probability is

A ef(af)\/c)(ufk)efak

) e T e = e

Derivation 6.3 We have

belw) = 3 pelusn)

i=0 n=i+1 j=0

1+1 2n—1—1
2n—z—1
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- eaui (1 — e—oky (a(u — k;)!)i—j ( A )z'+1

= (1—17) A+ac
/2t 4+i4+1\ i+1 e '
XZ( i >2t+i+1<()\+ac)2)
(1 eemplalu =R (A T [ Aac T
i=0 j=0 ) (2= Jj)! A+ ac (A +ac)?

where By 1s the generalised binomial series given by

B2<Z>_§;(%+1) d 1oVt E

EoJok+1 22

with the property that

b= 2k 4\ T2k
=0

See Graham et al. (1994). It is easily seen that

B Aac _ Atac
"\ +a0)?) ac

giving

i=0 j=0 (Z_j)
I N G A
SR DE R B vy (=)
- AN S (Mu— k) o)™
— a_ce—auz_;(l e—ak)] (@) z:o( ( m')/)
N (@M O(u—k) p—ak
= acl = (N (@) (I —e ) (6.18)
O

From formula (4.6) and results in Gerber et al. (1987) we can easily verify that (6.18)
does indeed equal ¥ (u).

7 Concluding remarks

Our Gerber-Shiu analysis is not as helpful in dealing with infinite time ruin problems as
it is with dealing with finite time ruin problems. For the latter it has led us to the rather
surprising conclusion that both the density of the time of ruin and the finite time survival
(or ruin) probability for our risk model with capital injections can be expressed in terms
of the aggregate claims distribution for the classical risk model.

Our analysis in the case of exponentially distributed individual claims has extended
existing results for the classical risk model, and has shown the connection between two
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known formulae for the density of the time of ruin in the classical risk model. Our
analysis in Section 6 can be extended to other problems, but it is difficult to obtain neat
explicit solutions when we consider individual claim amount distributions other than the
exponential distribution.
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