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H 2,1 K
K2 5 58 B 50, Wk 5 430072)

[EF T B ¥ A969-), 0 AR SOE N, I K F A5 5EH PR S5 E R
52, 1A T, 3B F KR S R AT I [ ) (1980-), B3, &K
FEIN s DR S22 5 5 78 3 2 e ORI 5 R B AR T A, 32 38 A XU 5 1
SRR T
[ ) LFC % Wang % [K Z Al Christofides 878 52 XU B6 1 I HE 22 F 1) = A g
MERGIFE R, 8K = AN 08 B 9 i 277 € RS iR AT LU T 78 e s FRATT R, £ER
eI B R 177 € thad R v, m] LLTE S 2558 5 I 357 ) JRURS: PR S8 7K - © 4B ) S Al b gk A7 1
#2, FIH Christofides FAY7F 3| — /N KB & 5
[ % 8 i ) B fizs: W EN; LFC B ; Wang I [K 2B ; Christofides 57
[FEIZES)F840 [ SCHRARIAAY]) A [ SCEES ] 1672-7320(2006)02-0168-07

THIGT E AR B T80 B KA k. A& 48 (O PRI A w1 AT Be 78 B 9 AR Bk 25 7 i 8 38 W 55 IR e R A
EAR B R XS R =GR PR ATL il 35 AR A A F ) R B . 3T AR, B8 A TiT 3 AR B8 117 37 1 H
Ery N CEOIRESE 2 7] R B RS 8 T Bty B RS aliE THle . EIXEEAE 5., BN 121
PR AR e B R g, HEE B BRSBTS B AR B R A R IB AR 1 RS R A 5 15 .

T B R i 27 45 M fiE b 1 k= o R PR AN IS B AR AR b PRI 7 it Ja A A 15 Ak BB [ RE i Iv)
WA RRF, R _E R AR ——EFEAE AT I 80 28 5y W A 358 R 0 v B Al & 93 A 1) B XU
AT E W (Geneva Association, 2004). 7EAR ST, AT RS & Ui HE 2L T 1 = AN 8 8 (1) B % i 95
P ——LFC #% \Wang 9 K 228584 A1 Christofides B iE 17 LA 5T .

— LFC #5344 iR 7

LFC F& R4 52 i 52 [ 1 80 F RS IEFR ALY Lane Financial /A &) &3 Morton Lane i 7EX E
AR T A AT B W2 5 $2 R 1) (Lane, 1997.1998.1999.2000).

— RN g, RS P 4 TR R A B e B Th R IS 3B 20 B TRl A EL Ab, | 38 o 2H R 3L 36— 40 b
PP BT T Im P BB A0 %, 28 3 o AME R T3 T O AR A BRI 2% . 0F | E T EE 401 2% B A M0 7, 38 S B
TR e RS B N (load B T EE A A M) #2 7 (expected excess return, EER)

WK (expected loss, EL)A 525742 AU AT A 45 - (LOBIRBER (i) AL Z M1, B EL= 2ZpiLi X
TAERIEE 1R IR AME SR U, LFC B 132 45 B At e IXURS: 7 8w N FH 5 2 3 3 (1) 4173 2K 430 28 A 40 2K 22
oo Ho, URIIRAE LFC B e bRy« 55— SE Je i R BE 27 (the probability of first dollar loss,

R 3, 2005-08 21
AT H L g AR AT H (70403013)
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PFL), B iR 7 — R4 KA B vl g (45 72, 2 Br e T R4 2Rk A 2 A1, F AR R N PEL=
2pi=1—pos Het >0, po ZHKNERIHEZ, Lane (1998 )1\ A4 # %245 2% (conditional expected
loss, CEL)TE J& &3k xf R 43 A i XU J7 T 56 A R, R, LEC A2 Y 2% 4 301 28 401 O Sk R R 1
FE, BRI SR R A — kA 2k, e TR K. 7E BSHUBER 1 T2 T, 2 3B 2k v LAR 7~ N CEL
=2 pi/ (1—po)] *Li, Hih >0, & F CEL=2[piLi]/(1—po)=EL/PEL. frLL, F&A417] LAF] FH
E A5 RAT EAL Bk L EL 2R 25 H B S B 450 R 453 SR AR AR AR {5 R B 1 4% 2 300 B 403 O AR, 3wl il
Xof 9 A5t S A A 330 A7 6 £ SIZIE 29 A R AT g

20 Hh, Lane 184 (2000)IA A5 245 2 A 45 5 P2 B 78 — Fh 3fe J 28 A 1) 56 22 b R B ALAGET, X ol AL
Wi % 20 FHARZ R N, KRB =" * (PFL)* * (CEL ), K th, A8 Hh, E % fii = ¥ =EL+7 *
(PFL)* *(CEL)Y.

— Wang 1% [Al 2 B2 [ S A Jir

Wang % [K = 584 /& Wang 7E 2 425 & il FIOR [ 1 3% 48— & O I 70 R R 2 Atk B 32 HY 1) (Wang,
2004). Frif«mFER7RIEHARER & TR, T ZECA T E R

Wang F — 245 K bk it 28 (loss exceedance curve ) %I ) fii 75 B HH [ B % 45 2k, F A REK R A
SGO=Pr{X>x}, WERHAD X @ik x FopIE. T — R ERGI7R UL St o & ik
ek 2 — T DA T 2RISR . (1M 2 ) B IXURG: % 8% B0 i N B o B A5 (ORI — e 2 %45
PR (3 — 5 5 X — b R ) B G RR 4, B — AR AT M B R FE AR S8 SR it S AT R 4. 8 W B R i 7
[ RAT EAL TR S BB IR E — S ot R AR S FE /R % (probability of exhaustion, PE)
ol X FERATHAT LA 2] S GO BME, AHCHI4HYTF7E Christofides B8 /44,

FRATVHNIE, 7 5 [ AR AN IE 250 A5 PR 08 72 B4 DRI 18 S 588 1) o FR F b SR Ll R, BRI 87 i 3 o
REA R AR . AR, X T B R AT Rk, FRATTAS e 167 5 s BB 4 X — A% G 2, TR D L [BI40 7 A7 2 D AR )
BRER ), BICHE 7 A v T 2%, (E2 B fEE /MR E R, 7R R R Ey &2
FLAT o0 A7 1 XU, Wang (2000032 H 7 201 R 1) Wang 283 24 58

S x)=P@ "(Sx)+A) (1)

Sk @ RoRAREIES AR R REL 0T —NA e B R4 2 R i 28 S GO
SAF B X Keiji, Wang AR5 AE T, PeAE T — 26 20 3k« RV VR 38 Jig F 493 6 Rk il 28, Bl 1 — 2%
“Migthze”s ™ xO.

B1BE S GOMRMI 0, 100] IX 8] _E (13510 45, ¥ A= 0. 3, M5 M2 2 5 4 22 ih 28, Wang K BHL, &3
Wang Z5 4 1 % Ji5 (135 51 0 AR (MR R 2 FEBE A x I35 K TR T 3G Bl A x (I8N R g . 4 )
1% 1t, Wang 283 J5 I/ A B8 1 XU B, B Wang 28 JE 4G 0 A AT 7 KBS 2. JF HLwn sk S ik
MIER A5 (1, 67 ), 84 Wang B4 5133 S " HARMIERS /3, Horp " =1+20, 0 =0, [HL, T2
TEZS 7 A7 ) R e i, S50 A SR B L2

T A3 B SR AR RV (A 26 40 A A C A AAEERDRITE . (HESE B, AMTERAEAESR
B B AT AT 0 KA it A v H MR A A, DRI S B0AS T 5 12k (R R R B 4 A AE

Wang (20043845 F t 73 A A BAT R AN S B0 bR B £ 5041 B GE T b ae 3e, 2 AR 00 2256
T S GOBEAT S BUAN s 1 1 % .

S x)=W(@ '(Sx))) )

kb W R BB KB €A S B R R £ k)= —= o [1H5] O, — e <
Jor k



° 170 ° R A2 2840 (P 224 2 R O 59 %

2 k12
e dilre= Dk/2)

5 S GORM[ 0, 100] X 8] 1 (38 5143 A5, ¥ k=7, HEHEHE 28 25 5 4 22 il 28, Wang (2004 ) % B, t
0 ATi VB 32 LA Y5 ) 43 A 1 T i P RE S50 5 RGP 1) DX 3R 0 E AR X AN AR, BB N T B 1)
SR AT UG E, AH SIth, 4340 N B E S S B T AR IR 2R 2 AT A KRR

% S () AZ AT E Y RERT 230 A5 v 1 ARESE 20 A0, AT ¢ 23 A kAT S 80 e v T B 1
()N Wang 28t 47 400 XU TR 1 (DO a0 45 4, it T LA/ B Wang B R, S " (y)=W
(@' (SO,

= .Christofides 15 4 1)) 3 A i #

X T B AT I AR B T 37 () RV, Bl TR AT TR AT AN [R) B 4 5T AT 388 5 5 22 R A [ 1R 28 i 7 1
E2, an 50 AN T 37 B RS 38 5 R 43 o R e 1 RS R AR R Gt XU o I B 48— e i fe it 1 4
fifi. Christofides & Smith (2001 )IF /& %EFixXFpA8 %, $&HH T — A4 M1 UK 5E A HE 42, IF HAB AT AR 30
HAFAE R GG, BIAE B R A Z7 152 R, 4 KB AESE R 1) XS A S5l ) Wang EoAg1 fe 6 48 i
(proportional hazards transform) (Wang, 1995)1 543 2| ) {EAH — 2. H Ik, Christofides (2004 )\
Wang LU e 632 46 ] 4 SR 155 ELR i 25 B M A

Wang (1995 IHF FE 2 B, 451548 & X [ Wang Ll fa A4 v By~ X5 Hi .

IL X)O=E[IL (X)] = J (S(x)" dx

0
fEIX B, S (x)[A] Wang P9 Rl ZBE —FF, 248 X BAEAFBREL Bl SGO=Pr{X>x}. L (XD XK K
SEIKT (risk aversion level, RAL)C N KX HEEREMY, 0 =1, SAR, 2 FRA T2 s UG PR AT ik, A0 4%
iz 7.
SPFAERBENLAR & X, A EIE E OB AAFREE X 8] GE SUE 6 [ N I FR 7045 H

EX)= JS(x)dxa s B I XOA R, FATAT LU I, @it Wang Lol fa 6 48 4, 1L (XO7E

E ORI FER 38 07 RURSE B I 5530 22 A8 A0 14, B RURG 38 A0 B A Rl T XU T 32 s A1
T — R B R U, AT 2 fh 1 2 — B uiit R (PFL) A & F R MR (PEDDL K
WA (EL). X482 ke — R BRGSO T Re 2 R ir fs o 2 RniE . e 2
A LS b B BB A 7] (il RMSEQECAT H1 ATRDAKHE b i) [ 5 JRUK A58 7R 441
A7 PR BURTETE TR R X 525830 Bl P B — A JE 90 A 338 0 R 50, LS BR e sU VR 2 MhmT RE 1 I %
T IS A, AR X BB € 7E 0, 1YE N, AT AT LR 2k R 7 8 8 73 AL 8 T 3K, 2B A7 BR 3
D) py— b 7 2R 4R B s (exponential decay )JE 4 HE. S (x)=ae ™, ILAL) o AT B 2 7 B E 12
. XFE, AT AT DA 2
S(0)=a=PFL
S(1)=ae "=PE

1

1
EL= JS(x)dxz Joue‘*’“cixzg “(1—e M) (3)
0 0 B

FT M BT T PR —AME— 1R, BRATEES NS =ASE, t— AN S50 Y, HRH, 4
17 R T UM S GO=oe ™ . IXBE, AR AT AR e — 10 « B A1 Y {8, MITTHGE T 477 5 5
I,
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{B72& Christofides Jf347 120 T Wang LU fa G 22 # H 1Y B 9 65t 55 5€ 22 3K, T2 78 LI il -3
XL U ADAAR BE, HE G H 1 — 4 B ] 1 B e R 22 3K

T des TATMEE A=A7 oA K nT AT ARL 3 FH — A fil B (1) 45 R8I R BOK R 7R .- Christofides (2004) 5EHIE
R AE AT S A e B R 230 =2 R EeR R AT S 0 fEARST, (A, SX A 3T 1L
ROEEA G, AT

1 1
1/f

kg = J S(x)'”’dx=J (ae ) dx="2 B‘p(l—e_"d) 4)

PR 2 8 g o 200 (@) AT I A B, s el gt S [R) () Ik &Rk k. it v] LAFS 2.
ﬁﬂiﬁzalg")(l—ef? )~ (A= _B" Sy _gpve
Christofides (2004 ) SZHIE & B, P9 UCUT A AL 3 I 1 A 6 SR AT 5 A 2> 2K AR HG B 48 3 o s ol 44 1 Al 4R,

ERE AR AKIPE R 1 N HIRER.

VU =ML EE AL 0 b

EXEBENAT ZAE RS E R A JE I, T I FRA TR AL RE 5 SIE S5 AR T B b
AT ST AT BB #r .

(— R URE £

LFC #5284 [R] 573 b AN B R AR bE, e B B B IXIAPE T, B — AN SRR . Lane il X B % fii 23
2 SR, FERR 1 DARRE G RS O Hh S0 B8 B 0 [m] i (EEROFER 2 P R 5. 28 — R ot R %
(PFLOMZKMI % (CEL). (HZARLIF ¥ A MBS I/ B2 R 2245 EER.PFL 1 CEL Z [a] [f] B
R R, MR e S 10L& AU RS £ P 0 2 1 Ik RPN MR JE, o kae il 1 7
guiti EEAR—A. MIXAMEE NAG U A 255 5 X BV B Cobb— Douglas A2 77 p E0E 2, 14
P T Wi vt A 1 3RO S A B4k, fEHRAEE (PF LA R AR B (CEL)Z [RI AL % &

FEXS T Lane W 701 A2 A9 “ 10457 47 2, Wang P R Z5 152 A Christofides 15278 ] /2 & 1 28 1) 32 4
HEHE, AR BX i S9E M EE . 2 B DAas B Pl L, 7] RE R = A0 0 7038 RN S o R R,
Lane 3K H 3L 55 54, 81T E R GZRHET TAE, 135t At 3R U 32 2008 33t 47 s ub W2 138 1 49 KM &
[ 2&AF . 1 Lane KX B R 505 B0 (49 4 5 TAE A5 3] 7 FE AN ], iX — 51 A Wang
Christofides X [ £ #5 8 BT SITUEAS: 56 (9 B0 ke Y b A5 21 58 1E

VENFSH % # . Wang 1 Christofides 7 A% Lane IFE% 1801 F B R AT R0 70, AT THE H AR Y
AR AEAS B PR TR 70 26t E AOH RS . Wang 199 [R] Z0RR Y v F T2 ) ME 2R A8 48t A R U8 T A xof B8 A
17 3 Op AR U D AR 62 173 AEXERR XS )88 — 7€ 4 I BRR B 78 Christofides 14 5¢7E1X — [a] @, $2 H T
F USRI 23 T 2 40 1 AU Rl 22 0 P XU (14 4 T 5 HE 22, 1T Chiristofides 5 %€ 5t 73 5 A A5 284 ) A DL
PRUE A X — JE R E T 7T

T o b BB, = ANBIRLEDR B R G R RS T A 4. b, LFC BEARUE S T ORI E A 1 R
%, K T ARG 2R 2 b s A 508 73 XU 1 23 A7y ) E — 25 411 73 1l 30 B2 451 2 M2 XU vas 4 ) AN A 22 45
IR ME ORUSS BRI 70, P 2 IR 9 &R . 1T Wang P [l = B B FIT Christofides A5 7 1] 2 i i A%
HRAR A E A SIS 8 A7y [y JRU PSS 10 8 3 0 1 A 48, IR B I o i B & 72 7 Rz

IEAh, =AM F AT — /N L [E] R 4RF o, B AT 2 LA RS e M FOHEZE . Lane F1 Wang #A 4
48 1) XU FEE B i b —— 8 B 2R (B 22 )3k A B 63 FH T AR RR A AR B8 JXUBS: . Lane HH M #8757 K F B
AR AT B IE A 4R AR —— 2 A R0 R, T Wang DU H T8 B LE R T R 2 X BR 2 A
Wang 24 /230, Christofides M IS %5 %2 2 40 14 XU A E R 4 VE U, R IRAE B K 77 16 T T, BPAS




° 172 ° R A2 2840 (P 224 2 R O 59 %

TEAE Z G PE XRG4 1] UK 58 4 2 B[R] Wang HLi [ A8 e 28 075 il 45 SR AR — 30 T faide 7
EM A XTI,

(OSZIRZE R

T AT 8 MBS RY BR B AE 220 SEUFAS 30, 6 'E e B LU o e i 5 T N as AT 8 5, A REVEHIE AR
%, AT REKENTES T/E. Lane 2000).Wang (2004)F1 Christofides (2004 )#S % 1999 4E (1] 16 H
ELR A5 97 38 By AT T SR 3 A, X R FRATIAE — AN L [R] () SEUEFE A B Al b oof =AM A7 EL e it 1 0
i, 7EIXHL, FRATES = /MR SIEIE 5 iEM— 28R . LFC BB R 16 A B % fiZ# 1 PFL.CEL I
EER ¥, 06 7T @M AXPH o BF Y ZASH, Hd ¥=55%, «=49.5%,3=57.4 %, FRERK
PFL 1 CEL H#EANIA e 4 2 20, o BB 30 A8, 13 i BE LN 4% . Wang 7 [Rl AR A
FF PFL.PE.EL FITi M BRI & B A M i AR 250 Hoh Xx=0.453, k=5, B4 JE R A S 508
RNIUA H A SRR . Christofides HEAYLE 1999 S SLUE M H R T ESCHEFIH =2
HARBER I, 70 5 A R B R AT R RS PO K e, k1 BLE AT R AT BUNALE, X 16 4~ 0
{E AT A2, BRI JER 5 A S B 45 & 0 AT 448, 13 3R A . Btk m] L, =AM
R SUE 3 A L — 350, B R SESRI T 3 B 4 8 I KT N S50 THE, PN 5 $ 515 BB AL
B, =AMEBMSHES RN RTR.

K1 SAEIARSE MR 1999 4 1) ST 45 #

9 filt 77 44 LEZNIRES LFC 15 8 #% Wang 5 [K E B4 k% | Christofides 5 %4 {/r #%
Mosaic 2A 4.08 % 3.80% 3.88% 3.85%
Mosaic 2B 8.36 % 11.83% 10.15% 11.93%
Halyard Re 4.56 % 5.01% 4.82% 4.89%
Domestic Re 3.74 % 4.45% 4.36% 4.26%

Concentric Re 3.14% 3.97% 4.01% 3.85%

Juno Re 4.26 % 4.16% 4.15% 4.01%
Residential Re 3.71% 4.03% 4.08 % 3.95%
Kelvin Ist Event 10.97 % 15.34% 12.80% 15.56 %
Kelvin 2nd Event 4.82% 3.02% 3.25% 3.15%

Gold Eagle A 2.99% 2.51% 2.81% 2.25%

Gold Eagle B 5.48% 5.03% 4.82% 4.89%
Namazu Re 4.56 % 5.52% 5.20% 5.42%
Atlas Re A 2.74% 1.92% 2.35% 1.74 %
Atlas Re B 3.75% 2.90% 3.15% 2.69%
Atlas Re C 14.19% 12.90% 11.01% 12.90 %
Seismic Ltd 4.56 % 5.38% 5.13% 5.34%

P KU : Lane (2000 ), Wang (2004) Fl Christofides (2004 ).

M A FRATAT LRI, FEAN 8 BAR ZE BRI 50 R, AT 1999 4 Bk 05 37Kk il =AM
P B BN — SO, B T4 8 B 25 ok i, JEA AL A % B0 AR v T T s i, B #1132
i, EAKHE B3R, FRATLIES MR AR 458, Xk, AT — SR 2 2 LR =AM 4% [F]
T AS I BAR B RERE . WIS LA R K AT HUNBLE, X T 5 A =AM A& 34T B 35, 3RAT
A AT E] 1999 4 B R 555 1 32 B A& A 5. 11 %, LFC #i80K 5.32 %, Wang K 2 AL H
5.05 %, Christofides #4°4 5.22 %0, A, PA 1999 SBT3 40 4% b o, 7045 6 F2 2 J7 1, Wang
PR 2 AR R A T Christofides #2714, Christofides B AL T LFC #&84, ifif H. H AT FIH Wang 284 i3t
1T HIFET R IE SR E A T FC (Lin- & Cox, 2004) B2 HUAS 1 ANES IR R4, 31Xt ENSIE 1 FRATT A 40 1

(OB R ey

U ER AT 5, T LFC BEAAS 5 2 > S b 2, IX (645 8 [ 2R 4 5 1 Wang PR [R 3R
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BRI Christofides 2 AYAH Eb, FLAT S R BUK B SIIE D7 T Y 1] 8, 30X 3 EARLAE BLUR R L.

55—, B IR A A W T 3 R M ARk . BRONREAR B 2 BT — b, 1 A kAT E K R
770 LA 1 5e AN AT 12 A0 i 3a 264 Fr 00 B DR BS: 717 37 78 b 399 1) mT DA AL T 5 34 B30 55 35 3X 2 X it
I3 e & AN FIFE L SEma . BT LA, FRATT 75 BEXS A5 25 1R AT [R5ty DASEAT AT P9 7 T35 55 25 117 3 A AU Al
TE—AN BN A BB 1 R i b )i ok . BR g5 R I B, BB — AR T X B RAT iR
B E W AT REPE. Lane (2004)FFH 2001 4E 4 2002 4F 2= 5 ol 4\ LEC B8 0 BL R H, % B4 2%
FEPE REUE 2R ), AL T, #e A ud, [F Rl mAg MG, IX AT RER RN, R
F52 F AR B R iR T Ak 1 B Y e R 2R (H S DA B AR A, R IA AR IR 1 —
S A PR A KRS, B B A B Y 9

55—, BERN LA B TSR I RS ZE T P 1928k . RAT 12 AN H B — R B R A5 15 B4R p S0
AR, HZ, bri R AN Z I S BT 8 b, filan, — AL B e 1 A 0S8 1 36 [ M8 X o2
I, HATHLE 6 NHJEH L, A feE BARR Z R BN, iXJ2& R A 90 %0r 35 B R K A4
7E 8 H.9 AAT 10 A, AE=/N H RS i A$E 2 %08 38 W BRI I AT RLUE R 90 %0, — Fhie ik
A B A 25T TR DR 2R 1 B R At A 2 AR A 0 5 b 72 UG (1) 4 %% . Lane (2004)F F 1997 4E 42 2003 4
WIUE AT B b = At 25 AH DG B 384T (90 9, A BT U AT R 5 i 2 AR T 403 A, ER 40 R 2
Wk AT — M R R R, BT % 238 5 B S 5 25 30 KD, S 80050 Hdk AT [
SEM BN 4T

S RS B RS P B8 v, AELFHONE T LEC B A Christofides #5785 1 4b B ()4 7 5K 35, Wang 7% [A]
FRR AR BONE A%, 7F B Wang 75 SCiR A 1 38 B8 HOR LB 4T . 1fi X T 4L 1 Christofides
PR, BT A A i A AR R 1 RS RO /KT © PR S, IR 7E AR B (1) SIZIE 20 #r Hh v A8 AN 08 K0, (H7E I AR
R T AR RATTZR ) E i, A1 i 2, 48R, LEC EAYA1 Wang 5 K] 2% 458 784 0 1 I 5 A Y 2 3
PIAMEER . X1, Lane 1 Wang [ 40 38 77 52 18] S (B 58 Ak SIS EUR AT F S EUREE
3. Christofides (2004) W AHE 1S T A K57 25 KBS PO KT © B s ). At ) FH 5 [ 8 X453 2K
Kb, RIH BT E R G5 E N K 0=1.65£0. 153 Ti#48, A2 THR AR 1 8056 2 N E b
KU B, X, Christofides # 0K Ba S (10 2 0 402 BOsE BLAE SR A IR 2R 10 AN E 2L 30K 1 & i e
298 1.3), Wi FEE K@i 7 H i A F& KT R BT 50 %6, 1X0K 2 7E DR FF 55 38 A1 [m1 4k (1 [F] i)
W 5] 88 2 507 AT NIEANIX— 113

AR T BT RS e 0 HE SR ) Bk 7 2 A 19 LFC #5528 . Wang P [Al A5 28 fil Christofides ##
TP FEA JE R, AT f5 L SIEIE 25 SR AR AR e [ = AN 5 T e A THEAT T R b, B T A R R
Zh8: (HLFC BAUR B T 92E W %2, Wang 9 R Z BB A Christofides B84 Nk B T #8 HE S5 (2OLL
1999 4F 16 R E & 5t 75 B 117 35 AU 359 A0 ¥ S b e, 75 K 1 F5 B 75 1, Wang 9 [R] 25 A5 28 B24 T
Christofides #2, Christofides LAY ZALT LEC 8L (3)LFC H5E AL [HT e 5 o) S04 02 74 1 1)) 8 1) Sk
] {5, Wang 5 [R] 2546 70 15 RSB A 652 2%, 17 Christofides #5754 f jin] 254K o - JXUEE PR 7K © {H [
Wi . SRAHIEL MR, ATEW, 7FEAR KM E K575 E Mk #2H4r, v PLTE I 228 5 AT 33
(16 JRURS: PR S 7K ST © B 2 At _E 34T 1 %, R Christofides #7145 21— /N KB 4% 3 .
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(DU ARE)

Comparative Study on Catastrophe Bonds Pricing Model
Based on the Framework of Risk Pricing

TIAN Ling, XIANG Fei
(School of Economics & Management. Wuhan University. Wuhan 430072, Hubei. China)

Biographies: TIAN Ling (1969-), female, Professor, Doctoral supervisor, School of Economics &
Management, Wuhan University, majoring in risk management; XIANG Fei (1980-),
male, Graduate, School of Economics & Management, Wuhan University, majoring
in risk management.

Abstract: This paper introduces three typical catastrophe bonds pricing model —LFC model,
Wang two-factor model. and Christofides model, which are based on the framework of risk pricing.
Furthermore, the authors compare three models from the aspect of model features, empirical results
and model defects. The authors argue that when pricing catastrophe bonds in the future. we can use
Christofides model for obtaining the approximate range of prices by adjusting the weighted average of
past transactions’ risk awersion levelP.

Key words: catastrophe bonds; risk pricing; LFC Model; Wang Two-factor Model; Christofides
Model



