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Abstract

RREERIC B B ) A /BRI T B B EOTIRRSROY — <1 25X 5. 1
2, fERRE R~ DR NIk U 7 4530 F Bk LB DO BIZE £ UM AT 5.

1 41> hO% o3y

REBEETIE, FBREIA L ZHVDAEIRL 72 Y R 7 BRI 5 2 B ERER (ruin -
probability) 23K 5 Z &L BEET, 1903 ££0 Lundberg [13] BMBER IR EI TV 3.

EHELL VAZBER I, xe (0,00) R AMBEA, BEHCE 2L £ TORBER
B, FERER J, 24 ¢ ifé@i’i%b»’ﬁ%ﬁt Lz &, RODEIIZEBINS : _

R, =x+C(t)—J.

K2, c € (0,00) 2 BNBFE D72 D DLRBEMIA L L C(t) =ct LRI, BEADOR
TV VRN, 2R ¢ £ COZXI N, HAIE SR EARRERT V)i, (N,
EHEMIT) BEZIWEEHE L, J, = Zf‘i’l Y, 25250135 & & Cramér-Lundberg €7
NEWEND. F£7-, N, WEEBRBOL &, Sparre-Andersen € 7L L IEIEN 3.
CORICERERERDEZ X5 X 5. R<0LBRBILEWELTHE, WERLIXT, =
inf{t>0:R <0} LEHEIND. 7L, inf0=c0 2T 3. '

EH 1.2 BERRE o(x) = P(r, < o) L EHT 5.
Cramér-Lundberg € 7V, Y; BHARHE 0 € (0, 00) DIFEAHIZHS & &,

&(x) = g exp (— (e —CZ)/Ix)

ERBIEDVHONTWS, FHMPZOMOFERIZFH LF (1], IT>2[2], Grandell
O] RBET B L L\



WTETIHERERIZBS T EEF TR, RRATBLRECERLZBREE TR
HARAATZRENRINTETWS., TOBIZ, EHOBLELOREL UTHF
AW 0RCAVShE, ZZTWHIRHEEE, ETEBELEY A ZBRERR IEED
SHELBEREMA-HRE (688 X, 8T 3BEETHD, HAIIHLTY R

EIRL 728 E L e o T WA, REZ, VA7 EBKLBREROMABRIIESERAR

M#Oﬁ%M&iﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ(§<®%u,ééﬂﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ&g%ﬁﬁéhé)
TREAIND., SABRKCEATIIVFHELVWI L BHEE 1] 2SF I35 L L.
RRBIIZ BT 2 Y A7HERTIX, SHBERE UCHEREABER 2HVW5 Z L%
W, ZOEHIEW2PEZSND. BEESABERIIE ALY A BB %) HE
B (HBEPRFELY) OhTRRE-2H ) AZERENEL, F0EHIMREFHR
RRBEOFHIE L TWBeEXS5NS. £-HOEBEL LT, Ferguson [5]IZH
WT, BEVEET 2RI T, BHREDHBREE - HESHRREE2EX S Z
ERHEMREB/MET I L LAMBTHE 205 FTREPEEI NI EHITo NS,
Browne [4] Tl&;, ZOFRIE—EORHETTCRIEFEINDEH, —BROEDOEAZ2RKEOR
EEENEET IR TRV IRV IEARINT VS, AT, Z0k5%
BRDSEFEDOY R 7 HIRIZE T 2 HEBEHFHRACREICE T 2852 (Browne
[4], Fernandez etal. [6], Badaouietal. [3], Hataetal. [10]) DY —RA %2523, K
FCIEMIZE Y EIF SN whZofitic®, Hippetal [11] TRELEERZL, f&
MR #E 1= Black-Scholes E 7V 2 RE L, BREMEZR/MLT 5B T 2 Bl
25 ZT\W3. Gaieretal. [8] % Hipp etal. [12] Ti%, [11] & AFEDORM T, BHERER
DHHEHIMEHE (Lundberg 80 I DWW THNR SN T WS, Ynagetal [15] Tk, B2
ENEIEL, GMREEIZ Black-Scholes EF IV ZREL, YV AZBRER Y ¥ v THEK
BEZRE L RO T T, BEEHESARKMEES L CEERRREARE I
XUT, Bolimg: Y 2RKdT W5, Wang [14] TlX, KLBENFEL, BREEIX
Black-Scholes € 7V Tk H B ML EEDBEEZE X, Y AT BRER, OFKINRLERRE
J BB THER R AT VY TBEL WO RET, BHEEHSMERAML
MRS & OCEERRRAEBICI T LT, RERgR Y %ﬁ&)’clﬂf Hipp etal. [11],
Gaier et al. [8] ® Hipp etal. [12] 2 8RR 2 52 T 5.

2 EFILBLUOBEDETE

QF  (Fo P27 AN U= a U EEHRERERE T3, 72720, (Fleo &
BEOSRMGEH-TLTH. ARICHET 2HRBBIZTART (Fle-HELT5. %
7z, ZIRTTHHRDLOBEREHBH, UTCHTL 2 BRIEIMEDOZHDITRT 1K
LT B,

GDP R RERL L DORIET 7 7 BB (Z,) im0 JIRDHERMH FRERHS> £ T5 :

dz, = g@ydt+ o pfpdW® + \1-p2dW?}, Zy=zeR. 2.1)
EEU, o BEDEE, p e [-1,1], (FV), (W) 2M 275 5 v @s e L,

g:R-o-RETD. AHTERIZIT 77 XBRPEOLEDIE, 7727 X2ETFNVEFHL
T\ % Badaoui et al. [3] £ Hataetal. [10] 7217 TH 5.
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r i, o:R->REZNFNGR], BREED) X—V, GREEDORS T4 T4
ERIBEBEL TS, REEERRE (S))no HIRDEMH ABRAHKSI LTS :

ds) =r(Z)Sjdt, S§=s53(>0). (2:2)
FEFRERERIE (S }o IFIRDBERMD FRAHKS 55 :
ds, = S {u(Z)dt + o(Z)aW®}, So = 50 (> 0). (2.3)

AT, UFEHCEET 5.

RE 21 g, 4, o X 2.1 BEITQ3) VRBERFOISRBEKRE T3, ¥/, ridas
(2.2) BREERO XS BB L T 5.

RS R, U, N RBERE (AZ))o O Cox BEET 5. (Ylers KHTAS
i v 2 RO EMEMREBIIT, (W), (WD), (N} L3I §5. Y AZBRER, I,

Ni
R,=x+ct—ZY,- ‘ 24)
: i=1

rRINBZLOLT .

= (M) BERZNZ BT BEREEADREFEL T3, Thid, EYLAES &M
W72 T (F)oo-RBHTHELERRD L SHABK LN, ThoDELALERT I
T3, ne AKKHLT, YVAZBRLEBEIZ L DEREEMZ-EBRE (X)) HHRD
kI izkIhsed5:

‘ Ny ! 0
das)) .
X =x+ct— ) Yi+ nu-(-l'f—"+(X”—7ru) =} 2.5)
! o S “ S0
i=1 u u

T>0%%HHE U, Ux) 20ABHE T2, ZX5MEIRROELSIZRIHhD :
sup E, [UGD)]. 2.6)
neA

RHCARETIE, A UTHREM A UR) = Lo (v < (0,00) 2 E X 3.
3 {/ER
3.1 Browne [4] D#ER

Z DOHITIX, Ferguson [5]DFAUZN U TE X %5 X 7= Browne [4] DERIZDOWTHE
N5, Z2EEL LOBREEOREL, r@) =0, u@) =y c@) =0 (>0)DEE%E
EZTWS. 2%, 777 2aRIFEGRET, FEOSMNOLLEELHFELRWVWE
ExEZD. ¥7z, Browne [4] TIXV AZBRER L UT, MDRY I MNFETSY v
EHE) {I_Qz}tzo i’%if W5
- ' dR, = adt + BdB,.
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U, @, B(>0)IER, B IIERTS Y VEHL L, EIWDPB]=pot i3 T
5. ZhiE, (N)DPBEAGODRT Y VBBL Lz ED (4 DY A 7B (R) %,
a=c-AE[Y\], fA=AE[Y L LTEBLBRELEZSNhD. Z0LE, BRI

dF dR, + ﬂ,f'

YUTEXTWS, £EL, TITRHERDT < o LT [/ nd < o aus. 2 W
THIE IR B, 20 L RSN LT, KBS, :

£ 3.1 (Theorem 1 in Browne [4)) %&iﬁﬁf#ﬁ]ﬁﬁmkftﬁﬁ (2.6) 1L T, %J@%‘E
BIMERD 1< TIRMULT, o= L -2 TEX5NE. &7z, HEK W, x) RO
LTk
1 2 . 1\
Wtx) =~ exp {—yx +(T—1) ("2—/3(1 - y(a _ pobp_ 3 (f‘—) ))}

a
=inf(t>0: X7 =z 2L, "=min{rl,77) LT 5. TO&E, RIPKYILD.
R 3.2 (Theorem 2 in Browne [4])

.. a@—pPujo+ D Y A PN I TAY _ M pB
T T R(-A e G R I R

9%, a<x<biZNUTPUXT > blX, = x) = P(T" = T§|Xp = x) ZRAILT BRIREIC

™ =

XNUT, REEKIr=Cti3.

ZIT, nt20ThY, y=n* DL EHBEFHHRKFEEOREE & F Uiz
D, Ferguson [S] DFHBE DML > TWB I LR h 5.

WITERD t € [0, TSR UTHE D ANGIRO0 < 7, < XT DT CHERROR/MEEH
Z, % DREEHE % Browne [4] D Theorem 3 TE X TW5. X7z, E5[RE4(>0) &
UT, BEaIZBELZORINVTFA MG 02X S> Lz &n, E5HIFFRIIL
T4 EE/MET AHREIZX LT, Browne [4] @ Theorem 4 THREWRK* 52X T35

BRI, EOSMERFOTLEEVRHDHLE, 2D ) =r>0058%2EX 5.

M 3.3 (Theorem 5 in Browne [4]) SEBEARFR AR KILIE 2.6) i LT, &BER
Mt 7 ”t - ﬂ;r er(T-9 _ poﬁ Lz,

—HT, ROEBEHLEZ SNQTWS,

FEIE 3.4 (Theorem 6 in Browne [4]) P(X%. > b) L2 5 HER 2 R ALT 208 (0% b,
WEMR L B/MET A8 oL T, BlBIERO L3 iIz525603 ¢

7r*(x)=—i—’:{\/(rx+af e r)) +(1 - po),BQ( )2—(rx+a)}.

i

INSDEENS, EOSHERHORLEENEET S L %, Ferguson [5] D FHEH
iYL TWRWZ EHGHh 5
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3.2 Fernindez et al. [6] DFER

{RiZ Fernandez et al. [6] DFERZMENATS. ZIZTIE, r@ =r (= 0), u@) =4
oc@=0(>0), A2)=A1(>0&T3. L7zA>T, EMREEILBlack-Scholes € F IV T,
U Z 2 821X Cramér-Lundberg € TNV DFEEE X TS, £/, (N} & (W) i3z &
T5. ALY R ERBEO—BDOBEEZEL TS, 20, YABEBU:R->R
i3, C2(R) T, MBHFPEMAHAOPBMAREHREL T3, 72, P(n| <4, 0<t<T)=1
T E, HFERBBLITR. 72770, 4, ZEBBICKELZERE TS, ZorE,

W(s, %) = sup B, [U (XD)]
neA
L5 &, W(s,x) 12X Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman(EJB) HERIZHES :

V,+ il:]g{;ﬂ' Vix + 7r(;1 ~r)+ rx} v, } +cVy + zlfo‘w (Vit,x —y) = V(t, x)} v(dy) = 0,./
3.1
V(T,x) = U(x).
Rz, BEBEIAOBEIZ, HIB ARRXG.D) 2HAVTROBERENEBE SN TS,
EHE 3.5 (T heorem 3.1 in Fernandez et al. [6]) fom exp(dyyev(dy) < oo 72 51X, EEEEIZ

W(t x) =—— exp {—%(# ,,)2

- .
(T-0+ %(1 -+ f Bsds — yxe'™ ")}
t

T, BB .

= —-—-70_2 efr(T -
TEZ 503, 2L, B = fow{exp(yye’(T")) -IMdy) &5, £/, r=0DL ¥,
INTNROES 155 : '

o

1 1 u . N
W(t, x) = -—; exp{—zg(Tjt)+cy(T—t)+/],BT(T—t_)—yx}, = pomg

Z DEGEEIE X, ThENER 3.1 B L 3.3 (Browne [4] D Theorem 1 5 KU 5) D
Po = 0DIFHEIZHNIGELTWB Z L4 Hh 5. Fernandez et al. [6] D Theorem 2.1 T,
—f DV R 7 |6l EER 3 FABA R X3 B verification theorem LE5EZL6HTWVWS.

(KLEBZIEIIE$U)F§%LOL‘T%/TT5

%878 3.6 (Proposition 4.1 in Ferndndez et al. [6])

L Y, D54, 0<u<K<ooLJTL'C777;<'7TJ§L(u)b=TT3“Z>t“d'é ES
72, K<oo D& Elim, x L) =00 T, r20ND& %,

{c+('u_r)2} -20>0

yo?

147



EWET LTS, KK, EN]=0LT5. ZOLE, MEMER
P(sup -X; > O) <e?*
s<t

LB, 2L, & BIROFBADEDHEL TS :

h(6) = -6 {c + ("y;:)z}e-” + %2(’;2;;2)25” +A(LB)—-1)= 0.

2r=07T, §' 2 ROHBRDMEL TS : h'(6) = ~dc+ ALE - 1) = 0 LT 5.
C<y<lors, 6 <o BmbiIo.

Z D6 1% Lundberg (G2 R L, ZIZTREE®HSH, BLWL—bE2EBTWS. Z
DMEDIERIE, Gaier et al. [8] % Hipp et al. [12] DIERZEALBEDIZHR > TN 3B.
% 7z, Proposition 4.2 in Fernindez et al. [6] T, Y; 23 0 OIREH 1 ICHES J/EIT,
FOELWVERESZTWVWS.

3.3 Badaoui et al. [3] DFER

Badaoui et al. [3] DERIZDOVWTHENTE. ZITR, BERID=1G0LL,
TANIL—=YavidF=cW, WP, Yili,;s<t,i21) T 5. LT, YR
7 1821 Cramér-Lundberg €E 7 VDIFEZEXTW5. EREECZIX 7727 XETL,
FRCHERARS T4 VT4 ETNVEBALTWS. BIXIE, g@)=ak-2) (@>0,
WEE) , u@ =u, c@ =D EScott EFT N LIEIENS. BRHRS T4 VT4 E
TV DOFMIL Fouque etal. [7] 22 BE XK. 7=, (N} & (WD), (wP) i3s3 5.

r(2) X IEMEZERGRIT, ERDze RICHUTrz) <ui) 2#-3¢35%. 22T
DAL, AUHi L BAROZKELFHEZTH]RIEOZ L2 WS, ZDL &, '

W(s,x,z) = sup ES,x,z.[U(A”Ir')]
BEZD. W(s,x,z) XIRD HIB HRENIZHES -
Pl fo m{V(t,x ~3,2) = V(t, %, 2)W(dy) + sup L"VG, %2 =0, V(T,x2) = U®. (32)
RIU, ERAERRIEAD E 5 RSB
LV, x, z)’ =V+ %a(z)zﬂz Vet %of,V,, +00 T (Z)V iz +(c+ @) - rE@)m+r@)x) Ve +g(@) V..

Rz, HEBEZIHBBERCT, p=0, r@=r(>0), g@)x—RY 7>y Uhrof
AEBRET 5. £7, YOO BERPO 1 BEABARLICET 5L &, V(,x,2) =
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—&(t,2) exp (—'yxe’(r ")) LB L, Et2) BIRDHRAZ T

1 ® 7- '
ti- 5ot Tt [ (1)) g 63

+sup {_%O_(Z)ZKZ,YZle(T D 4yt TN u(z) - r)n} =0, &z =1. -

neR
IDEE, FRRQGBI) OB, ) 2FAVTIROERIB SN S,

IR 3.7 (Theorem 4.2 in Badaoui et al. [3)) [} exp(8yye’W(dy) < o, [ yexp(8yye’™)
v(dy) < o0 ZARET 5. ZDLE, fEEEIE W, x,z2) = -&(F,2)exp (—yxe’(T")) T, &
ML 7y = LaerT) L 2%, r = 0D L EW, W(t,x2) = &t 2)exp(-yx) T,

. _pZ) A
7= D vy B

Badaoui et al. [3]  Theorem 4.1 TlZ, (3.3) DIRDEEE —BEMIZDOWTH L SHT W
%. ¥ 7z, Theorem 6.1 Ti&, WXEEMERIZXTT 5 Lundberg R D LR %, 0y < o() < 0y
POr<py<pu() S BT EBPFETILVWIREDTTEXITWA.

3.4 Hata etal. [10] DEHER

Hata et al. [10] DFERERBNTE. ZZ T, r@) =r(0), i) = 4z +a, g(2) =
Bz+b, o) =0 (>0), A2) = A2+ 2T 5. 727U, 4, a, B, bIIEE, A, 2 i
EDEH LTS, LidoT, AREEICIZY 77 X @2 REL, BEARN X
Cox BRERETS. £/, F=ocWP, WO, N, Vily«:s<t, i) 233, 22
T, [Tfds <coas BHRHLOLE, x EHABKLITE. UTOKRE, K
TOBETHHY IO, = 2Tl 1 RCOBTREERRTH L,

RS HBERIC N LT, IROMESARKILEEEZE XS :

W(S9 x, Z) = sup Es,x,z [U(X}r')] N
neA

ZDLE, ROFRVROND.

T 3.8 (Theorem 3.1 in Hata et al. [10) [~ expQyyeT(dy) < o0 EET B, DL
&, BEBNE &R W, x,2) R TEX BB

1
ny = ;e"’ T-05-2 (a —-r+ AZ; - poo DU, Zt)) ’
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1 7 [ |
W(t,x,z) = ——exp (—'17(t, z) —cy f e Tds + A f f (e"y" o _ 1) v(dy)ds — yxe’(T_’)) .
Y t t Jo



727U, Wt,2) = %}:’(t)z2 +q@Oz+ k() T, P@®), q@); ko) XZThZTNROEWMD HRER
DL T3 .

r(T—1)

P,(t)+2(B Placds )P(t)+——2Af (7

a0 + (B - A7) g(t) + P(O)b + (4 — paa,P(t))“a—_z_’_ =0, ¢(T) =0,

1 —r) | 1(a-rp
k(O + 5050 + 4 {b - pory =} + E(iazl =0, KI)=0.

— 1)W(dy) = 0, P(T) =0,
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