arXiv:2404.17404v1 [math.PR] 26 Apr 2024

A Breiman’s theorem for conditional dependent random vector
and its applications to risk theory

Zhaolei Cui' * and Yuebao Wang?

1. School of mathematics and statistics, Changshu Institute of Technology, Suzhou, 215000, China

2. Department of Mathematics, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China

Abstract

In this paper, we give a Breiman’s theorem for conditional dependent random vector, where
one component has a regularly-varying-tailed distribution with the index a > 0 and its slowly
varying function satisfies a relaxed condition, while the other component is non-negative and
its tail distribution is lighter than the former. This result substantially extends and improves
Theorem 2.1 of Yang and Wang (Extremes, 2013). We also provide some concrete examples
and some interesting properties of conditional dependent random vector. Further, we apply the
above Breiman’s theorem to risk theory, and obtain two asymptotic estimates of the finite-time
ruin probability and the infinite-time ruin probability of a discrete-time risk model, in which
the corresponding net loss and random discount are conditionally dependent.
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1 Introduction

It is well known that Breiman’s theorem is an important tool to deal with the tail distribution
of product of two components of a random vector, and it plays a key role in many application
fields, such as risk theory, see Section 3 below.

In this paper, unless otherwise stated, let (X,Y) be a random vector with the marginal
distributions F' on (—o00,00) and G on (0,00) respectively. Then Z = XY represents the
product of these two components and its distribution denoted by H. In risk theory, X and Y
can be interpreted as the net loss and random discount, respectively. Both of them are the basic
research objects of risk theory. The Breiman’s theorem studies the asymptotics relations of the
tail distributions of Z and X. Therefore, we should first introduce some concepts and symbols
related to distribution.

Let V be a distribution, then we say that V = 1 — V is the tail distribution of V. If V is
supported on (—o0,00) (including [0, 00) and (0,00)), then

V(r) >0 forall z € (—o0,00).
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Recall that a distribution V' on (—o0,00) is said to be regularly-varying-tailed with the index

a >0, denoted by V € Z_,, if V(zy) ~ V(z)y~, that is
limV(zy)/V(z) =y~ for each y > 0.

Hereafter, all limits refer to x — oo unless otherwise stated. For more details on regularly-
varying-tailed distribution, see Bingham et al. [5] etc. For example,

VeR, ifandonlyif V(z)~az “L(z),
where L(-) is a positive slowly varying function at infinity satisfying
L(xy) ~ L(x) for each y > 0.

The distribution class U, >0%—4 is a proper subclass of the following distribution class intro-
duced by Chistyakov [I0]. Say that V on [0, c0) (including (0, oo)) belongs to the subexponential
distribution class .7, if

V2(x) ~ 2V (2),

where V*2 is the convolution of V with itself. Say that V on (—o00,00) belongs to the class .7,
if V't € .7, where V*(z) = V(2)1,o0) () for all z € (—o0, 00).

Another distribution class introduced by Feller [I5] also properly includes class Uy>0Z—q.-
Say that distribution V on (—o00, 00) belongs to the dominantly-varying-tailed distribution class
2, if for each t € (0,1), V(tz) = O(V(x)), that is

limsup V(tz)/V(z) < oc.

If V € 2, then it has a useful property as follows, which plays a key role in many cases, see, for
example, Theorems 1.C, 2.A, 2.B, 211 B.1] and below.

Proposition 1.A. A distribution V' € Z if and only if for any distribution U on (—o0, c0)
satisfying U(x) = o(V (z)), that is

limU(z)/V(z) =0,
there exists a positive function g(-) on [0, 00) such that

g(z) L0, zg(z)t oo and U(zg(z)) =o(V(x)). (1.1)

In the proposition, the proof of the necessity is given by Lemma 3.3 of Tang [39], and the
proof of sufficiency is attributed to Proposition 3.1 of Zhou et al. [49].

In addition, the class .7 is properly included in the following distribution class. Say that
distribution V' on (—o0, 00) belongs to the long-tailed distribution class .Z, denoted by V € .Z,
if for each t € (0, 0),

V(z—t) ~V(x).

Goldie [16] pointed out that class .Z and class Z cannot contain each other. Further, for a

distribution V', we denote a positive function class by

Ay ={h(-): h(z) too, x/g(x) 0 and V(z —1t)/V(z) = 1 uniformly for all |¢| < h(z)}.

Then the following research way for distributions is often used in many occasions.

Proposition 1.B. (i) A distribution V' € .Z if and only if set J# is not empty.
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(ii) A distribution V' € . if and only if V' € £ and for any h(-) € 74/,

xz—h(x) . -
/ V(e —y)V(dy) = O(V(m)).
h(zx)

For the proofs of (i) and (ii), please refer to Lemma 2.5 of Cline and Samorodnitsky [11] and
Proposition 1 of Asmussen et al. [3], respectively.

Now we return to the main research objects and objectives of this paper. We continue to
use the above notation in the following text.

Many papers have been devoted to studying the tail asymptotics of the product Z = XY,
especially the asymptotic relationship between H(z) and F(x).

In the case that X and Y are independent of each other, the following result was first stated
by Breiman [6] with o € [0,1]. And the complete conclusion can be found in Corollary 3.6. (iii)
of Cline and Samorodnitsky [11].

Theorem 1.A. For the random vector (X,Y), assume that X and Y are independent of each
other. If F € #_,, for some «a € [0,00) and EY*"¢ < oo for some € > 0, then H € Z_,, and

H(z) ~ EY°F(2). (1.2)

Since then, some papers have refined this result, see, for example, Jessen and Mikosch [22],
Denisov and Zwart [I3] and Resnick [34]. Among them, Proposition 2.1 of Denisov and Zwart
[13] weakens the moment condition of r.v. ¥ under some restrictions for distributions F' and G.

Theorem 1.B. For the random vector (X,Y), assume that X and Y are independent of each
other and F' € #Z_,, for some « € [0, 00) with a positive slowly varying function at infinity L(-).
If EY® < 0o, G(z) = o(F(z)) and

lim 1ilylng(ZE/y)/L($) < 00, (1.3)

then H € #_,, and (2] holds.

When F' is not necessarily a regularly-varying-tailed, some corresponding results can be
found in Hashorva et al. [21] for F' belonging to the max-domain of attraction of the Gumbel
or Weibull distribution and for G belonging to the max-domain of attraction of the Weibull
distribution, Arendarczyk and Debicki [I] for Weibull distributions F' and G, and Hashorva and
Li [20] and Cui et al. [12] for semi-regular-varying-tailed F', among others.

In addition, based on Embrechts and Goldie [I4], Cline and Samorodnitsky [I1] and Tang
[38], Xu et al. [45] gave an equivalent condition for H € . under the premise that F' € .. In
particular, if G is supported by [0, a] for some a > 0, then a related result can also refer to Cline
and Samorodnitsky [II]. Other qualitative results can be found in Tang [37], Liu and Tang [28§]
and so on.

In the case that X and Y are dependent, which is a common phenomenon in practice,
Maulik et al. [29] extended Breiman’s theorem to the case that Y is asymptotically independent
of X (in a sense stronger than the usual concept of asymptotic independence), Jiang and Tang
[23] extended it to the case that (X,Y") follows the two-dimensional Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern
(FGM) distribution, see case 1 after Definition [Tl below. Furthermore, Yang and Wang [40]
considered the two-dimensional Sarmanov distribution, see Sarmanov [35], which is more general
than the FGM distribution.



Definition 1.1. Say that the random vector (X,Y") follows a bivariate Sarmanov distribution,

if
oy
P(X <z,Y<y) = /_ /_ (1 + 001 (u)2(v)) F(du)G(dv)  for all z,y € (—o0,00), (1.4)

where ¢1(+) and ¢a(-) are two measurable functions, called kernels of this distribution, and the
0 is a real constant satisfying

E¢q (X) = E(ﬁg(Y) =0, (1.5)
and
1+0¢1(x)p2(y) >0 forall z € Dx and y € Dy, (1.6)
where
Dx={zeR: P(X e(x—3d,x+0)) >0 foreach d >0}
and

Dy ={y>0: PYe(y—9d,y+9)) >0 for each 6 > 0}.

Clearly, if 6 = 0, or ¢1(z) = 0 for all x € Dx, or ¢a(y) = 0 for all y € Dy, then X and Y
are independent. So, we say that a random vector (X,Y") follows a proper bivariate Sarmanov
distribution, if the parameter 6 # 0, and the kernels ¢ (-) and ¢2(-) are not identical to 0 in Dx
and Dy, respectively. For some more details on multivariate Sarmanov distributions, one can
refer to Lee [26], Kotz et al. [25], among others. Three common choices for the kernels ¢1(+)
and ¢o(-) are listed as follows.

Case 1. ¢1(x) =1 —2F(x) and ¢o(y) = 1 — 2G(y) for all x € Dx and y € Dy, leading to
the well-known FGM distribution;

Case 2. ¢1(z) = (7% — c1)1jg,00)(7) With ¢ = Ee_Xl{XZO}/P(X > 0) and ¢o(y) = e ¥ —
Ee™Y for all x € Dx and y € Dy;

Case 3. ¢1(z) = 2P — EXP and ¢o(y) = y? — EYP for all € Dx and y € Dy-.

Proposition 1.1 of Yang and Wang [46] remarks that for any proper bivariate Sarmanov
distribution, the kernels are bounded.

Proposition 1.C. Assume that random vector (X,Y’) follows a proper bivariate Sarmanov
distribution of the form (.4]). Then there exist two positive constants b; and by such that

|p1(z)| < by forall x € Dx and |¢2(y)| < bg for all y € Dy.

Motivated by Theorem 1.B and Jiang and Tang [23], using Proposition 1.A, Theorem 2.1 of
Yang and Wang [46] gives the following result.

Theorem 1.C. Let (X,Y) be a random vector with a bivariate Sarmanov distribution defined
by (L4 satisfying (LE) and (L6]). Assume that F' € Z_, for some o > 0 with a positive slowly
varying function at infinity L(-) and the limit lim ¢y (x) = d; exists. If either (i) EY*"¢ < oo
for some € > 0; or (i) EY® < oo, G() = o(F(x)) and there exist a positive function g(-) such
that (LIJ) holds and

lim sup L(z/y)/L(x) < oo, (1.7)
1<y<zg(z)
then it holds that B N
H(z) ~ E(s(Y)Y*)F(2), (1.8)

where s(y) = 1+ 6di¢2(y) for all y € Dy-.



Further, Remark 2.1 of Yang and Wang [46] shows that both Cases 1 and Case 2 satisfy all
the conditions of Theorem 1.C. And Remark 2.2 of Yang and Wang [46] notes that condition
(L) is properly weaker than condition (L3]).

We might as well call Theorems 1.A; 1.B and 1.C the Breiman’s theorem. Naturally, we
prefer to get a Breiman’s theorem in a general dependent structure between X and Y. In
addition, we intuitively believe that there should be some relationship between moment of Y
and function s(-).

In Section 2, we introduce a conditional dependent structure of random vector (X,Y), and
we give some concrete examples of conditional dependent random vectors, which show that the
conditional dependent structure is relatively large. We also get some interesting properties of
conditional dependent random vectors. Then, using a simple way, we prove a new Breiman’s
theorem for conditional dependent random vector (X,Y’). Finally, in Section 3, according to
this Breiman’s theorem, we obtain the asymptotic estimations of finite-time ruin probability
and infinite-time ruin probability in a discrete-time risk model with conditional dependent net
loss and random discount.

Here, we especially point out that moment condition of the above results is related to some
function s(-), see Definition [Z1] below. Thus, it is possible to reduce the order of these moments
in many occasions.

2 Breiman’s theorem for conditional dependent random vector

2.1 Concepts, Examples and Properties

We firstly introduce the concept of conditional dependent structure of random vector, for re-
search and application of which, please see, for example, Badescu et al. [4], Li et al. [27], Asimit
and Badescu [2], Jiang et al. [24].

Definition 2.1. Let (X,Y) be a random vector. For each x € (—o0,00) and y € Dy, assume
that the two limits

_ P(X>zYe(y—ty) . P(X>aYelyy+t)
lim and lim
o P(Y e(y—ty) 1o P(Y €ly,y+t))

are exist and equal, denoted by P(X > z|Y = y) and called the conditional distribution of X
under condition Y =y.

Say that (X,Y) is conditionally dependent (CD), if there exists a positive measurable function
s(+) on [0,00) such that

P(X > zlY =y) ~ F(z)s(y)
uniformly for all y € Dy, that is

limyseljjp P(X > z|Y =y)/(F(z)s(y)) — 1| = 0. (2.1)

Then we give some concrete examples of CD random vector. For simplicity, in the following,
we might as well set

P(X > z|Y =vy) :lgg]lP(X >a,Y €ly,y+1t)/P(Y €ly,y+1)).



Proposition 2.1. Let (X,Y) be a random vector with a bivariate Sarmanov joint distribution

defined by (1.4) satisfying (12) and (I4). If lim ¢1(z) = di holds for some d; € (—00,00), Pa(-)

is continuous on (0,00) and
s(y) =1+ 0digp2(y) >0  for ally € Dy, (2.2)
then (X,Y") is CD with the above function s(-) on Dy .

Proof. For each y € Dy, because ¢o(-) is continuous on y, then for any € € (0, 1), there
exists a 0 = 0(¢2(+),y,€) > 0 such that

|pa(v) — Pa(y)| < e for any |v —y| < 0.
Let t € (0,9), then
PX>aYelpytt)= [ [ (1+80ea)FaGar)
z  Jyy+t)

+/x /[y’yﬂ) 01 (u)(p2(v) — da(y)) F (du)G(dv)

< lor>) PO ey ) ([ (14 orlu)aty) Fldu)

+& (or —2) / 661(w)|F(du)).
Further, according to Proposition 1.C, we have

P(X >zl =9) = %P(X >z,Y €ly,y+1t)/P(Y €ly,y+1))
= [+ 0u(0al) Fiaw)
= [ (1 o) Flan) + [ 00a(0) (610) — ) Fida) 23)

xT

Therefore, by (22), (23) and ¢1(x) — d;, we have
Jo (L4 0diga(y)) F(du)

im su PX >y =y) — 1| =lim su
im s [y = F@)s(y)
+fxoo 06(y) (¢1(u) — di) F(du) 1‘
F(x)s(y)
— 0,
that is (X,Y") is CD. O

Now we pay attention to another dependent structure of two-dimensional random
vector, see, for example, Nelsen [30].

Definition 2.2. Say that a random vector (X,Y) follows a bivariate Frank distribution,

if for some 6 > 0,

(e—GF(m) _ 1)(6—GG(y) _ 1)
1)

P(XSx,YSy):—%ln <1+ ), x, y € (—o0,00). (2.4)
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Proposition 2.2. Let (X,Y) be the random vector with a bivariate Frank joint distribu-
tion defined by (2.9) for some 6 > 0, then (X,Y) is CD with the a positive measurable
function s(-) on (0,00) defined in (2Z3) below.

Proof. We first show that the following positive measurable function s(-) is positive and
bounded on (0, 00). In fact, because 6 > 0,

fe" fe=0CW) 0

O<1_6_6§8(y):1_6_9§1_6_6<oo for all y > 0. (2.5)

Secondly, we give the expression of P(X > z|Y = y). From (24]) and

lim(e™ —1)/v = —1,

v—0

for each pair x € (—o00,00) and y € Dy, we have

P(X <zY €lyy+t])
P(Y €[y, y+1])
| (6—0 _ 1) + (e—GF(m) _ 1)(6—9G(y+t) _ 1)
( (e ? — 1) + (e PF@ — 1)(e-050) — 1) )

P(X>:c|Y:y):1—lt1igl

—_

— 141
TPy <

—

Y,y +1])

—_

(6_9F(I) _ 1)(6_6G(y+t) — e_gG(y))
e — 1)+ (e 7@ — 1) (e 06w — 1))
(e70F@) — 1)(00w+) — ~0G())
= 1+Ilim
to OP(Y € ly,y + t])((e“’ — 1) + (e7F@) — 1) (e 0G0 — 1))
—0F(2) _ 1)p—0G() —0(cr—-cw) _
(e le i © 1
im

(77— 1)+ (¢ P70 — 1)(e-760 — 1) 16 6(Gly + 1) — Cly)

(e—GF(m) _ 1)6—9G(y)

(670 — 1) + (e 0F@ —1)(e-06() — 1)
-0 e—@F(x)

= 141 In{1
+t1i%19P(Y€ v,y +t]) n( +(

—

— 14+

- 1—

(&
(7= 1) + (7O — (e — 1)’

Finally, we prove that (X,Y) is CD. By
lim (™ — e‘eF(m))/F(x) = —fe’

and

OF (z) -0

lime™ =e 7,

we know that, for any € > 0, there exists xg = zo(F,0,e) > 0 such that, when x > x.

[(e™? — e_GF(m))/Qe_OF(x) +1]<e

and
e @ om0 < (1 - 6_6)/(69 —1).

Thus, for each x > xy and the above €, we have



P(X > o]y =y) P(X > afY = y) = Flx)s(y)

sup — — 1’ sup ’

yeDy F(:)s)s(y) yeDy F([K)S(y)
< Squ IP(X > 2|Y =y) — F(2)s(y)|(1 — e?) /(6 "F(z))

yely

e —1 e=0 — ¢—0F(x) F(z)fe 00w
T GF @) seny (e = 1) 1 (e @ — 1) (e 06w —1) 10

e —1 e 0 — e 0F@) 4 geOF (2) — G 'F(x) F(x)he ?CW) ‘
= ——su -

OF (x) y>13 (€70 — 1) + (e70F@) — 1)(e~9CGW) — 1) 1_e 0

6—0 _ e—@F(x) 1
< (1—e? )—_ 1 ‘
< (1-¢€7) fe—0F (z) + ysélll)% (e — 1) + (e F() —1)(e=6GW) — 1)
1 HC()
1—e? ‘
+( € )yseuDIz» (6_9 _ 1) + (e—GF(m) — 1)(6_9G(y) _ 1) + 1 — o0
< e+ sup }(e—GF(m) — ) (5w — 1)}/(1 —e%
yeDy
< e+ sup }(e_eF(“"’) — 6_9)}(69 —1)/(1—e?
yeDy

< 2e,

which implies (X, Y") is CD with the above s(-) on (0, 00) by the arbitrariness of .

O

The third two-dimensional joint distribution is as follows, see, for example,Li et.al[27].

Definition 2.3. Say that a random vector (X,Y") follows a bivariate Ali-Mikhail-Haq

(AMH) distribution, if for some 6 € [—1,1),

P(X <2,V <y)=F(z)G(y)/(1 — F(2)G(x)), =, ye (—o0,00).

(2.6)

Proposition 2.3. Let (X,Y) be the random vector with a bivariate AMH joint distribu-
tion defined by (2.4) with some § € [—1,1). When 6 € (—1,1), (X,Y) is CD with the a

positive measurable function
s(y) =1+6(1—-2G(y))  forall y>O0.
When 60 = —1,
P(X > 2|Y =y) ~ F(x)s(y) for each y >0
and

lim  sup ‘P(X > zlY =y)/(F(z)s(y)) — 1‘ =0,
y€Dy N(0,y0]

where s(y) = 2G(y) for ally > 0 and
yo =sup{y > 0: 3@2@) > 1}

However, (X,Y) is not a CD.

(2.7)

(2.8)

(2.9)



Proof. Along the proof line of Proposition 2.2 for each § € [—1,1), 2 € (—o0,00) and
y € Dy, we first get that

P(X>x\Y—y)—1—hmP(X<:c,Y€ v,y +1t)/P(Y €ly,y+1])

o L OF@) (@ +1) +C) + PF @)y + 18() - F(@) + 0F @) ()
£0 (1—0F(z)G(y+1t)(
OF (z) + 0*F(2)G (y)) F(x)

_ (1+6—20G(y) — . (2.10)
(1 - 6F(2)G(y))*
Further, for any € > 0, we take zy = zo(F,¢) > 0 such that F(z) < ¢ for all z > x.
Next, we prove that (X,Y") is CD for 6 € (—1,1). In fact,
P(X > z|Y =) ’

. Gly )(2—9F )( 0(1 —2G(y )))_ (1—6G%( “G‘F

yeDy (1+ (1 2G(y))) (1 — 6F ()G (y))’

p (|CDC=IFEIEW) e eat) -
: JeDy Q (1 - 6F(2)G(y))” ‘ ’ ’ (1+6(1 - 2G(y))) (1 - 6F(2)G(y))” DF( )

( 2+ 16l 1+ 16| )
(L—160le)> (L —10))(1—|0]e)?
Then we complete the proof by the arbitrariness of e.

For § = —1, by 2.10), 2.8) holds clearly. ([.9) comes from the following fact. For
the above s(-) = 2G(+), € and xy, when x > xy, we have

3

wp [PEZA =)y, 00 1
y€Dy N(0,y0] F(x)s(y) yeDy N0yl ' 2G( y)( x) (y))
< eDSI#I?O | ((3@(y) + QF(x)@z(y))/(l + F(2)G(y)) 2 F(x

< (34 2e)e/2.

Finally, we prove (X,Y") is not a CD. For the above ¢ and ¢, we further set € < 1/5. For
each x > xg, there exists y = y(F, G, ) > yp large enough such that
G(y) < F(z)(1 =5¢)/(2(1 +¢)?),

which leads to that
— =3

G(y) <e and 1>3G(y)+2F(2)G (y).

~—

Therefore, for the above x and y, we have

‘P(X >alY =y) 1‘ _ (1-3G (y) — 2F(2)G
F(x)s(y) G F(z)G

> (1-5e)F(z)/(2(14¢)°G(y))

> 1

Y



that is (X,Y") is not a CD. O

In Propositions 211 and 23 the functions s(-) are bounded. In fact, this is not an
individual phenomenon.

Proposition 2.4. Let (X,Y) be a CD random vector with a function s(-) in Definition
2. Then s(-) is bounded in y € Dy, that is there is a C' > 0 such that

s(y) < C for all y € Dy.

Proof. First, according to Definition I P(X > z|Y = y) < 1 for all y € Dy. And

because F' on (—o00,00), F'(z) > 0 for each x € (—o0,00). Thus, s(-) is finite by (2Z1]).
Secondly, we prove s(-) is bounded in Dy. Otherwise, there exist y, € Dy, n > 1
such that
Ynp T oo asn — oo and s(y,) >n forall n>1.

And by (27)), there exists xg = 2¢(X,Y) > 0 such that, when = > z,
F(x)s(y) <2P(X > z]Y =y) <2 for all y € Dy.

Take an integer ng = no(F, G, ) large enough such that F(zo)ng > 2. Then

F(20)8(Yng) > F(x0)n0 > 2,

which contradicts the previous inequality with z = 2y and y = y,,. O

In addition to the above three concrete examples, we also hope to find a more general
way to construct some CD random vectors.

Proposition 2.5. Let (£,7n) be a random vector with two marginal distributions U and
V oon (0,00). Assume that (£,7n) is CD and the corresponding function so(-) on (0, 00) is
continuous, that is there is a positive and continuous function so(-) on (0,00) such that

P >zn=1y) ~U(x)so(y) for each y € D,,.

Further, let X =& —n andY =n. IfU € £, then random vector (X,Y') still is CD with
a positive and continuous function s(-) on (0,00) satisfying

s(y) = so(y)Eso(Y) for each y € Dy = D,,.

Proof. Because (,n) is CD, by U € £, we have

Fz) = /D P(¢ > 2+ vl = 0)V(dv) ~ / Tz + v)s0(0)V (dv) ~ T(2)Eso(n)

D,

and

P(X >z Y € [y,y—l—t)) = P(f—n >x,n € [y>y+t)) NU(:&)/ so(v)V (dv)

[y,y+t)
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for any ¢ > 0 and for each y € D,. Thus, according to Proposition 2.4 and by the
continuity of s(-), for each y € D,,, we know that Esq(n) < co and

PX >y =y) =lmP(—n>znelyy+1)/P(n€lyy+1)
~ F(x)so(y)Eso(n),
that is (X,Y") is CD with s(-) = s¢(-)Eso(n) on Dy = D,,. O
We have reason to believe that there are many ways to construct CD random vec-

tors. Therefore, we can say that there are many CD random vectors. More importantly,
however, we find a somewhat surprising conclusion from the above proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Let (X,Y) be a CD random vector with the corresponding function s(-)
on (0,00). If X is independent of Y, then s(y) = 1 for all y € Dy. On the contrary,
s(y) =1 for all y € Dy cannot implies the independence of X and Y .

Proof. We only need to prove the second conclusion. In fact, in Proposition 2.5 if £ is
independent of 7, then so(y) = 1 for all y € D,. Thus, according the proposition, we
know that s(y) = so(y)Eso(n) = 1 for all y € Dy. However, X = £ —n is not independent
of Y = n clearly. O

2.2 A new Breiman’s theorem

In this subsection, we prove a new Breiman’s theorem for CD random vector (X,Y).

Theorem 2.1. Let (X,Y) be CD random vector. Assume that marginal distributions
F e % for some o > 0 with a positive slowly varying function at infinity L(:) and G
satisfies condition that G(x) = o(F(x)). If either (i) for some e > 0,

EY**5(Y) < o0; (2.11)
or (i) L(-) satisfies (I} for some positive function g(-) in (D) and
EY“s(Y) < oo, (2.12)
then
H(z) = P(XY > 2) ~ EY°s(Y)F(x). (2.13)

Proof. We firstly prove (ii). B
Because Z_, C D and G(x) = o(F(x)), there is a positive function g¢(-) satisfying
(LI) according to Proposition 1.A. We take g(-) to sprite

L zg(x) 00
H(x) = (/0 +/ ( ))P(X >a/y|Y = y)G(dy) = Pi(z) + Pa(z).  (2.14)
For Py(z), by (LI) and F(z) = O(H(x)), we have
Py(z) < G(zg(z)) = o(F(x)) = o(H(x)). (2.15)
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For Py(z), by (L7) and (1), there exist four positive constants xo = zo(F) and
C1 = C1(x0) < Co = Co(zg) < C3 = Cy(o),
when z > g, it holds uniformly for all y € (0, zg(z)] that

P(X > z/ylY = )19 (y) < P(X > 2|Y = y)1oq1(y)
+P(X > 2/ylY = y) 11 0q)(y)

< Ci(F(2)s(y) o) + F(@/y)s()Leq0 ()
< Co(s(y) 1o (y) +ys(w)L(z/y) /L)1 (1,ug0) (v)) F(2)
< Cs(s()Lo(y) +y"s(y) 1,00 (y) F (). (2.16)

Thus, according to dominant convergence theorem, by (2.16]) and ([2.12), we know that
lim Py (z) /F(z) = / lim (P(X; > z/y|Y = y) /F(2)) 104 ()G (dy)
0

_ / i (/) ) F(2)) Loty (0)3(0) G dy)
= EY“s(Y). (2.17)

Combining (2.14), 2.I5) and 2I7), we get (2I3) immediately.

Next, we prove (i). To this end, we only need to deal with L(z/y) /L(z) in the third line
of (216). According to Potter’s theorem, see, for example, Theorem 1.5.6 of Bingham
et al. [5], for the above z( large enough and the ¢ in (ZIII), when = > x(, there is a
C3 = C3(F, xg,e) > Cy such that

L(z/y)/L(x) < C3y™*=. (2.18)

Thus, by ([2I8) and (2I1)), according to dominant convergence theorem, we know that

2.17) still holds.
Combining (Z.I4), (2I5) and 2I7), 2I3) still is holds. O

According to Theorem 2. T]and Proposition[2.1] we can get the following results directly.

Corollary 2.1. Let (X,Y) be a random vector with a bivariate Sarmanov joint distribu-
tion defined by (1) satisfying (173) and (I.8). Assume that all conditions of Proposition
(21 are satisfied, then (213) holds with s(-) in (2.3).

Remark 2.1. (i) According to Proposition 1.C or Proposition[2.4, we know that, there
are two positive constants C7 and Cy such that

EY*"s(Y) < C1EY*™  and EY“*s(Y) < CLEY?,

that is the order of EY*“*s(Y) (or EY“s(Y)) is not stronger than EY**¢ (or EY*).
In the following, however, we give a concrete random vector (X,Y"), which satisfies all
the conditions of Corollary[Z1l and the order of EY *s(Y") is significantly lower than that
of EY®. In other words, this result can substantially improve the moment condition of
Theorem 1.C for many casses.

12



Example 2.1. Let (X,Y) be a random vector with a bivariate Sarmanov joint distribution

defined by (1.7)).
In (17), we take a positive measurable function ¢1(-) on (—o0, 00) such that E¢y(X) =

0 and ¢1(x) — dy > 0. Further, if we take
0=1/(hEQ1+1/Y)) and ¢o(y)=1/(1+y)—1/(0d1)  for ally >0,
then 0 > 0, ¢o(+) 1s a continuous function on (0, 00),
s(y) =1+ 0dipo(y) =0dy /(L +y) >0  forall y>0

and
Ego(Y)=E1/(1+Y)—1/(6d,) = 0.

Thus, (I.3) and (L8) are satisfied. At this time,
EY®s(Y)=EY*/(14+Y) < G(1) + EY* '1yoq).

(ii) Theorem 1.C does not require conditions that ¢o(-) to be continuous and s(y) > 0
for all y > 0. Thus, both Corollary [21 and Theorem 1.C" have their own independent
values. Of course, in our opinion, it is more substantial to reduce the order of moments
of Y.

And according to Theorem 2.1}, Proposition and Proposition 23] by (Z.3]), we also
have the two following results.

Corollary 2.2. Let (X,Y) be a random vector with a bivariate Frank joint distribution
defined by (2.4). Assume that all conditions of Proposition[2.3 are satisfied, then (2.13)
holds with s(-) in (Z3).

Corollary 2.3. Let (X,Y) be a random vector with a bivariate AMH joint distribution

defined by (2.8). Assume that all conditions of Proposition[2.3 are satisfied, then (213)
holds with s(+) in the proposition.

Corollary 2.4. Let (X,Y) be a random vector defined by Proposition[Z.3. Assume that
all conditions of the proposition are satisfied, then (2.13) holds with s(-) in the proposition.

3 Applications to risk theory

We first introduce a discrete-time risk model which was proposed by Nyrhinen [32] [33].
In the above model, within period i, the net insurance loss (i.e. the total claim amount
minus the total premium income) is denoted by a r.v. X; with a common distribution F’
on (—o0,00). And the random discount factor Y; from time ¢ to time ¢ — 1 with a common
distribution G on (0,00). As in Norberg [32], X,,, n > 1 and Y, n > 1 are called by
insurance risks and financial risks, respectively. For each integer n > 1, the sum

5= xIIv, (3.)
=1 j=1
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represents the stochastic discount value of aggregate net losses up to time n. Let z > 0
be the initial wealth of the insurer, then the finite-time ruin probability at time n and
the infinite-time ruin probability can be respectively defined by

Un(r) = P( max S > x) (3.2)
and
Y(x) = lim ¢(z,n) =P(sup S, > ). (3.3)
n—00 n>1

On the study of the asymptotics of 1, (z) and ¢(x), when {X; : i > 1} and {Y; : i > 1}
are independent of each other, please refer to Tang and Tsitsiashvili [40], 41], Goovaerts
et al. [19], Wang et al. [43], Wang and Tang [44], Zhang et al. [48], Chen and Yuen [§],
Shen et al. [36], Gao and Wang [I8], Tang et al. [42], Yi et al. [47], Zou et al. [49], Cheng
et al. [9] and Xu et al. [45] among others.

Let vector (X,Y) be an independent copy of (X;,Y;) for all ¢ > 1. When (X,Y)
follows a certain dependent structure, there are also some corresponding results. Among
them, Chen [7] has obtained the following result that, for each fixed n,

W@, n) ~ i P(XZ- I1v > :1:) (3.4)

under some conditions, where (X,Y") follows a common bivariate FGM distribution. And
Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 of Yang and Wang [46] give the following two results for
(X,Y) following a common bivariate Sarmanov distribution. .

Hereafter, we denote by H; the distribution function of X, H;:l Y;, © > 1. Clearly,
H1 - H

Theorem 3.A. In the described discrete-time risk model, assume that {(X,Y), (X;,Y) :

i > 1} are i.i.d. random vectors. Under the conditions Theorem 1.C, for each fixed integer
n > 1, it holds that

W(w,n) ~ (E(s(Y)Yo‘) (1—E"Y®) /(1 - Eya))ﬁ(x), (3.5)

where s(y) = 1+ 0d1¢2(y), y € Dy. Among them, we naturally agree that
(1—-E"Y%)/(1-EY®) =n, if EY®=1 (3.6)
Theorem 3.B. In the described discrete-time risk model, assume that {(X,Y), (X;,Y;) :

i > 1} are i.i.d. random vectors. Under the conditions (i) of Theorem 1.C, for each fixed
integer n > 1, it holds that

b(z) ~ <E(3(Y)Ya)/(1 - EY“))F(I), (3.7)

where s(y) = 14 0d1¢2(y), y € Dy. Furthermore, (8.3) holds uniformly for all n > 1.
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Clearly, these two results describe the concrete influence of Sarmanov dependent struc-
ture of (X,Y’) on ruin probability.

In this section, using Theorem 1] we respectively give two asymptotic estimates of
ruin probability of the discrete-time risk model, where the net loss and random discount
are CD. Here, we can also find the influence of the CD structure on the ruin probability.

Theorem 3.1. In the described discrete-time risk model, assume that {(X,Y), (X;,Y;),
i > 1} are i.i.d.random vectors. Under the conditions of Theorem [21), (33) holds with
s(+) in definition 2 for each fized integer n > 1.

Proof. We deal with case (i) and case (ii) together.
To prove (B.3]), we only need respectively to prove that

Hi(r) = P(X;Y;--- Y] > 2) ~E7YEY*s(Y)F(x) (3.8)
and

vlam) ~ 3 () (39)

for all integers 1 < ¢ < n and each n > 1 by induction.
We first prove ([B.8]). According to Theorem 2], (B:8)) holds for i = 1 obviously, which
implies H; € Z_, with a slowly varying function at infinity

Li(z) ~ EY°s(Y)L(x),

where L(+) is a slowly varying function at infinity of distribution F'.
Assume that ([B8) holds for each integer ¢ > 1 and H; € #_, with a slowly varying
function at infinity L;(-) satisfying

Li(z) ~ ET'YY*EY“s(Y) L(x). (3.10)
Clearly, replacing L(-) with L;(-), condition (7)) is still satisfied and
G(z) = o(F(z)) = o(Hi(z)) for each i > 1.

Recall that (X;,Y7), @ > 1 are i.i.d. random vectors. Thus, according to Theorem 211 by
induction assumption, it holds that

Hii(z) = P((Xi1Yisr -+ Y)Y > ) ~ EY“H;(2) ~ ECPVTIYOBY *s(Y) F(x),

that is (B.8) and (3I0) hold for i + 1 and H;41 € Z_,.
Secondly, we prove ([3.9). To this end, we note that for each n > 1,

P(S, > z) < (z,n) gP(inﬁYj >x)

i=1

and (X 1,Y) also is CD. This indicates that if we can establish
P(S, > x) ~ Y Hi(z),
i=1
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then the asymptotic formula

P (i lei[yj > g:) ~ Y H(r) (3.11)

3

i=1

should hold as well. Furthermore, since (X,Y), (X;,Y;), i > 1 are i.i.d. random vectors,

it holds that ,
So=> X[V =Y x[[Yi=T n=z1,
i=1 =1 i=1 j=i

where < stands for equality in distribution. Therefore, in order to prove (39), we only
need to prove that

P(T}, > ) Z H,(x ( — E"YY)EY°s(Y) /(1 — EYQ))F(:,;) (3.12)

by induction on n.

Clearly, according to Theorem R.I], by F' € #_,,, we know that (8.12) holds for n =1
and FT1 =H, eZ%_,.

For the sake of brevity, we only prove ([BI2) for n = 2 in detail. By the method that
has been used many times before, we have

o zg(x)
Fra(a) ~ / P(X1Yi + X; > 2/y|Ys = y)G(dy)

— /Oxg(x) </_Zy+/x: P(Xy > z/y —2|Ys = y)Hl(dy)>G(dy)
Pi(z) + Pa(x)

Now we deal with Py(x). To this end, by any h(-) € %, we further split
zg(z) :v/y h(z/y) z/y—h(z/y) z/y
= () oo L)
0 h(z/y) h(z/y) [y—h(z/y)
P(X2 > x/y — z|Yy = y)Hyi(d2)G(dy)
= Pll(l’) + Plg(l’) + Plg(llf) + P14(Zl§'). (314)
By F € %_,, we know that
zg(z)
Pu@ s [ Fla/sto)h(~h(a/)Gldy)
0
o zg(x)
S H(=h(1/g@)F@) [ (s Lle/v) /L) Gldy)
0
= o(F(x)). (3.15)
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According to Proposition 1.B (i), by F' € Z_,, we have
zg(x) h(z/y)
Pio(z) ~ / S(y)/ P(Xy > x/y — 2)Hi(dy)G(dy)
0 —h(z/y)
zg(z)
~ [ Famstic)

— EY°s(Y)F(x). (3.16)

And according to Proposition 1.B (ii), by (B.8) with i = 1 and F' € #Z_,, using integration
by parts, we have

zg(z) z/y—h(z/y)
Pute)~ [ s [ R >y 2
0 h(x/y

zg(w) z/y—h(z/y)
~ / S() / i (x/y — u)F(du)G(dy)
0 h(z/y)

zg(x)
~ /0 s(y)o(?(x/y))G(dy)
= o(F(x)). (3.17)

Finally, by (8.8) with ¢ =1 and F' € #Z_,, again, we get that
zg(x)
Pu) < [ PLOYE € (afy — hla/y).a/u)Gldy)
0

= [ o )t
= o(F(z)). (3.18)
Next, we deal with Po(z). On the one hand, it is obvious to get that
Py(z) < EY*H(z) ~ EY*EY“s(Y)F(x). (3.19)

On the other hand, according to Fatou Lemma, by (B8], for any a > 1, we have

liminf Py(z) /Hy(z) > / liminf/ P(Xy>z/y —z|Ys =vy)

Loz aw/p H1(d2) Ly <ageyy / Hi ()G (dy)
> / liminf/ P(Xs > —(a—1)z/yYs =y)

Loz aw/pp H1(d2) Ly <ageyy / Hi ()G (dy)
= / liminf P(Xy > —(a — 1)x/y|y> = y) Hi(az/y) /Hi(z)G(dy)

—00

— / ~ lim inf Hy(az/y)/H(z)G(dy)

—00

= a “EY“%s(Y). (3.20)
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Let a | 1, combining with (8.19), we know that

Py(x) ~ EY®EY*s(Y)F(x). (3.21)
Hence by BI3)-BI8) and B2I)), (B12) is holds for n = 2.
This completes the proof of Theorem B.11 O

Theorem 3.2. In the described discrete-time risk model, assume that {(X,Y),(X;,Y:),
i > 1} are i.i.d.random vectors. Under the conditions of Theorem([21 (i), (3.7) holds with
s(+) in definition 2] for each fized n > 1.

The proof of this theorem is completely similar to the proof of Theorem 4.2 of Yang
and Wang [46], and we have omitted its details. On the contrary, the proof of Theorem
Bl is substantially different from the proof of Theorem 1.C.
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