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faFR PR 12 51T B Gerber-Shiu B & g4I

N N
(B 2010 F4H20H s ET 7 H8s H IR 8 H4 H)

= =

TR EALDOWEPE ) 2 21T 3501, WhbOB3 77 F 27 ) — BB 3R EELR
HEO—D2TH Y, ZOMMHENITEE EOBEBBELHETHS. TS50 27 &85 RKR
BEEO— ¥ e UTERBR A » 5. EFOEMBERIC W T, BB R RSk &
D RIES3 AR 12 B9 % B 215 | S1HIBE 8 (Gerber-Shiu BI%) L \vybh 5 ) 2 7 BABAEH 48
T3, KiXTIE, 5174 MIBIC K> TEREEN S LY X 7#FE & 2 D Gerber-Shiu
Bz DOWTHINT L, ZOMEHIHEINZRE L Ciand 5.

F—7—F : fERPEEE, Gerber-Shiu B#, —Mxfb) 2 7wfe, 1EHIME Laplace W%
i, RRERHEE.

1. FU®IC

1.1 HHNERIER

TRIRECE, FRCHEFRREF ST, R — b7 4 ) 4 OBk pERE % Pk 5 B 3 fafnel
#i (risk theory) & EbHH, FITKCKD T 27 F 27 ) — R EE 2 hOICEA O REE BT T X
Tz ZOBCFI B HREERYNCEN2DIZ AT 2 =T VDT 2 F 27 ) —Tdh - 72 Lundberg,
F.®, MK 2T 2 =T VOBFRHFEETT 2 F 27 ) — T8 H -7 Cramér, H. TH D, %
513, 24t ETOI L — 4 (REREEER) ORBEHEZ @A AR T vV Vil O, # W TERE
L, RattoRio4— 77 2 (#fid) R, LA FTO XS ICET ML 72,

Ny
(1.1) Ri=u+pt—Cy Ci=Y _Us.

i=1
ZZUZ, w3y — 77 X, g I3RBERIEREEEZTEOER, N I3EE N 2RDOR 7V VifE
TV —LDHEIZRIB L, U (354 Fy 12965 1ID IEEERER T FHO V7 L — L2505 &K
. 22U, {U) & NBMTLET B, MR R= (R0 &, fERFGTIZU X 7Bf2L
WL (1.1) DY A 2R, DIBROEMBGGREICE T 2 REEARNEETLTH D, HHlK
) 22 ET I ED Cramér-Lundberg ET L EFbHN 5.
fEFRPER I B0 5 M REEO —21F, R tEOmEERS]:

(1.2) 7(u):=inf{t>0|R: <0}

LRBRAZE A SR TAERIFZER) © T560-8531 KBUF & it 3fILNT 1-3
2 Bl iR GRS (JST), CREST : T102-0075 HETHET-GHIX =0T
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B 2 0 ORHETH O, B A IXHEPERERR
(1.3) w(u)::P{T(u)<oo}:P{21;(f)Rt <0}

DOFHiTH 5. KEOBEANZ XAUL, R 1 TOREE NS5 720121, % 0>01ZxLT
B=(1+6)E[C1] &“9'7% 5 Th s ENES D, THUIHEEESEY (net profit condition)

EEbN, BREGRIEOTRSERNEFETHS. 0 1FREMINE (safety loading) & 5D
ns. ¢ @Ffﬁiﬁﬁf%’i’ﬁé EXMRICIINEETH D, U 2 fE PR T, Y & ERIS
FOTNT, DIPO XS SRERPEEN L L DL LTHIGN TN S:

REeBEAHTER (defective renewal equation, DRE) :
(14) vl =Hw)+ [ vtu=s)g(a)da

72720, H(u)=A3""[7(1— Fy(z))dz; g(x):=A3"" (1 — Fu(z)).
Pollaczek-Khinchin AN: FT5 2 288 H,g I LT,

(1.5) Y(u) = (H * Zg*”) (u).
n=0

727U, Ry :=[0,00) LB f,h 2R LT,

f*h(z /f:c—

EL, W9=6 (T4 7 v 27B8); " =hx (h*™Y) LE® 5. “Pollaczek-Khinchin” D%
“BBITHIEERR” 26 OHKT, fERRAEG TIE Beekman AR & &I 5 (Beekman, 1969) .
Laplace Z#/AK I L&D s> 0126 L T,

(1.6) Lip(s) = % T Bs— Aff—AZLFU (s))

7272, BBFIZHLT, UTOREEHWTWS:
LF(s) ::/ooefsxF(m)d:c; [,F(s)::/ooefst(dm).
0 0
Lundberg 7&K © & 2 € v>0 BFEL T,

(1.7) Yu)<e M.

AERDE A% Lundberg [RAE VLS. W OHDY 22 EFILTIE PO WTHETH 5 ;

il 21, Willmot and Lin (2001), Rolski et al. (1999) ® 5, 6 Fi/x & & 514,
Cramér-Lundberg Tl : v —oo D& E, (1.7) DER ~ TR L T,

_ _B—2m(0)

CAam(=y) =8’

72720, m(s)=—(Lr,) (s) TH B (IMAEET).

FRE(L7), (1.8) 195 7201213, Fu ST 25 10T — A Y PERIFPBETH S HIAE, +

BREK s>0I1Z LT, EFU( s)<oo &bt4r. ZOXIBIBME— XV FaflzmnkD

ZEHROENIIAMIT BRI L T, 1413 Embrechts et al. (2003) 2 M X A7z,
ERL v > 0 1XFHEIRE (adjustment coefficient) & Wy H, Lundberg B AFEA:

(1.9) I(s):=logEle *F17")] =0

(1.8) P(u) ~Ce™ 7,



fEbRPEERIZ %617 % Gerber-Shiu BA% & Hiat eI 107

DIEDIFTH 5. BKI(s) 1%, Ri —u D Laplace ZHUI KT % 55 (Laplace 580 DI IZ % -
THEY, FBREIT—RICRFEAZLITEBELTE IS, B, HHNY 227 EFL(1.1) D
LA, U(s)=—Bs— A1~ Lp,(—s) THO, +05E— A2 FEFEMEESZNED T,
10)=0;1'(0) < 0;1"(s) > 0;(s) w00 &V v>0 DIFIEL —BHSRE,ND. Th b DHRERIC
DNWTIEHRRIZZ L DREN H 55, Grandell (1991), Rolski et al. (1999), Asmussen (2000),
Mikosch (2004) s ERRBWEFIETH A 5.

AE 1. EE>0EHNT1.9) 2L LT AR
(1.10) Us):=1(~s)=36

13—t Lundberg FTEX & Fbh, BREGHICEVWTREMICEE L A%, ZOHERIT
— I B 2 DO (ADR L IEAR) 2 HD Z LML » S 531255, s=0DL &
DEFED —y TH DI LIFERELTE IS, —J, A 0> 013 Lundberg 155 (Lundberg
exponent) & 5 b, Hhilid 5 Gerber-Shiu B D MEATIZ I\ TARBE N 2 58] & R7=3. FFic,
§=0%5p=0Tdh5.

1.2 Gerber-Shiu E#

TRRERER & Lk U 72D — DD “FHIE” (severity) TH D, BEFMNTIX, 7(u): EFE
%] (the time of ruin) & |Rr(ul 1% PE SR % (the deficit at ruin) DRI SHIZE T 5 |R- ()]
DA (BEY) 2 2) TH 5. ZoBEEE, HKY 227 EFILOXRT Gerber et al. (1987)
512k 5> CEA IR, & 512 Dufresne and Gerber (1988), Dickson (1992) 512k D Ry %
BEME[{H — 7 F Z (the surplus prior to ruin) & 7(u) & ORIFGMIZL BEHEY 228 Gl
7 OFEEE LTI & iz, 2Dk, H. U. Gerber & E. S. W. Shiu {2 & % —# D HE i
Gerber and Shiu (1997a, 1997b, 1998) {28V T, (7(w), Ry(u)— | Rr(uy|) DRIKE A4 5
W) 20 EBPRLEBEEE LT T (111) Ok 5 &Y 27 BMRER I . ZOBEUL,
FAE, fERMRBIERD P T REATEHZHED TED, 145 DARINIIH & AT Gerber-Shiu B
EBIEEIN TS,

EFE 1 VAZBEER=(R)o (S LT, UTTEXS Y 2B ¢ #BiFFEI5 | Z1RIRIE
(expected discounted penalty function) &Y :
(1.11) d(u) :=E[e " w(Rr 0y, |Rr(w)|) L {(u) <00} | Ro =] .
22, 7(u) 13(1.2) THA SN BHEERL], 6 >0 3, 14 3HA AT 2 ERBIKL,
w(z,y) 1& wo :=w(0,0) >0 W7z 9 RE _LOBFHREKTH 5.

BB w(z,y) 1d, BEPEELRTOY — 7 7 A R, () RWPERFOIEE R, ()| 1ISXHS 215560 “Hi
HP” e, 2hn “B e "Wtk T, WEERG] (t=71(u) » 6BHE (t=0) ~NE
B THDF AN TWBEREEDE720, TOLSIIFETA TS, w OFREORE IH
a R IEHISRAF O HALD 7= D & DT, £ < D& L TIRE SN TS BKREAMTII AN, 0
BAKUE, V2 7EfE R ARHC (1) ICHERT, D) A7 @RICH L TEfR SN 5. R,
w=1, §=0&T5&, ¢(u)=1(u): BFEMER(1.3) x5, DI, ofilzn d20»%irks.

Bl 1. §=0,w(2,y) =L{z<ug,y<uo} ET D&,
(b(u) :P{RT(U)f S Zo, |R7(u)| S y077-(u) < OO}

1, B {r(w) < o0} BB B (R, | R ) ORTERIE % 52 5.
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Bl 2. LORRGMHBEE p, 2RO L E, w(z,y) =120 (@y) & TIUL, ¢(u)=pu(zo,y0)
WEE py DERBLE 52 5.

Bl 3. 6>0%BFERAL, wla,y) #RERED “GHE" (R, |Rew)) = (z,y) 2B T
THIbN S FHRREEEE Z 2 1S, ¢(u) 1 ZD72HD IR Rav 5.

5l 4. w(z,y)=6""1—e") B, 72720, 0>0FHRE 1, (1.10) TiBX7z Lundberg &
BThd. ZOLE, ¢(u)ld, 7(u) 25 T(u):=inf{t >7(u)| R > 0} £ TOMNZHAIIFEYS 72D
1 3% Hhb B GHGEEAN) IESIRRIRM & 7 5 Z & RIS LT B (Gerber and Shiu, 1997b) .

PLED XS ZARBIZBE BIEHDIENIZE, RO XS KA T 3 VR EHIADIGH 5 D,
Gerber-Shiu BRI I EF TCENTHIZHEEORBEZZR T CE -IRRBEZE LR 7 71 F v 2
L ORI ‘BT AL ASEBELERKEAFOTHAD.

5l 5. Xp=eft LHBHI X AFA LS. ZOLE, NAF T max{K — X;,0} TEIh
B7AVHY Ty b X TFvavaEELSL. 2L, KIINENTHEMIKE TS5, 5, r(v):=
inf{t > 0|X; < e*}(a < min{u,log K}) THEMTHET 28IEEZ AL 20X TV 3 Vllifgid
w(z,y) =max(K —e*Y,0) & L7z D ¢(u—a) TEILEN S (Gerber and Shiu, 1998).

Gerber-Shiu BIBULEFEDOERIEGRIZH T 2 ERAGEEDO—DOTH D, HE Tl Gerber-
Shiu BB B3 2 GEEIZRHE L 72 [EIFE 25% “International Gerber-Shiu Workshop” 235224172
D, &Rl - RRBELO 5 TR D 5 [EIBRRE “Insurance: Mathematics and Economics” T,
Gerber-Shiu BIBUZ B4 2 545 (Vol. 46, Issue 1, 1-270, Feb. 2010) AR E 572 &, KA
M T5. KigXDOHMIE, Z0 Gerber-Shiu BIEUZBI T 2 S OFERICOWTHEEI L,
Z OMETIHEINC DWW THRTH I L Th 3.

2. —#RAEV X 78I EICH T B Gerber-Shiu %

Lundberg X Cramér 512K 2 HHM ) 2 2 BEROH%, (1.1)I2H61F 5 7 L — L85 ¢ DOEsr
kA BIEREREE LIRS R, 2575y vEFZEICKA2EBEINMME NS5 E, Y
27 BRER SN R SHPEDORENER SN TE . RATIEC %2, VY4 #EES &
LT LL, 5108 &MLy y 436 Zz 288 e LTMAZL U« RERY) 2 288

(Lévy insurance risk process) :
Ri=u+pt—Si+ Z

RENFEMINTNS.

AT, eI NZL T 4 RBETF L TONEIZE 2T, EH EFEnY 5
ZIZIBT BB R T W LR E T LD B D EAE L) 2 Z#EfE & LT
5%, Z2O7-HDUfE LT, HIDICW DO2OEE R L Y 4 @R E 2 OMEIZ DWW T
it Tl <. KDFEINCEIL Cid v 4 RFRIZEEd B, Bertoin (1996), Sato (1999) %
F X0, JBHFETIE Cont and Tankov (2004), 3 &4 & T -5 TR M1 E S
nas.

2.1 EEaRE

LY R 2 28Rk S ST, BREIL—LDETLELT, LIELIZ SZRIERD
KLY 4 \FETd 5 HEEEFE (subordinator) D—2 & L TEFRINS.

SELVY 4 ME vs 2RONERERE T2 L, S.>0&D, Laplace &4 Ele 5] (s > 0) 3%
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IZAFET 5. 22T, Laplace 88 s %
Vs (s):=—logEle *51]; s>0
DETELRTDE, HIERacRPHFELTLUTOLS IZHIT 5!
Us(s)=as+ /00(1 —e g(dr).
0
ZOLE, SONZFUTOLS n&Blzio:

Si=at+Y AS.l{as,cop; ASi:=S— 8.
s<t
PR TIE AS, >0 TH Y, (EREOKRE [0, I2BWTY v ¥ FRASIEHEZ 0 5 54, Eid
GAOFNIPORT 5. LT, SATERLE TH . £z, LRI S2ERKa %
“FDT7 L EE9.

R 22 FFMZBT S S IZRBEI LV —28H2RT LMWK E BERY T &R
Wa=0)ftEEfRe LTERINS. 1L)ICBI2EAETY VB CE P 7 OVt
WETHY, vo(dz)=AFu(dz) THS. FEEBRETIE, EEFT Y VERIZIRD (0,4 1250 5
Uy VT OMBBERICK S,

2.2 JyvrTHEaDLT 1 BERE

Lo R 2 28FRICR TS Z1E, LIFLIFAD Y v ¥ TDAERD (spectrally negative)
LYy 4 BFEE LTEFKESNS. 2770, Py v I A XFAMEDOAE L 50, 32 BIRIEIER
HERRS ., LR oT, —Z2 LTS LBz S &,

Z @ Laplace 8%, #EEAREDO L 2L IIFFE2EATUTDOLSIZERT S.

Yz (s):=logE[e*”']; 5>0.

ERED 5,t>0 12K LT E[e*?] < co &7 % (Bertoin, 1996, p. 187) DT, ZAUIHITIFHET 5.
ZDEE, HBERb,occRMPIFHELT, BLFAKD LD

2 0
Yz(s)=bs + %52—&—/ (e —1—sz) vz(dz) < oco.

72720, vz 3 ZDOLv o4 WETH S, KRS, vz=00D& %, ZIZT7 79 VEETHS. L
Mo, 2T 59 VB B~ N(bto®t) b, LA M vy AROKS BB B WY v Y
T2 (pure jump process) J 124k 5T

(2.1) Zi=DBi+ J

T 59FEBA S D, R, J O Laplace f88UI LT TH % :
0
(2.2) P(s) :/ (€* —1—sz)vz(dT).

J b, fEMEE LR, TEREEOY v v TR E DL T 1 BIETH B, FDI8
2 DORGEIXEMET, YhEW Uy v T O

D AJdgas <y

s<t
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AR G PORE$, & BFEOHIE (compensator) 2B L 5. Zh3EEFEE D
KREZENTH D, WYLMHEIZEST, JLEHBILF V=S M 2B T2 &
7,7§Hj§|%f7

Jt:—t/ Jiyz(dic)+Mt+ZAJ31{‘AJS‘>1}
|z|>1 s<t
EHRFBIEHFMENTNS. KIS, M O 2RENE [M, M=, (AM,)* <oco &85 Z
ERHIENTEHED, Zhid J OB EZEEH, KEMIZY vV TOARIZLEZ E#FEIRL T
W3, Zhﬁ“%ﬁ?kyf”kwot?%fﬁé Z Z TR 2N ORISR AR A,
Bz, REFFEICET &S aREEs2H IR0,

W, VAIETNMIETS 23/ 4 2DE5%8EDTHD, EZ]|=0PMREENS. D
0, (0)=0 %7z THBENRDHD, TOLEXbL=0Tdh5.

B8 7 ORBEENERE, RERNADOARENIMER 7 L — 2D TSI RE2 2, b
0, HELREIESIHEDEHLEETHD, 7L — L L RBRHIA LIS Of% % 2 A BRI
EZOFIZEEDTLESIENION, ZOHHTO—DODEZLSTH 5.

FE 2. BEZz oL UoHEEE LS i c>0,vz;=07%% LEGEE) (dlf'fusmn—pertur-
bation) ®, o =0, vz(dz)=clz|" V1, d:c a€(1,2) &5 a-&EHEE) (a-stable perturba-
tion) K ETdH 5.

EE 3. WERBEOHAELE Y vV THRADL T 4 BEOEA T Laplace SEBDEHREE X /-
N, TI99TBZETIERED s>0 T Us(s),vz(s) BWIAELR, F7z,

(2.3) VYr-u(s)=Ps — Vs(s) +¢z(s)

D&, y=—TF AR, —u=p0s— S+ Z; & %D Laplace T8O Z 1% 55 &5 FlfEM:
Y H 5. Laplace I8RO EFHRDMHL S FRIZHFHICBEL O, FE, dXick-TEBEHTH
BZOTEHBIVETH 5. K XDFLHEIL Huzak et al. (2004) 1Z2f6-> T\ 5.

2.3 —f&{t) X 7@
DTDE>5) 27 BE4AsE% 5.

ZZT, SIEZFV T M EHLZOEERE, Z 3V vy Y THHEOL Y B TE[Z])=0 &F
5. Thbb, S&ZIEZENFNLUTOD Laplace 8 &>
W = C><>1— e dz);
s)= [ = ws(do)
2

Yz(s)= %32 + [ (e®" — 1 —sx) vz(dz).

7, LY 4HBEOERICED So=Zo=0as IZHEBLTHEL. KHxXT “—Mb) 228
FRETL)” End &xid, L2 dETL2ETEDET5.

EEW L SR Z OB, S HBERZ L —L5ICHT 5 —FOERPTHD, FhALUSSDOR
FEFEYE - BN Z 1B LT3, LERST, $50>0I12xLT

f=(1+0)E[S]=(1+0)¥5(0)
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MRS E 5. FRZ, S=C, Z=0 DR HMMY 27 ET L Th 5. EEjEEA, JGH
FESHWONBEELETNIL S=C, Z=cW (0>0, W IXw 4 F—8fE) OET, ik
HBEIESLED, Y4 F— - KTV - VAV EFALELEELEEDNS.

ZOXI ALY 22 EFT ML TE, Ml Lundberg FREARLHELR I (1.9) %
(1.10) L FEBRICER I NS, Thabb, (23)I12kD, I 1 ThRN7Z—fL Lundberg 2R
i, BEs>0i1zx LT

(2.5) L(s):=0Fs —Ws(s)+vz(s)=4

EEY, =0 DRKOEAR s= - ITHLTH>0 BHBREEE2DTHSE. Thitk->T,
AL ) 2 2 EFEOBERERICN LT R (1.4)- (1.8) L HPIORERAH O TS, ThbicD
W OFE (iﬁﬂiif, Yang and Zhang (2001), Morales and Schoutens (2003) , Huzak et al.
(2004) HE A BBz, F/2, E5IC ROV Y A BREREYIVLF VS —LET LIS
X3 2 BEPEREREEM € & O, Bertoin and Doney (1994), Sgrensen (1996), Kliippelberg et al.
(2004), Doney and Kyprianou (2006) HDLHERH 5.

3. Gerber-Shiu FEICH T 2 5EER

L1 EHIZ W T, HH Y 2 7 38R OBEEEREE ¢ 2372 3 A2 HE X (DRE) 2#7T L
7208, FT ALY 2 BRI LT3[k DRE 23K D 37D ; of. Huzak et al. (2004). DRE
&, Pollaczek-Khinchin TIAZ, Laplace 2400 E1X, PRGN U CERBRICBEL Tk
D, ZHo WG hh OB BRI O O B REEE 5> T 5.

%, Gerber-Shiu BAFUIERER 2 NAT 2RI EF->T\5 Z & #F AL, Gerber-Shiu
B & [FMEIZ, DRE X, Pollaczek-Khinchin FAARD & 5 HEARA 27242 L A HAF X h
9. FEEE LTDXS1Z, e n—fb) 2 78IS L TEN S 2E LTS 1 Gerber
and Landry (1998) 1%, S 2MEAR7 YV Vi@, Z »7 5w VEFHOEAI, Sl w(z,y)
IZIRAE L WA O DRE % 8MH), Tsai and Willmot (2002) 737 DA R % — D w(z,y) DI
AR L 72, Garrido and Morales (2006) 1%, Z=0 722 S 2" —fRDHEIEEFEDS;E 12 DRE,
Pollaczek-Khinchin BIARZE %8 L, Morales (2007) 1%, ZhE Z 087 5 0 VHBIDOLGA N
g, T BOEOKER E LT, Biffis and Morales (2010) 23—f%{LE 7L (2.4) 12X} LU T Pollaczek-
Khinchin FUARZEH LT 5. 2 ZTid, HHITZEF 72 Biffis and Morales (2010) DA5R %
WAL TEL.

EHE 1. (Biffis and Morales, 2010, Corollary 4.1) —f%{tV) 2 7@ R IZxf L CHigs &M%
REds. £72, ZI2Q1VOHM Z=B+J %2EDL 5. ZDO&XE, RIZKHT S Gerber-Shiu
BEE ¢ XA T ORI % 5.

(3.) o) = [wve™ [T Ky + )] 30 w020,
u k=0
Z 212, k(u) ::BDflefﬁDilu; D:=d2/2;
g(y):= %/Oy e WL (y — 5) [/:o e ) ys(da) 4+ Gyo(s) | ds;

Hw(“)::%/ eig(ufs)k(U—s)/ eiQ(z*S)Kusfz(x)dxds;
0 s

zn&zwr—/ w(z,y — z)vs_z(dy).
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F72, vs Zz WL T ABES - ZDL T4 METHY vs_z(dz) =vs(dz) + vz(—dz). o3
{t Lundberg HFER (2.5) DIFE—BMTH D, FHIs=0DE L p=0. 51, G, IELTF
D Laplace ZHEHREZ T L TEZR SN L TH 5

[,GQ(S) _ ¢J(S) — 77[1](9) .
0— s
27U, ¢;i2@22)TH5A603.

A PRER O HERY 2 iiam (19 21X, Feller (1971) O XI 2%, Rolski et al. (1999) D 6 &, Lemma
6127 E) 12k, B, DUTOHAENERGB2)DBETHEZ LN D

F 1. EE1ERICIRED TT, ¢ LT DRE iz .
(3.2) o(u) = [w [ k@ + o ] / o(u—y

AR 4. F, BB ISHUT Afu(u):=[f(u+h) - fu)]/h LB &, (3.2 DE2LLITD
HERE/S h>01ZHLT,

= AG() = 3 AluwoA + Huls ()

+ %/Oh o(u+y)g(—y)dy + /: P(u—y) (%Agh(u)) ly>-nydy.

7272, Au)i=e " [Fk(y)dy. TTT, h—0 LT 2L, REORFOMRAFETIUL
17%)‘( SHREENR O NS, L2d-T, AR, ¢ 20,0 EERTHINE, mEOFDTE h—0

K B MFRIZZEIRATREL 22 ) ¢ DT ATREME 2G5, FRIS, WEITHRS ILEEH €7 L T,
INHBED > TN B.

%2, EH1EFEUEMFEREL, XHICLTORFE2E<:
3.3 e w2 — 2)da| vss(d :
(3.3) /0 {/Oe w(z,z — z)dzx|vs_z(dz) < oo
ZOEE, fTED s>01Zx LT LK, ,(s) IZTFEL, LLTFD ¢ O Laplace Z kBl A4 5.

LHu(s) +wo(o+B/D+s)""

L(s)= 1= L9(s) i s>0,
=7z L
§) = [Ws(0) — Us(s)] + [s(s) — (o))
Lg(s)= (e=35)(D(s+0)+5) ’
CH(s) = Hrs-2(8) — LEvs 5 (0)

(0 —38)(D(s+0)+B)

ZORRIE, R125HE 1iE") Thbb, BAAAD Laplace ZHIZDNT L(h*g)(s)=
Lh(s)L ()VC@V) BﬁﬁQ = [ e ) yg(dx) IR LT,

Ps(s) — ¥s(o)
s—0
LB Z EIZEE LT, DRE (3.2) Ol % Laplace Z ¢ LT K\,

FRERERIZEWNT, Z=0, SEHEAFRT Y VEFEEL, Fllw=1,6=0&F 5 &, 1.1HiT
AR HMEEF I B T BHEEREOMN DT 2R (1.4)-(1.6) £ —33 5 Z L BHERTX 5.

£l0

L£Q(s)=1lim C><>e’(sf")y {/Oo e e l/s(dx)} dy =
Yy
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AEE 5. FHFGBI)IE ZOY vy v TEIEREE: Ji2j1 2vz(dz) < o0, THIUIK D D5
HThh, WHEZZEERRNTEY, 2 NERZEHY v v T2 FHO A1, HlziE,
w=1 DX EEELEGADEINEVN, ZOLAIZE, MloTTa—FIickh D575
ZFEBBPE NS, HlZ1E, Huzak et al. (2004) 54 SHEH X

Pollaczek-Khinchin FUAR R Laplace ZIARIL, KETTHE X3S Gerber-Shiu B DG HIHE
HOBFZZ DIFE %5 A2 T NB5THA 5. Mz d Feller (1971), X1.6-XL7 ik & Oifin % ¢
D DRE IZEHT 5 Z 212K 5T, Cramér-Lundberg O PAXEH/ S Z L TZHH, K
O HINE ¢ DIEITIHERNZ OWTIERE Z LD T, ZZTIX#EIET 5. HlZ21E, Tsai and
Willmot (2002) TiZ, S BEERT VY Vi, Z 1752 VEHOLEICZ ¢ O Cramér-Lundberg
HIDWF %KD TOBDTEHIZ I iz,

4. Gerber-Shiu E¥OHTE

Y22 ETFL24H)IZBNT, SR ZIZBT 2 0MDORMER (L 1 JER o DOk &) 135265
IZIERHTHD, BEDOIZ L =4 -BHET— 2L > THEE SN DB NE LD THS. Gerber-Shiu
Bt Zhh o lIikF 350 L, 2RI aitE 55, ZofftelEs+E25 LT
SEIL DD, Rk — 2 Th 2HEMROHEEILTH D, Gerber-Shiu BOHEELITZ
NoEBEULEIBFRIIEINETH S,

4.1 WEEMER(CXT SEERHETE

B PERER 19 2 MEATAIHERN S 3MBIIC 2 O 7 T a —F 2 b 5 - —DId, B %
7€ U C Lundberg BIAFAR Cramér AT ARD B EDTHD, &5 —2i13/ V87 X b
Vo ZICHPEIERZOLDEMET S LD TH 5. BiFITTHMIBIEIERL L 0, FBERK
OHERNFRIZIE M-HEE OFELAIZ & % Grandell (1979), Csorgé and Teugels (1990) ; NEFFEAHET
E1ZHD < Deheuvels and Steinebach (1990), Csérgd and Steinebach (1991); 77— F 2 b v
T2 & B Embrechts and Mikosch (1991) % & Tdh 5. FAEMAEIIAENIZ Lundberg JFEA
DIFTH 276, ZThoDHEETEIL, Lundberg FERAHEETAHEORWIEELAS . —
¥i, BFEIZBA L TIE Frees (1986), Croux and Veraverbeke (1990) 2 E A Z DEEKIFT & LT H -
7=h, ZheOHEHER TR 2 L — 2 EAIET Y A LBER N L BE, N — oo (23D i
WEEERAVER] £ LT 72, Bening and Korolev (2002) 513 Z AUC R AR A, SR 0 5 —
75 ZAETILTIEREM [0, 7] 12860 BN DD THERIT RZE & L, 7L — 2005 % rBf
(Ne)ieo,r) & LT T — oo IZHEDWNEMER IR L7z, 2V — LB N BT/ XL THDE LS
ENH W 5 HEA M EREEER (collective risk theory) IZHWT, N — oo &) BREIIHELGHNE
EARAFETH 0, WHEELERD 721214 Bening and Korolev (2002) & DFREN MDD THARTH
5. TABLUTTRIDEI BEZFIT > THEEZGRT 5.

& T, 413 Gerber-Shiu BIBUTXTT 2 %5 H D & 5 B IERIHEEEICHIR S & 5. BRpEHER
2 2 AT DT, Gerber-Shiu BARBIZTH L THE D & bh 2 Tk LT, KicdN7~
Bening and Korolev (2002), & %\ MX, Mnatsakanov et al. (2008) #%1¥ T ¥ Z 721, Bening
and Korolev (2002) 13, BYPEREEED Pollaczek-Khinchin BIDE I 4 Y A A RRAITU{l L,
T ERERHEE T 5 2 & THFEMEROMEE R 2 M L7z, —J, Mnatsakanov et al. (2008) iZ,
L E T A 51T B IEPEREZR D Laplace Z R BIOFEHM;EE & A2 D < D (FERIZIZE, %5134
TEHER (u) := 1 — (u) D Laplace Z4 % 2 T\ 3), ZHUZH BFEOWE 4 i U CHipERE
FEEILT L FEEREL TS, 5, LY X 2 #FED Gerber-Shiu BB LT, 2D
Pollaczek-Khinchin 1A & Laplace 2K LA TH 525, Th b DMliF% Gerber-Shiu
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BRI L CRIHCTE 25 Th 5.

KEITIE, Mnatsakanov et al. (2008) D—2DHHEE LT, Gerber-Shiu B D Laplace 2
2D W RERHEEEIZB 5 / — b A3R 3. Mnatsakanov et al. (2008) T, W) 2 &
EFIZBT B P OHEEISH LT, 7L — 258 2 IEMERNAREICL TRE TV, 22
TIFALEFTLERIREL, HEHBIEEHET I %25 X, Bening and Korolev (2002) & [RFkIZ [0,7]-
BUHNZEEDWT,  Gerber-Shiu B OWRAHEN %2554 5. LUF, %8/ — b & U THIIgIZE &
BB A, FEHNCELIRD & 5 HiEld Shimizu (2010a) & ZH & 7z,

£ 920 ¥y 7 Th b Pollaczek-Khinchin BIAX ZFIH L 2@ EIBI L TE, v D
2 OIEMNEED 72D ICF ZEBL THE ST, 5A4HICWS S5-I XY FAKTICLEED .

4.2 Lo I T RBRETE LEEEETILDBZE)
A TIEUTO LD BPEIEHET L (T 1 F— - KTV VETN) &F X, %D Gerber-Shiu
BRI OHEZIZDOWTCinT 5.
Ny
Ri=u+ Bt — Cy + oWy; Ct:ZUi-
=1
ZZIZ, o IZIEDERT, NIZHWE AN 2L D2R7 Y VillfE, {U)Y & N &ML <T, 94 Fy %
{ O 1D MERZERH), Wit 4 F—@BETHB. 2D X I\ S Gerber-Shiu B D
Laplace Z#l, R21CKDLUTFTHELZENS:
LK (s) — LK(9) +woD(o — s)
4.1 Lo(s)= .
1) /)= 53D + 0o~ 5) — NEry (5) — L7y (2]
7272, D:=5%/2,

K(z):= )\/oow(amy — z)Fy(dy),
THY, old Lundberg $85L : £(0) =0;
U(s):=Ps — A1 — L, (s)) + Ds*,

Th5.

K413, RO [0,T] 1251 %752 Z IERBEGHICBIITE 2 LIET 5. T4abb, T
BOWE te[0,T) 1265 R DM TH D, 2V =434 X (Uy,Us,...,Un,) BFEEN
BETHBHETH. 51T, UTERETS:

o MASSRME: B> Ay, 72720, p:=E[U1];
o THREL p>0ISHLT, [07|ul? Fu(du) < oo;
e GALMN6>01ZL, & BMMDER 0,0>0 BEL T, 0€(0,0).

EE 6. RBICET LM, () PRITH L E—-RABRICMS 28 Lk, %
2, FANE L o> 08 kERG>0E LD T LT e (0,0) RilizENDH, 0,5 52
HEWHIIRER, DUTD@2DDEIZ, o DIfER §2ERT S -DOFMMNANETDH 5.
EERIEXH (0,0) DHIZ G HMFET D2 ENEL, AL, 0,0 M BEMEDHENTH
A9.

ZZTHERINREZ L, Lok dE@illo F Tk, IR e Oiiix, 20BN %
QWE N AT B Z & THEEMICHEEATREE WH 2 ThH B

m

Ny
Z (Rijm — R(Fl)/m)z - ZUE —0o° a.s. (m—oo).
i=1

i=1
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L7225 7T, P T o>0 3 BERE LTk,
T, @DIZBTBAKME N LK, Lr, LT THEET 5.

~ Nr o~ I 1L (v
Ai=—; L = i LK(s) = — T Ui —xz)dzx.
i En= e ERe= g3 [ et - de

ifi, 0 éﬂ?f?ﬁﬁ‘ﬂ‘é
(4.2) 9:=arg min|{(s) - 4],
727U, I:=[0,3); U(s):=Ps — M1~ Lp,(s)) + Ds> TH Y, FFZ, §=00D&XiE =0 &%&
5.
AE 7. FLOHERISHLT, KEROBANZ K> TUTOZ EHFMTE 3.

(4.3) A=A as; sup|E;,(s)—£FU(s)|i>0; sup|ﬁ((s)—LK(s)|i>0.
sel sel

X512, POBRERIZED, T D& X,

A=A+0,(T7V%); Liy(s)=Lry(s) +0p(T"V?); LK(s)=K(s) + Op(T~?)
LB 05, FEE, A 1E Shimizu (2009b), Theorems 3.2, 3.3 & EA#HH X h
770N,

EE 8 (43)ickDb,
sup|é(s) — £(s)| =0,
sel
LEBIENGPBOT, MAEEOEHENLFERIZ LD, o=0+ 0,(T V2 HESHITREN
% ; Grandell (1991), & %\ & van der Vaart (1998), 5 HmAZSHHD Z &,
INhsoHftEEAEHNT, Lo DIfEERE,
Fos) e LK@ —LE(9)} + woD(s —2)
(B+D(s+20)(s—0) + MLry(s) — Lr,(0)}
DOEyiIzEDNE, ZHiT Lo D—BHEERICE->TWS., Thbb, £sel ITHLT,
Lo(s) — Lp(s).

4.3 IERIE Laplace #ZEHIC L D ¢ DHETE
HifiT Lo D—HMEEEMETEDT, HLid Lo 12T 5 Laplace WiZeHt £ % i
i,

LT Lé(s) = o(s)
EEBZEPHEFEENS. LAL, BEiZZ S EMTIE R,

—#%IZ, Laplace 24 £ 13 L* FOHRFAEHR(|L]|=v7) TH Y L? » 5 ZHEHS DG
B oTn32, BHTEEL, LVIBIFERTHE PO TNS. ZOZ LD, £7F
DAL 2\, ThDE, go— Lf BHEABINH LT, £7Yg, — f BT L ERE
EX N, Z AU 2 RE VIR RE (ill-posed problem) & UL THIS LT3 5 Carroll et al.
(1991), Vapnik (2006) 7 &. Z ORE % [EEd 5 72812, Chauveau et al. (1994) TH-Z H5h
7= “IEHIME” Laplace WiZfaz Hu 5.
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EE 2. m>0%2EKETS. BBger? 126 LT, 1EHIL Laplace W% £} - L? — L?
ZLUTTEDS:

K;E@):jé/mi/wwm@ny*”e%wgwﬁhmu t>0
™ Jo Jo
ZZIz,
U (y) = /am cosh(mz) cos(zlogy)dz; am:=m""'cosh™ ' (mwm)
0

Th5.

Chauveau et al. (1994) IZ &4USE, & m >0/ LT |L | <m|L||=vam TL? LOFR
fEHRE D, ThPEALDER TS 5. (LED fe L I/ LT,

L' £F = fl =0 (m—oc0)

s, “IEHL ST X =827 m &+ ke LB LT, WERIERIND.

T, EHNGAH £, 3 L EOBRE UTERS =8, —fC LP-BRTAnE Dk

Z % & 512, Mnatsakanov et al. (2008) DT A F7 &N, —DODOFNA ZAEZHABLTEIS.
BI G IE R, ECMASAREE L, B O>0I1IRLT, kOLHIZHKL.

Go(u):=e ""G(u); gg@ﬂ:zzgzc%(uy
72, LG OMGI T £ TOBMNCHESHEERE LG &0 &, LGy DHEERALITO XS 12E

5.

(4.4) LGo(s):=LG(s+1) a.s.

FEBE, LGo(s)=LG(s+9) £xB N5, LOERIFARTHAS. 3L Y, s=-0¥s—00
DEE, LG(s)=0(s™") THIUL (FEEE, Lo(s) KERIDHATHB), {TED9>0I1HL
TLGyeLl? kD, L, MEMATE 2N E 3. Y EDOREEMNT,

(4.5) G (u)i=e" L' (LGy) (u),

DEITEDDE, ZTHhEGHGD ‘B fEERICE->TWb Zeniffehns. 25 L
Toti#EEf5.

#8528 1. (Shimizu, 2010a) B G R —RIZ 1 HBERIR g 2155, G, g 3E4 LEAM KL
§5. %77, (U4 THALND LGy B, & BERI| vr — 0o (T —o00) 1K LT, LU &7
T4 5

(4.6) LGyeL?;
(4.7) LGy — £LGs|| 2 =Op(v2").

ZOLE, (45) TEHRIND GUp) FLAT &2 AEROEBS Kr &85 m(T) = O(vr (log
)T TR LT

K -
/ G2 (5) — G(5) [ ds = Op (€27 (logyr) ).
0

%, Gerber-Shiu B OHEE & %
(4.8) G (u) =" L, (py (Lby) (w)
THEDD. ZOLE, M1 AEEEHT 52 LItk > CUTORMEH 3.
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EH 2. (Shimizu, 2010a) Gerber-Shiu BI% ¢(u) DAL ¢ &, STHIBIE w B LU T DA
iz L35 HIERC>0I1CH LT,

6@ + ]/:oww,dy)] <001 +12[°).

12, EEIO>0% (B )9>8 Blil=TXIICME LTS, ZD&E, Bl m(T) %
m(T)=0(\/T/logT) (T —o0) LEKZ LIZ& 5T, BITFD (), (i) 2D 1D:

() fEEO K>01ZxL T,

/ 13(u) — $(u)|? du=O0y((logT)™") (T 0c0).
() 9e(0,1/2) LN B % 5I1F

loglogT
/0 138 (u) — () 2du= 0y ((log 7)) (T —o0).

TR, MR 0L (u) B BFED L2 L AT DNTH EE A HE > TV B T L AR L
TW5,

FE 9. EFTIIUDEIIZ9>0IC KA HEERDIEAML AT > T 32, FiF Le L?
THY, ZOLEANMLIZHIE1 D (4.6)D7=HDE DO TIX AW, EOEBOIEATIE, 9=00D &
M) OWERPERETHD, 9>0ETRERHIZED. LEN-T, 9>0 MBI L
i, BFLIARBENTEVAS LAGWZ SIZEELTEBL.

EE 10, 9ITBT AL (B a0 >0 1, A u BERHITH 5 6 EFHIMER TE LWL,
BN, (B )9 >0 &55E510, 01d “THRELS BINEIRETHAS. ok
F Y TREDO T T, KBOBEANE MRS RIS L > T LELORENME I NS, /2, EH2
L0, HER G0 (u) D () DFEKTOPRRIZ 9 IZE AN LIZHEE TS L, 9 4 kX GER
Z L, WREANIERTREIE A0,

EE 11. Chauveau et al. (1994), (3.6) 12k 5 &, gg?(u) i3, ROES I afEyRHTE
{ZeMTES:

619u

Sr(u)=—5

w2

JIL e orw)Eate + 0)dedy
R

eﬁu

== (LO7)(uz)Lh(x + ) da .
0
=7z L
wsinh(7rr) cos(rrlogy) 4 logy cosh(mrr) sin(rrlogy)

Vy{T? + (logy)?} ’

rri=n""'cosh™" (rm(T))| =7 "log(mm(T) + /n2m2(T) — 1).

Or(y) =

5. WS DhDHIGRESHDRE

5.1 —fxE) X7 BEADIERIZDONT

BIffiCix, w1+ — - EBT7YYETMIIR LT Laplace 212D < Gerber-Shiu BAE D
ENZDW TR, ZOHEEEIZ (2.4) O—HMLET LIS S WEHWEETH 5. 72/2L, ETL
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BHRY v v NS T L L 22 8 21203, BIHIZ F — 20120 LT & MR RIE A A
T 5.

RIEID & S0 Z 7 @FEDISZ (Re)es0 BEEICEBIEEE §5 &, R OO Y +
VIETHNIARE L WS Z &2k B, TS FVHENERELZVAENWTHAS. F
ZCEBIZIE, A ZXHOHE) A BB ER >0 LD KREERDY Yy VT

JR(E,T) = {ARt = Rt — Rtf | |ARt| >E, te [O,T]}

DABLVREL WO REEZEAD I ENTES. —J, ZOKS 5BMAF— LD TTIE, i
flit3Ray, 7z OROPRE o VHEERTHEONREL >TSS, ZOLE, DTFOX
IBMERICK ST o BHEETRETH 5

02: =3 (Rijm — Rii1yym)” = Y |ARPL{AR, € Jn(e,1)} .
i=1 t<1
ZO—FBHEED72DIZIE, m—oo P THL el0DK I BHNEAF —LHBBETH D,

o2 L o2 (m—00,e0)
ERTIENTES,

T, R2D Laplace ®IER D &, Vs, oy, LKuy_,, BEP oM HEERNRTHS. Zh
5DHEED/=DITiE, BB H LV 4 W v =vs, vs, vs—z IZRL T,

vi(H):= /000 H(z)v"(dz)

DEOMNEE S HEETCEE IV, 5, Yy vy FiEsE 2RI DEZDT, —f%iiE,
AR >0 EBLDHICKERIT 2200 #HANMEORERZE L Sh b0, RR) 22 %54
BEUCIE S IIBR I L —4THY, Z 3V L -2k B3FHE NS LXK A2 H B DT,
Js(e,T) & Jz(e,T) DFBANTTEEEL T2 DIIAERTH Y. 2D LD hFREERDNL, DITFD
£ % v (H) OWEEEIEXTRETH S Ly 4 BE X =52 12/ LT,

(5.1) aﬂHy:%E:H@xnu{AxeiﬂaT»;
(5.2) E;zﬂﬂ::%E:EM—ARglﬂﬂﬁGJMQTH.

t<T

ZZTH, e=¢(T)|0(T —o0) #WMHIZND Z &T, ZThbHD VT-HREERMEERTZ &R
T3, ZOHMICIE, HEEMBERICET 3 YL F V7 — LR EBA RS R, 23l
1¥, Kutoyants (1984), Theorem 4.5.4 OFEHH & A DEGIC L > TH LI LN TE S,

Db &S sl i a2\ T Lo UL, mifli & Rk A<, 7 OEabsZ i
&0 ¢ ZHEILTES. BRWNE ¢ OfERICBEL T, 22 TIE#HBEE$ %75, Shimizu (2010b)
224DV T 4R 22 EF KL T, R DS ACET 20 S B ERE Y v v T
Jr(g,T) 124 < Gerber-Shiu BB OHEERE 2 Py, EEL 2, () EFMOREREZENTN S,

5.2 Gerber-Shiu FEDILIRICDONT

Gerber-Shiu BI¥U3 (1.11) DIE THIO TEREN=DThH 52, wiLTIE, Z DA 5N
DIEEENIRA BN T3, A2 13X, Biffis and Kyprianou (2010) %, Biffis and Morales (2010)
2k 5T, VAYERE R O/ ZKLFRY Gerber-Shiu BIEL:

(53) Q_b(u) =E |:676T(U)w (RT(u)*v |R7(u)|7 t<1—1(l£)7 Rt) Lir(uy<oo} ‘RO = U:|
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(72720, wld R® LOARBEE) »—fby 2 78R LGl sh <o, @1, 3.1) %
Gk 9% DRE 28l LT 5.

F 72, AEX T, HIRBIAM (infinite horizon) DBYFEHERR (1.3) DHETE & U T Gerber-Shiu
BI AN L 72, fEIRBEEGRTODE 9 —DDEEL ¥y 7 Th 5 HRELHRA (fnite horizon)
DBEPEMER p(u, T) :=P{r(u) <T} DIk & UT, HRBERT Gerber-Shiu BAE

(5.4) P(u,T):=E {6767(")10 (Rr(u)—7 [ Brqul,, inf Rt) Lir(u<ry ‘Ro = u]

EEZDIELTED., ZHIZETHAMRIED T HEENLL, FEHDHIBRD Morales and
Zuznetsov (2010) & DR H 2T TH 5. ZO—RIIEORMEXIZH 2 TH A 5. FEE,
HMPEF KT B (u,T) DFBATE, DREIZARIOSRIZK D oMb XA D HA &
7% %728 (e.g., Rolski et al., 1999, Theorem 5.6.2), A XD &L ki & EEEH T2 Z LT
#EL VY. Morales and Zuznetsov (2010) 513, W< D> ORI A SiHI & Rl 22 1) 2 2 @RIk
LT, 2D &S BHEALRBRENT ST (5.4) OMBEBRE 52T 5.

Gerber-Shiu B D/ S ZARGFEIEIE & U CTHIOHFAEND L DA H 5. Cai et al. (2009) 1Z, 2
L= AP0 BRREMLDOF XL —F 4 V7 T2 P ETEDTERTIHNT, M
TOXD LBAMAEAL 72

(5.5) HKu%:E[%TWZz&KRthROZu.

fl%l:, ﬁ/@‘:ﬁﬁ'é:f_'f 3 Vi 7@]“%27: 5() &, ﬂsfz(dz) = —I/sfz(—dz) &5%5@&%@”“(,
lo(z) :=wodo(x) + /00 w(z,z — 2)Us—z(dz)

Lk &, MYARIEARBDOTT, H,=¢ £ %5 Z EH555 D (cf. Cai et al., 2009, Proposition
3.1), (5.5) IZ Gerber-Shiu Bd# (1.11) D—2DIFRIC K > T 5. 72721, ZOFEXTIE(5.3) %
BEHNZEIIARLTEL. W 2208 EGA, & 21E, SPEAERTY ViltfET, 2
N4 F=EBEOL D EHEATHIE, —MROEGREE 1T LT H A% % DRE 2liE T 5
Z EHUNENB (Feng, 2010) DT, H AT 2 HEUNCII ARG LD FESEHTE S TH A .
BIZZL RO DEEE LT, Gerber-Shiu BABD &4+ 3 v 7 kfEE S FEIC A>T\ 5. ¢
BHIHEA 5 2 72 FCOIEMERN BB E LTS5 A 560 T3, Garrido (2010) 1%, Zh#
BRG] ¢t TS T 5 2 812k D, Gerber-Shiu B2

(5.6) ¢e(u) :==E[e™ """ (Riruyviy—» | Rrcuyvil) | 7]

EIEE L. 72720, Fii=0(Rs;s<t) TH5H. &L LRREPITIE, BEPEMERICHL T,
VaR 7% E O ) Z 7 8L 138 2 BRIAM Y 2 7815 L LU CORH g1 < h T
ElLWIRHEN D BN, FOHEE LT Gerber-Shiu J@FEA L D i) 2 7 EBIZ T
FHOTREVWAEHFHEINTED, SHBROMELIFEZN TN,

5.3 UZXTBEIINT 3 HIHE0ES

) 228 R DSBS GERIMID) BHITE 3205 2 &id, RAKRSME LY -7
FARLBL TR ERAETZ EITHYL, KPR LEAHATH S, LarLans, EEg
DD 5H5Z2%, iDL S5 ICFERED Y v v 7 &GN 5 LS T L3 SITIEBIEN
THD, VA2EFLQADEY—T 7 2A0—FEOEMTH 2, 2Z151F5HEARTHAS.
FYZHMEHE T L — LRI 30D EFLAKRIERENTH D, EREHEZ 5 S D/
XYy TREHOFEE R Z1E5 AEB LT V. RAEMITH 5 &5, FEIcRkA
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DRZDEDEFZEIZEIT S EVIREIIAREART, LA, HRICHEHET S GERITIEH
WTE AW MEHEROY — 77 2 R ZREFEERICEIIL THh3 B2 51E50PERTH
5. 20X %%Z)70 T, Shimizu (2009a) 1%, W4 F— - FT7 I VY AT EFLIZHTS
BEABLINC 3D < BRI 2 > T\ 5.

—J, SIZDOVWTIERHMEIZRI I L - LI 2ETLTH S 0 vGE &L, RRE
HIZE ST SOV v VT H A ZRMANTH S, L= -T, BEEMBENAEZLTIZSD
Uy VT OABEGEMEIRE S § 5 2 L IIRERERS A BV, DX, SO (H B —EULED)
Uy VYA DIIRETRET, TS0 S ZITB L TREERIIC L2BIIITE Ly, v
kBB E, IR A2 I L TIZL B2 LB TELTHAS.

Pl &z, R 2 2 BREOBMNET 2SI D20 542 & 5 Z N TE, 31
Bk > THEHHER O FBEII KX BA B2 812k 3. FNEFNOHED 5D Gerber-Shiu
B oHeEIZ, [BH FEOEELFRETHAS.

54 ZOMOWEEEICDONT

ARTI, B2/ V85 A M) 9 2 BHEEEIZDOWTRNED, §8BAA/T AN v ok
TIU—FEELZONS. LY A HEIST AN v BT LA A, 85 2 — & ICHEE A
fRRALTULZ AL, & &IIMEHTIYZ Laplace WiZE R0l 7 — V) T 48475 & 4 R U 72 BUiEiny
Laplace Wiz % v 720, DRE O K5 AEO AR EBMENICH Z&I2&->T ¢ 23K 3
ZENTESD. L2rLENS, Gerber-Shiu BT 7 L — A0 M DHEDOZEBENZ K E S IKAFL T
B0, ARV Y TMIHESSHEETIE, ZORKEEBZ 5 (Y 7L OEN) F55 DOFEERIC
B892 ) 9w BTNAELZSZ L ITEBICITHELOHETH S, £72, ETFLOHE
%€ (misspecification) £ WHI IHEM AMES 0, —BILY 22T MO LS ZHEMELRET LT
13, ZOMENRHEIZBHENSETHAD. LznoT, VY4 HIBIZETLELSZ KW VRS
A bV oy ZEORRIZEZRRTIE N, 2EL, VST AN vy - 7T —FTCIRERE
OFEZE M 2 b0 IZ, 7 — Z QAR FIZ DN TR T “IREFY” SiEE LA Lk
WOT, FF, MEFEOT I —FIZi3—R—Erd 5L 0bIX 542550,

—7%, Laplace ZAIZHD < #{EE 721 TA <, Bening and Korolev (2002) 5 A3 pETfE
LEHEE LK 512, EPL 1 D Pollaczek-Khinchin BIAREZFH L -H#EER ZE L1 6N 5. Tk
bbH, (3.1) O A Y & My eN £ TOABRMTEMBIL,

(5.7) Blu) = [woe@ / T hw)dy + ﬁmu)] . %Ek(u)
u k=0

BAMEREZEILDHZETHS. FFZ, Bening and Korolev (2002) 12 & 2 i EEHE L HETE & D IL
FARIIRHER) 7 VT-F — 4 — & FRK L TH D, Fiffio &S 8Bt — 4 — &0 8132212 Rif
BHEERMPREINTNE Z &2 5, MatiHENOER TIX, Laplace Z4#IZHD W 7= HE5E &
D YIRS TE 3 Mhan. LrLaRS, —k(b) 27 TF NI DO ki%
M4 22i%, W O2#ER%S. Bz, glcimEhd G, DIED Laplace Z B4 M L
TOAMHTH D, —AIC G, BIROEA AR THEE R A HE L. IERIE Laplace #Wi%5
EHWRZ L3 EZ 605D, BHLmMIFHEIREEE 22 TH A5, 201757 VEBHOLA
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Gerber-Shiu Function in Risk Theory and Statistical Inference

Yasutaka Shimizu
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Gerber and Shiu introduced the concept of expected discounted penalty function in
a series of their classical papers. This function is called the Gerber-Shiu function in risk
theory. Since its introduction, the analysis has been getting a lot of attention in the field
of insurance and finance, and many authors have studied it for various risk processes from
probabilistic aspects. However, from a practical point of view, statistical inference for the
Gerber-Shiu function is also an important issue in actuarial mathematics, since it has
some unknown quantities that need to be estimated from real data. This paper briefly
reviews some recent results on the Gerber-Shiu function for a class of Lévy insurance risk
processes and discuss their statistical inference. The estimation procedure treated in this
paper is nonparametric: we consider an empirical type estimator of the Laplace transform
of the Gerber-Shiu function, and take a regularized inverse to recover the Gerber-Shiu
function. We illustrate the procedure for a Wiener-Poisson risk process, and show a kind
of consistency and the rate of convergence of a proposed estimator. We also make some
remarks on an extension of the method to a generalized risk process, and on another
estimation procedure.

Key words: Risk theory, Gerber-Shiu function, generalized risk processes, regularized Laplace inver-
sion, empirical estimation.



