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Fig. 3 Example of credit risk structural model
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k
<Y G4xN <= (29)

TEEE.
2 FH2MIER: RUUTEHE 1, bk
3 EHE3WIEN:
iERA
P[D < x] = P[PL(Y) < x]

= P[¥ = PL (%))
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= N(- PL™ (%)) (30) E[L™ | ¥,Z] = PL(Y) x a + PH(Y) x B(Z)
) 14) fR A, BT LIRS 15). %
R (14) FOA, TTRBEIR(1S). X N et xas (1 Ne 1) x
f(x) = dP(D < x)
&)= dx N(-a+bdY +b /1 - &X) (31)
KT, 515K (16). JEEE. RAJPIE LT HESK
4 EH 4 PUER . R =N(c-¢€Y) xa+
Rl EHEhEH 1 e 2 aEH(23). N(eY = c)N(bZ - a) (32)
HR™ 5 X X FY 257, 3F ELIRA N(0,1) 4345,
P[R < «]
=P[N(c-¢eY) xa+ (1 -N(c-eY))N(-a +bdY +b /1 -d°X) < x]
= ]E[IHV(C—eY)anz} X 1N(—a+de+b«/1—JZX)S(x—N(c—eY) xa)/(l—N(c—eY)):]
= E[lyya[cw“)<z/a)]/e» X 1‘N(—afde+bmX)s(x—N(cAeY)xa)/(lAN(cer)):t
= E[l{y>c‘N_L("/ﬂ)}x 1{Xsafbdyfzv’l[(xfzv;cfiy_)d;a)/(l7N(HY))1}]
+o (x,5)
- [T e dy (33)
Hrp
a-bdy-N"[ (x=N(c—ey) xa)/(1-N(c—ey))]
Ax,y) = =
b1 -d
-1
B(x) = % (34)
Mo =0
R = N(eY = ¢)N(bZ - a)
P[R < «]
=P[(1 -=N(c-eY))N(-a +bdY +b /1 -d*X) < x]
= P[N(eY = ¢)N(-a + bdY + b /1 = d*X) < x]
= B[ 1 yeroeyen + Linter—e) oot X Lner—e)¥(-avsdrsh /1) <s! J
=1- Eliluv(ey—c)n) X (1 - lN(eY—c)N(-a+de+bmx)Sz) )i|
=1- E[lw(eY-c>>zs x (1N<eY-c)N(;u+bdy+bMX)>z} >i|
= -E v N-1(x) +¢ a=bdV4N " [s/N(e¥—c
1 |:11Y>4—)—V Ua)te) X (1{X>—[—(—HYA; ]_/d’;’ ¥ })}
= k= L(z)ja(x‘y)("o(x)dx)go(y)dy (35)
Hr
—bdy + N"'[x/N(ey —¢) ]
A(x,y) = g
b1 -d
-1
B(x) = N (x) +c (36)
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