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7, AR BAERIRNZ T 200 HE.

HHEAROLT, R R R 2% 09 R R B = i 1 D7 U R IR . R,
1 PRETTRE S B R E SO — XU, ABEPLA R X SRR, X WHZ R T
SR WG RE AT LAE 1R X B LA R A BEALAE AR A SEBUMEL. Sl AT A T X S R S
B, RERERELAS S o AR, RETT %R (PREE) il < 5 BRI AR H(X), BN
TR%.

AT, DR 3% R U B 800 O B R P A5 BB 1Y, {3 B PR RS S T S Y
ZERBEERET). ER PR XS, BRI 208K
Bl — MRS XU 2R R, FPEARRM RIS, (F R HE T Mowbrayl
LA Slellwayerl®], 46—l ELUL i kAt _E 2 0% 8% 2 I (9 15 B A X

HEMRE =27 x BRART + (1 - Z) x BERK, (1)

Hrr Z ek g B E T

Bt J5 Keffer 4] B £ JORE R B A5 B JRUEELZ F B BEIA K (Group life insurance). Bailey[®
12 F /D R i KM 0 A5 B R s e AR, R BIERS - IER, Beta- ZIRSES
MR T E AT, TR TG (FEE A A) (945 B #E A9 @2 B /8 F Bithlmann(©).
AR Fl B/ D Z3f61s, 7E Bayes HERLT, Wefhith PR E EFEA LY EREEE T, B0 &
AR BRAG TG A EIAUE R, BT Lo EEE. e N HERE,
15 BRI AERE FL 22 U B A A S B A IR S5 B FR IR (U £33 1 ST T 2% [7-9)]
.

B2, KERE B ER 0 45 R R 2 T R 3% R P T ARAG 1Y, T v DR 2R S RE I 2 IR
I IEM 2 e, R H R B 2R, IREA FOBCREEOR 28 MR 2 K A1
77, W[ 2% Asmussen!!0. 48R —Plidp 3l o 5 8 20 4 FAU T R B2 P TR AR 24 R
PR IR 2R, (HIX PR & M IR S0 AT 0 4 1 M. AR X A IR I ik 2 — sk Al a1
R R X PR AR RS ) Gerberl' $REHY, bR -7 15 5% R 25008 BOH 48 BOALCT
FARREEL, 2T Esscher {27 FIE T X AR B MF B MG 1. #ETT Gomez-Déniz'),
Payandeh Najafabadi et al| Zhang('®! Wen et all*6l 23 FI{E 4540 22 B %, B2 R %L,
AHRS 45125 bR BORT FE B 2 R BT 508 T IKUBR: AR 8% (9 A 11 1) /2.

{HR, RIE AR B T REARYE B C 28 1H U BOR [F] 09 OR 2% J5 3, T A T 322 1
F5EE8 e T MR 3 R, N RA — &t EED, HIRRK—E7r Loy {R 9% 2
FRX R SRR REL, KT R EN S B R R R TR 2% Heilmann7,
b A SCE 4 H PR BRI 2R SR A, 0 L BCHUR R K, IR R e RS 2 M R s R,
SRR T HEROOR 5 R, AL EOR B R, YA 25 AR 98 JFFE4E. Furman and Zitikis!'®)
PR T — T SR R R, AR IR RT3 T —3 2 RS JEE: | SUA
1R 2% [ HE.

EER, RN E L —Fr K K%

GL(X,a) = (v(a) — g(X))*h(X). (2)
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XERE v(@), g(z) A h(z) BRCHERE. AEREPAE v(2), g(z) F h(z) BB,
T 33K o 58 5k o 2 RE B 2 BT AT SR B B9 BT A SR R R, TR B R AR 2 AROABT AL S
PR BRI, AR R 2T A5 3 ) R 2 SRR B AT TR 2 S LT SCIIALAR 91 J 2.

ASORFAEB R B R (2) TH BB IR SR R AU T, H 9235 5k bR REOxT R A 37 78
J7SCIAUR S B R A IE R s, THES TR SR W R 3R
.M, WRIZR SR T B E AT AU AR E X, T H R AR I

ARSCHI LRI s FESS 2 F7 e T HER R % (2) BHAH R A B AL SCIIAL R 7 i
B, iRz EE S ARG EECR; B3 TELEERA, FAeERKEK
(2) TrHE XK IR M5 AL 55 4 PR @AM T IS, 28 5 T X AT 45 5R
VERUE AU, Sl 2 B4k,

2 EE R RTRIREE

B R BRI B X REGESU, BRATMTRE Fx (o). — %
(RS SRR FTAE RS R X, G e RBA LR, # Rk
% (2), B/ME minEIGL(X, P)], B8 T W R 5.

S 1 FEE 0 ARG SR (TS B, MR R ML

minE[GL(X, P) = mink[(v(P) — g(X))*h(X)] 3)

REHE KR REL (2) THRIR DA

P:vfl(w).

B[A(X) @

it 4 @ =E[(v(P)-g(X))*n(X)] 1, KT @ X PRT, FHLFHHN O, NH
E[(v(P) — g(X))h(X)] = 0. (5)

fi P BEIAY (4) K. IEEE.

Fx b, M LRIET B (4) RGHREE P RN X MREMTT. Rz P
HEEGWYE, LA H(X). HTFREGRS (4) XUZIERH A SR KR E (2) TR
19, E H(X) XM REFRZ AH R SOMAUR 3%, B Xt o(z), g(z) A& h(z) B
ARIMIER, ZRERE (4) B2 H AR ERERE, It ERSERBFHER A
By fifg, 2% Young!',

o WIBHFH: H(X)=(1+)EX), XER v(z) =2, g(z) = (1+a)z L& h(z) =1,
Hrfa >0 AIERHEL

o ERIRBFIL: H(X) = {log(B(e")), X B v(z) = e, g(x) = e LI h(z) =1,

T«

H a >0 8IEHE
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o Esscher {R#EM. H(X) = ’giif KER o(z) =2, g(x) =z PR h(z) = e,
X BN A IE R H LG

o BIEFZFH: H(X)=B(X)+ 55 ZER v(@) =2, g(z) =2 UK h(z) =

o Kamp (REEH: H(X) = BXc 0l SR o(e) = o, g(z) = ¢ BLR h(z) =
1— e, Ht X HIEM R

o KPFRATRRIFI. H(X) = BRIl = B(X[X > ¢), XER o(2) = 7, g(a) = =
AR hiz) = I(z > q);

o BIEAPFRIIAFIE: H(X) = B(X|X > 9+ 5ihal, XBR o(z) = 2, g(z) =2
PAK h(z) = 2l(z > q);

o H(X)= 55030 B v(2) = o, g(x) =2, 3% Kampl?;

e H(X) = BXT1 0 <c< 1, WER oa) = 2, gla) = = UK h(z) = a°, %

Heilmannl!7l,

Ht, AR H(X) R—FraEHE T SOBRp R 3R, "TIE SRR L
AR R B IR . PRISE 23 B ] LA s BN F 89 (), g(x) A1 h(z) RBOERX, fH31E
& H OO FR IR 98 .

3 (EEREMNERRIL

ROUT 2 F R, BB X B TRESE e P, MRS 6 A
AR B RE AR B, BATRREI SRR 7(0). EIRERET,  7(0) WRERRS FH
B, A, BHAMAR., Fik, WEHEL. XHPRZERNE SRS AT
HERB. HENKSEO KZMET, Xi, Xo, - Xo, Xopr IR X 398057 7 20 A 2
i, B i=1,2,--,n+1,(Xi,0) § (X,0) FHF R EE 4. B LI bR m
T

Biz 1 ARAFEYLAR R X (WARXE) 7T i K25 0 RN, KEZH e 1y
Jes o i N m(0).

iz 2 4%E O, FEYLFH X1, Xo, - WILF AT X, RAME R KA F(2,0).
e X = (X1, Xo, -+, X)) FRBINZ] n R IR RIERT (WA FEAR).

R 1 GE 2 R E T Bayes fER. [HIL, RIFHINMITHEZ A F] Bayes
AT TR

HRSH e ZREME, MATLIH 6 WA ME R(0) Rffitt / HUMARNA R
X1, EBREEL (2) F, R ALA FIE-

g%i@n)E[L(XnH, R(0))[6] = gégl)E[( 9(Xnt1) = v(R(©)))*h( X, 41)[0)], (6)
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EEd

o1 E[Q(Xn l)h(Xn 1)|®]
mO) = (e ) "
¥ R(O) FRARES X H XU PR B sl MA R 88, H T AESERR RS S5 © JEARFNY,
BB 3 R(0) WRARMA, FHEbhEEARALT.

3 KRRV LT

HEARGEREA, Bl n=08, H—" %% H MAiHXRRSE RO), HER15%EEK
(2) IBF R/ SRAR T T8 1 FR AL

}{nel%E[GL( (©),H)] = II}lelréE[( 9(R(©)) —v(H))*h(P(0))], (8)
Rl E[g(R(©))h(R(©))]
_ g —
H=u 1( B[ (7(0)) ) = Heol(X). 9)

X B Heo(X) fEH R(©) — M1, AR ARG AT BB EEWRTT 2% [13,14,16].
FEER RIS X B RIGFEA X, AT DAARHE E A (7 oF FOR A 3 IXURS: £ 2 ) il 1
e M FBRFEA X, Ira il BA R ES. ExEeT, FRa/ MG
Hpp(X,) = argmin E[GL(R(©), H(X,))]
H(Xn)eM
= argmin E[(g(R(©)) — v(H (Xa)))*h(R(9))]. (10)
H(Xn)eM

EE 1 HR v AR, Ho'(2) # 0, XHEE o, MFHAMALFE (10) B#H:

ot = (FATODEOL ) ”
PR Hpp(X,) A RBELR R A A1
ik Bayes EHEFH, HALALEE (10) RFEFRSA AR/, 2
U =E[(g(R(©)) — v(H(X,)))*h(R(©))| Xn]. (12)
4 oF =0, 133 T TH § R T 2
E[(9(R(0)) — v(H(Xn)))v'(H(Xn))h(R(©))| X,] = 0. (13)

BT o' (H(X,)) # 0, WA E[g(R(©))h(R(0))|X,] — v(H (X,))E[R(R(©))X,] = 0. FIt
EFLRSL. IEEE.

EET Hpp(X,) BXK R BAERFEE (2) T, ARXFRZH Bayes fl
. FEREA AL T, Bayes it BB ARG FRERX, H—BEHT, Bayes ffi
W Hpp(X,) MFREXERE R, EEMRARRE BREERX, WF@EHAHT.
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Bl 1 R X K Bernoulli 43 4i: Pr(X =1)=1-Pr(X =0)=60, 1 0 -~ U(0,1),
Bl (0,1) LEy38 514045, 3B p(0) = 6 LI Var(X[0) = 0(1—0). Bl v(z) = °®, g(z) = e*®
5 hz) =€, Hita>0, h>0 HAEFMSE. XWTH (4) 52108 9 FE .

e(aJrh)X
P—ébﬂ@ﬁzall (14)

Y ho=0 B RFEER S EIL. EED 0 )58 R Beta ( S X +1ln- Y X+ 1), &P
i=1 i=1

Zn:X» nfi: X
w01 %) = — L0
Beta(ZX +1,n— ZX +1)
i=1 =1
Hit, KRy
1 et 41— 0
RO = 515 (g1 =7) 1
B AT Bayes it 4
1 [y eletmB®) gg
Hcol(X) = alog( f hE(6) df ) (16)
LR
1 I (h+0‘)R(9)7r(9|X )de
Hpp(Xn) = Elog [ fo R0 7 (6]X,) A6 ] (17)

W LT BT AT AR th, B SRR BB A i Ham(X) BT REA R K07 5
RS R R A TP (8. (B2, XEE, HIRERAMREE, £
TRMAA I, B Baves (il Hop(X,) FATRILPE, B AVRAE FLBEIE A 9507
AREGIR S Y. —FiATAT (0 b A SEFRPR EA  TRA (10), P9 B0 B AR AR B PR 2
HEEA, 2% (1,20] 4.

EREIRRRYE RO) = o' (B B, 4 Pe) = Egariafel m

R(O) = v~1(P(O)). (18)
SRR R AR RS AT, RS BT P(O), SRIERA TR (18).
F—% i

My = {a+bW(

B
5
n
=
m
=
\><

—ﬁr———} (19)
> h(X5)
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NHEARBHEF R EEE. Ik P(O) Ml TR EEREEE My . SRIET K R AAL A

&

i E[(P(6) ~ H()*h(P(6))] = min E[(P(©) —a — bW (X.)*h(P(©))].  (20)

53] T A E H.
EIE 2 HMALEE (20) HfRA -

Eg[Wn ()]
Heo(X)

Hyw(X,) = ZW(X,) + (1 _z )HC(X), (21)

Hrp
Covg (P(0), W,(0))

2 = Varo (Wa(©)) + Eg [Var(W (X,)|0)]
FEERE T, T Wa(0) =E[W(X,)0], Bi Kk Ho(X) = Ee[P(9)]. X H © M rtiE R
i <& & LR

(22)

PI"&(@ S A) =

(23)
e
E[(P(6) —a bW (X,))*h(P(O))] = BIh(P(O))Ex[(P(6) —a — bW (X)?].  (21)

H ik, sk (20) 4

min Eg [(P(O) —a — bW(X.))?]. (25)
é\
® = E¢[(P(©) —a— bW (Xa))?], (26)

)rlu/?"\ (89_(: = 07 %_([I: = Oa /T%EU—FEE(JIE%Eﬁ*%ZEﬁ

{ Eg[P(©) —a— bW (X,)] =0, 27
E¢[(P(©) —a— bW (X,))W(X,)] = 0. "

fit s
y — Eel(P(O) — Ee(P(9)))(W(Xy) — Be(W(Xy)))]
Be[(W(Xn) — Ee(W(Xn)))?]
_ Covg (P(0), W, (6))
Varg (W(0)) + Eg[Var(W(X,)[0)]
~7
93

a = Eg(P(0)) = bEg(W(Xn)) = Ho(X) — ZE¢(Wn(0)). (28)
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Hw (Xyn) =a + bW (X,)
=Hc(X) — ZE¢(W,(©)) + ZW (X,)

—ZW(X,) + (1 -2

E,
HoH A RN v (@) BT, RURIRSE R(O) BB A AT Ll .

Hep(Xy) =v! <ZW(&) + (1 ()

)HC(X))- (20)

4 fHITHIMEEM

FEARTT, RREMIE AT Hop(Xn) BIAHEYE, BISEARARB TG, FEAMN
R EISEIXR R 38 R(0). X2 F RS SHEITE, &% [21].

EE 3 R h(z) HHEEL, H n(0) >0, T v(x) HIESLEE, HAFEME P E
B, 18 w(®) =E(u(X)h(X)|O), # w(©) K FIra By, NEEAMIT Hop(X,) JLT-A04
WSk B XU AR 58 R(O).

W OESE, BT X0, Xo, oo, X, oo FE © S TISLFEI MG, MRIERECER, H

W(X,) =" — =5 = P(©), as. (30)

<.
—

Hik, EEF

é v(X)h(X:) E(;::lv(Xi)h(Xiﬂ@) o)
o _E< > h(X) ®> : nh(0) ~h(0) (31)
=1
A

EH, HEHSER, 85 Eg[W,(0)] — Eg[P(©)] = Ho(X). HF w(©) HFEHT
R, T b S 9K B B T - A A i S B S S

Covg (P(0), W,(0)) = E¢[W,(0)P(0)] — E¢[W,(0)]Eg[P(0)] — Varg (P(0)), a.s.
(33)
A K
Varg (W,,(0)) = Eg[(W,(0))?] — [Eg (W, (0))]> — Varg (P(0)), a.s. (34)
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EET

Eg [Var(W(X,)|0)] =Eg[E(W?(X,)|0) — (E(W(X,)|0))
_E[E(W(X,)?[©)E[P(©)] — (E(W(X,)[0))*E[P()]]
E[P(0)]

—E[P?(0) - P*(O)] = 0.

RIEFEERT Z WFREX, F
Varg [P(©)]
Varg [P(©)]+0

I

He(X)
MRIEREL v(z) ML, W Hop(X,) 25 v [P(O)] = R(©).

Hy (X,) = ZW (X,) + (1 .y )HC(X) . PO), as

5 H{EEM

# X1, Xo, o, X, X1, - - AISEIE 23 AR IR AT Poisson (0) 4347, HIKBEZS%L 0 ~
Gamma (o, 0), REELEHN 7(0) = 5500 "e™1(0 > 0). FHBEN © WIFRI Ny
(©|Xy) ~ Gamma (nX + a,n + ().

(1) Bsscher {RAEER T RGBT & B o(2) = 2, g(x) = 2, h(z) = M)
X B #% R P 5 Esscher JFRFE.

B E(XehX)
H(X) = — P (36)
S I XU £ 3% 4
R(0) = 0" = P(6). (37)

BT LAXURE PR B2 19 Bayes filiit oy

E(R(0)eMD|X,)  (nX +a)el
Hpp(Xn) = E(hEO[X,)  n+p— hZh' (38)

MIERAEERE, X 250, WALSEY Hpep(X,) =5 0" = R(0). XFEEAT
Hep(X,), EED

— eh @ h
mg(0) = Eh(P@)] (8 F(};) ) go—te(B=het) 6> 0. (39)
B 0 (BT A9 BER A AT A Gamma (o, 3 — he”), W Ho(X) = Be[P(0)] = 525 XKEHEHE
i Hop(X,) B8 BRgAR, MLUELHBIEE. B h=04, a=2 =1 R
HREA I n = 20,200 B, A Hpe(X,) 55 Hop(X,) MI3977122%, WTF%:
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#F 1 Poisson-Gamma 37 D50 20 50 15 AR B ORI 45 31

n =20 n = 200

61  R() Hpr  sdpe  Hce  sdck Hpr  sdpg  Hcr  sdck
0.1 0.1492 0.1194 0.1416  0.3429 0.6347 | 0.1419 0.0085 0.1728  0.0284
0.3 0.4475 | 0.3197 0.4375 0.6344 0.6460 | 0.4031 0.0057 0.4716 0.0373
0.5 0.7459 | 0.5173 0.7623 0.9218 0.6745 | 0.7011 0.0059 0.7661  0.0423
0.7 1.0443 | 0.7183 1.0689 1.2112 0.7039 | 1.0331 0.0024 1.0654 0.0495
0.9 1.3426 | 0.9213 1.3722 1.5009 0.7282 | 1.3214 0.0025 1.3613  0.0561

HF 1%, Hpg K& Hcop A Bayes flitl Hpp(X,) ZAEEAG T Hop(X,) ££ 5000 K
BN FEME, T sdpe 5 sdop AT Hpp(Xn) Fl Hop(X,) AHXFREELR 38 R(0) B
¥ioriRze. WRTAILIE N, Bayes fhitt Hpp(X,) B EA T Hop(X,) #REAH G/,
FJFHARRM S . NE— A LUEH, TS, FEAMTHHY IR 2E ] Bayes
ATt B3 T R ZEREROR — 2, (BAF Al T F FAKE 5B 0 A7 09— [, T Bayes ffiit
I TREAM SR S50 Bk A, JFHAERZEIEOT, BIE AR S5 2400 Bk
DA E S, Bayes fliilthE A BRFIAR.

(2) FBEIRFBFHTHHE: HH v(r) = e, g(x) =e* UK h(z) =1, MFHEE
TR 3% IR 2 .

H(X)=— log(B(e™™)). (40)

XHE >0 FIEFE. XK RSN

O(e* —1)

R(0) = élog(E(eo‘XW)) ===

BT h(z) =1, W 0 MHF RS AR Gamma (o, 3). MR, H PO) = E(e*X[0)
=" =1 PR Ho(X) = EB[P(0)] = (7=57) HIL, FEMITH

Hep(Xn) log( Zeax HC(X)) (42)

HAEERTA
Var[P(6)]

~ Var[P(0)] + E[Var(e°X[0)]
[16] ZEFE BRI R BT @ T KUK AR B 05 BE A, WA SO BN 15 BEAG T (42) 5 [16]
1 (3.7) A, KXW METFEAMHREMER. B FARSTEREEA TR
J7SCHIAUGR 3% R B TP ie ), 2R SR FEFEAUE S T [16] s8R HEIE, T HAE S
T HAE AR R, B [16] B FEROIR 9 R B A0 BEAG T R A SOy — Rty
FRAG L.

(43)
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6 iR

AR R T BT AL SOIAU AR 2 B T XUBS O 91 6 45 BE Al TR0 2L SCAnAL AR
PR — MR 2 R R, EEE TIHREERE, B8R, Esscher R,
BIETT 2R P IR EE,  Kamp (RIGEH, ScfF R B SR 0 v i i i O 9 .
RAFIRR B ROE, ARIFEEXS Y. T AL SRR R RL. EER BT, HATH
PR B LR AT R AL &, B3 T KBRS BFEREA T SRR, R
SCHAL R B JREE T, KB 52 i 5 B THRESRIE O IR B8 IBUE . 5 Bayes it 4
t, FEAMTTAREREH AR R AR, EXEREHEE. ATEE— T
PR (R 28 TR T KU AR 8% 0 15 BE Al TR, A M TS 121510 S m] LA A
AR SCHIF T IR .
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The Credibility Estimators of Risk Premium Under a New Type

of Generalized Weighted Premium Principle
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Abstract In this paper, we study the credibility estimator of risk premium under the
new-type generalized weighted premium principle. Use of a loss function method, the new
generalized weighted premium principle is defined as the optimal estimate of the risk under
the new-type generalized weighted loss function. Under this type of loss function, we con-
strain the estimator of risk premium to linear combination of empirical estimate and derive
the credibility estimator of risk premium by minimizing the mean square error. We also
prove the consistency of the credibility estimator. Finally, the numerical example is given
under Esscher principle to verify the results of the paper. In addition, we also compare the
credibility estimator under exponential principle with previous research. The results show

that the previous estimator is the special case of this paper.
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