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1 Introduction and Model

For several decades, degradation data have been more aadisearto understand ageing of a device, instead of
only failure data. The most widely used stochastic procefmedegradation models belong to the class of Lévy
processes. More precisely, the three main models are tloavinfy ones: (a) Brownian motion with (positive)
drift; (b) gamma processes; (c) compound Poisson procebta® generally we consider a broad class of Lévy
processes corresponding to subordinators perturbed mdapéndent Brownian motion:

VtZO,Dt:Gt+UBt

where{G;, t > 0} is a subordinator, i.e. a Lévy process with non decreasingpEapaths. Since jumps of
{Ds, t > 0} are issued fro{G;, t > 0} and are positive, we recall that we say that,, ¢t > 0} is spectrally
positive This process can be characterized in terms of Lévy expsnent

VueR, explton(u) = E[e™P] = expltoa(u) expltn(u)) = explion(u)) exp(—gtu’o?)

o (u) = ifiu + /R\{O} [ — 1 — iuxl_q q)(2)]Q(dx)

Exponent¢p is associated to the Brownian motion agg to G,, which is in all generality a jump process.
It follows that the Lévy measure dfD;, t > 0} is the same as that diG;, ¢ > 0} that we will denote by
vp(dz) = Q(dz). Furthermore we will suppose that meas@e) admits a density with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, i.e. tha(dz) = q(z)dxz for some density(.). In the following we will also need

op(u) = 9 (in) = pa(u) + Ju0?)

i.e. pp(u) is such tha[e“Pt] = et¥r (W), We recall, sincd Gy, t > 0} is a subordinator, that may write in this
casepp(u) in the following way

on(u) = —uu + / [e=** _110(dx) + luQaQ,
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for someu > 0. We consider in this paper several approaches for modeliggadation of a device and its failure
time. Failure time can traditionally be derived from a defgtiion model by considering the first hitting tirfig

of a critical levelb > 0. The first-passage time distribution has been already elfowr the particular case of two
sub-models. In the case of Brownian motion with drift (cepending toG; = ut, i > 0), it is the well-known
inverse Gaussian distribution, se}§|[15] for instance. Rerpure gamma process (i.e.= 0 and{G;, t > 0}

is a gamma process), it has been studied by Park and Pa@}etﬂ\{l@reover they proposed an approximation
for the cumulative distribution function of the hitting terbased on Birnbaum-Saunders and inverse Gaussian
distributions.

Recently a new approach to define the failure time was prapbgeBarker and Newby[[4] that consists in
considering thdast passage time of degradation proc€sk, ¢t > 0} aboveb. As explained in that paper, this is
motivated by the fact that, even{fD;, ¢ > 0} reaches and goes beyohdesulting in a temporarily "degraded"”
state of the device, it can still always recover by gettingkdaelowd provided this was not the last passage time
throughd. On the other hand, if this is the last passage time then raveeg is possible afterwards and we may
then consider it as a "real" failure time. Of course, thizdssion about modelling failure time by the first or last
passage time becomes irrelevant whenever procBsst¢ > 0} has non decreasing paths (which is not the case
e.g. of the Brownian motion) since in that case both quastitbincide.

In this paper we then investigate these quantities for @ratide class of so-called perturbed process. In Section
Ewe provide the Laplace transform of the first passage figneith penalty function involving the corresponding
under and overshoot of the process. We then confront thisoapp to related recent existing results on such
passage times distributions in the general theory of Léwggsses, that introduces the notion of so-cadlesle
functions The case of several sub-models is reviewed (or revisitéd)these cases the probability distribution
function (pdf) and/or the cumulative distribution funeti¢cdf) can be computed explicitly, or at least numerically.
In conclusion of this section we propose an alternative alggfion process that takes into account the fact that the
process cannot be in theory negative and suggest$ thatt > 0} be reflected at zero. In that setting we use the
aforementioned recent results in the theory of Lévy andetfteLévy processes to obtain the joint distribution
of the first passage time jointly to the overshoot distritaiti In Sectior|]3 we study the case where failure time
corresponds to the last passage tilgeaboveb and derive its distribution in the non reflected and reflectesk.
Finally we consider in Sectioﬁ 4 a maintenance policy pnobilespired by ] and derive distribution of related
quantities.

To conclude this introduction, we make precise where in ttesgnt paper previously published results are
reviewed and what is actually novel. Propositfor] 2.2 in is new, but its proof is similar to the one
corresponding to proof of Remark 4.1 as well as Expressibd3 &nd (4.5) of Garrido and Moral16]. Section
E recalls facts (with short proofs) previously estaldiblin the literature that are useful later on. On the other
hand and to the best of our knowledge, Theorfn]s 3.4 ahd 3.8diio&[B concerning last passage times may be
linked to Chiu and Yin ], Baurdou>[[5] and recent paper Kgpouet al. [@] but are otherwise genuinely new.
Similarly Sectior[|4 deals with determining reliability quidies features unheard-of results.

2 First-passage time as failure time
We consider here the hitting time distribution of a fixed leve- 0 by the perturbed proce$®d;, ¢t > 0}:

Ty, =inf{t > 0; Dy > b}

which we remind is a.s. finite. We study below the distribatdd (T3, D7, —, D7, ) by determining the following
quantity
¢w(§’ b) = E(e_éwa(DTb—’ DTb)) (1)

whered > 0 andw(.,.) is an arbitrary continuous bounded function that will besredd to apenalty function

In the following we will drop the subscript when there is nolaguity onw(.,.) and then writes(d, b) instead of
¢w(0,b). We then determineﬂ(l) in the general case and then illgstnait results to sub-models, some of which
distribution ofT; has already been obtained.

2.1 General case

We are interested in the case where prodé€sg ¢ > 0} is general. To this end, we use a well known technique
that consists in approaching the jump part proceg&in ¢ > 0} by a compound Poisson processes which, as said
in the Introduction, is similar to the one used [16] (formaaletails see Appendix A.1 iﬂ|16]). More precisely
this process can be pointwise approximated by a sequencengfaund Poisson processéS (¢, n)):>0)nen SUCh

+thh At
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1. (S(t,n))nen is increasing for alt > 0,
2. pt+1lim, 0 S(t,n) = Gy forall t > 0,

3. foralln, (S(t,n)):>0 has intensity\,, and jump size with c.d.fP, (z) with

Aw = Q) )
P(x) = Wﬂ{zx/n} (3)

whereQ(x) := Q([z, +oc)). Note that)) defines measure such ti@tdz) = —Q(dx).

Note that this approach is particularly interesting when= Q(1/n) — Q(0) =
n — oo, i.e. when process has infinitely many jumps on any interlrglitively {S(¢,
from {G;, t > 0} by discarding all jumps that are of size less thégn. Since{S(¢,n), t
{Ds, t > 0}, we have that

[0,400)) = +o0 as
, t > 0} is obtained
0} increases towards

V3 X

N1y, n— o0, as, 4)
whereT}" is the hitting time of leveb of the truncated proceq9y, ¢t > 0} defined byD} = S(t,n) + 0B, for

anyt > 0 and anyn € N. We remind thafl}" is also a.s. finite. In facty* may be described as a ruin time (i.e.
the first hitting time o) of a stochastic process) in the following way:

Ty =inf{t >0; b—put— S(t,n)+ 0B, <0}

and we are interested in the Laplace transfgrni) := E(e*‘;wa(D{,Egz_, Dglgl)) of T;* with penalty function
w(.,.) forall § > 0. Letp,, = p,(d) be the positive solution to the following equation:

0.2

5 Pn - 1Pn (5)

)\n/ e AP, () = A + 0 —
0
that we will callgeneralized Lundberg equatiowe start by showing convergencemf asn — oc.

Proposition 2.1 p,, converges as — oo to the unique solutiop > 0 to the following generalized Lundberg

equation:

0.2

0= =valp) < d=¢plp) (6)

Proof: Thanks to Expressionf| (2) arfdl (3)f and c.d.f.P,, we may rewrite[(5) in the following way

[e’e} _ 2 [e'e) [e'e) 2
/ eﬂﬂ@@ﬂ=@@ﬂ»+6—%wi+MM<=>/‘ewaww:: Q(dw) +8 = -0 + ppn
1/n 1/n 1/n
2 o]
= - %pi + [Pn +/ (1—e ") Q(dx) = 0.
1/n

Thusp,, is the only positive solution to equatigh(z) = 0 wheref,,(z) := 6—%222+uz+f1°/°n (1 —e **)Q(dx).
Let us note thatf,, ).y increasingly converges pointwise towards

2

Fe) =0 G bt [ (1) Q) =6 - o (o)

so thatp,, converges increasingly towar@$ := sup,,cy pn. Besides one can verify the(z) = 0 admits an
unique solution orf0, +00), which is solutiorp to Equation Kb). Thug* is less than or equal to solutigrand we
prove that we in fact have equality = p which is achieved by showing thét,*) = 0. Indeed, using inequality
0<1-—e** < zzforall z,z > 0 and sincef,,(p,) = 0, we have

FE) = 176" = Fulp) < 1F0") = Fou)| + 17 (o) = Fulon)]
1/n 1/n

|f@f>—fumﬂ+1/ (1—e-Mﬂ)Q«m>s|f@ﬂ-<ﬂpu|+pn/‘ Q(dx)
0 0

IN

1/n
< o) — floM o | 20(de)  sincen. < o < o. (7)
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We recall that the fact thdtG;, ¢ > 0} is a subordinator (a non decreasing Lévy process) implkﬂsfﬁ? (I A

2)Q(dz) < +oo (see e.g. (2) p.72 of]6)), hencﬁ/" 2Q(dx) — 0. Remembering thaf is a continuous
function, this implies thal[{?) tends to zeroras~ +oo, hencef(p*) = 0. o

The Laplace transform,, (§) with penalty functionw(.,.) of T;* is given through the following which is a
particular case of Theorem 2 29] adapted to our context:

Theorem 2.1 Letw(.,.) be a bounded continuous function and define

(@) = [ wloy— 2)dPa(w)
Thenb — ¢,(6,b) := ]E(e*‘STJLw(D{,E;_, D?g@)) satisfies the renewal equation

where functiong,, (-, -) andh,, (-, ) are defined by

20 Y oufo?pn @ w—s) [ —pn(®)(—s)
9n(6,y) — [ et el e~ rn dP, (x)ds 9)

g 0 s

o120/ o))y | 2An / =20/ 49 (O))(y—5) / T e @O@=3)y, (2)duds.  (10)

o? 0 s

hn(8,9)

Proof: With notations of [2p], we have, (5, y) expressed as in (1.10) therein with= b(8) = —2u/0> + p,(6),
A=A, P(-) := P,(-) andD = o2 /2. Still with notations of [2p], and in Theorem 2 therein, we $eat function
y 5 hn(68,y) is the sum ofe~[=2#/*+en(9)lv and some function,,(-) defined in Expression (2.8) of [29] that
depends ow,,. Itis easy to verify that this function is the last term on tlght-handside oflﬂO). o

Passing on the limit — +oo in Theorel yields the following renewal equation fordtion @):

Proposition 2.2 Letw(z) := [ w(z,y — 2)Q(dy). Functiong(s, ) = ¢, (4, -) satisfies the renewal equation

where functiong(-, -) andh(-, -) are defined by
oy = = / Y =20/ o)) (u—s) / " e OE@-9) () ds (12)
o 0 s
2 Yy 5 o]
h(d,y) = e~ 172/ +pOly 1 %/0 e~ P2/ +p(O)l(y—s) / e_p(‘;)(””_s)w(:v)d:vds. (13)

Henceg(d, b) is given by the Pollaczek-Kinchine like formula

Zg*’“ 8,.)(8,b). (14)
Note that [1}4) is analogous to Expression (4.2)ir} [16].

Proof: Let us prove thah,w, converges ta. This is easily seen by remembering that = Q(1/n) and thus
that, by (B),

Anwn(x) = _/ w(x, Y- :E)H{y21/n}dQ(y)

which converges to the desired expression, remembering-#@(y) = dQ(y). Convergence of,, to i follows
from (L9). In the same way,, [~ e~ P (O)(==)gP, (z) convergestq,” e~ 7)== Q(dx), yielding convergence
of g, to g thanks to[(9). ]

As announced in the Introduction, it is also possible to setheory of Lévy processes to propose a differ-
ent approach for determlmng the joint distribution of thttig time T, Jomtly to the state ofDy,, usingscale

Frrrmamatimnrme MaAava mreseieseaslhys warms Lhavrm +hama FALLAI A 1 AN 1 b o e~ i FrAara AU e st 1 APl ~LETHAT.
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Proposition 2.3 (Theorem 1(4) Ep]) Let us define for alb > 0 the scale functiod?(®), through its Laplace
transform, andz(®) by

/OO e WO (2)de = PR A > p(0) (15)
0
ZO(z) = 146 / WO (y)dy, (16)

where we recall thap(d) is solution to the Lundberg equatigr, (A) = . Then from Expression (4) p.19 20]
one has that 5

p(0)
Just to be clear on notations, we emphasize tha .t [20] dedtsspectrally negative processes. To apply it here
(hence to obtain Expressmr.(l5|£|(16) ahd (17)), we thesl ne consider hitting time df of processD, :=

— D starting fromD, = b. In particular, Laplace exponetit.) of D, as defined in Expression (2) df | .20] by
E[e*Dr] = (M) does coincide with functiop(.), and®(85) = sup{A > 0| 1»(A) = 6}, also defined in[[30],
coincides withp(9).

Ele "] = ZO(b) — —W ) (b). (17)

Remark 2.2 (scale function regularity) A necessary condition for functidir () defined in the Propositioms
to be differentiable is thaf D;, ¢ > 0} has unbounded variation, which is the case here since it l@awassian
component (i.e.c > 0). In fact it is shown in |[b] the stronger fact that > 0 implies thativ(®) is twice
differentiable.

Remark 2.3 (boundary value of scale function)Still in the present case where procesh;, ¢ > 0} has un-
bounded variation, we have th#it (%) (0) = 0 by Lemma 8.6 p.222 of 1L9].

As a complement tdll?), it is interesting to note that Rengadt [@] gives an explicit expression of the joint
Laplace transform ofT3, D, ).

The approach in Propositi@.S has however a cost, whichaisa Laplace Transform inversion of [15) is
required to obtain the scale function. However recent tedwdve been found concerning expressiomof’ in
particular cases, see Hubalek and Kypria@ [18] as welbasttand Yamazakm4] in the case whér&;, ¢ >
0} is a compound Poaisson process with jumps following phape-tistribution. In fact the following result
combines both approaches given in Proposﬂ@s 2. quhdaﬁthheoretlcally gives a closed form expression of
scale functiodV (9 of any spectrally positive Lévy process:

Proposition 2.4 Scale functioriV (%) uniquely defined by Laplace transfor|i|(15) satisfies thewolig first order
differential equation

WO () — p(E)W O (2) = —”T S g6, % 1 (6,.)(6,x) = H(6, ) (18)
k=0
whereg (s, .) is given by [IR) and/ (s, .) is derivative ofi(é, .) given in {1B) withw = 1, i.e.

2 [ _
B (6, y) = —[-2u/0? + p(g)]e*[*2u/02+p(5)]y + F/ e~ [=20/0 +p(9)](z—y) Q(x)dx
y

Yy © _
C[opfo? + PW% / o—=201/0%+p(8))(y—3) / PO\ duds.  (19)
g 0 s
ThusW () () has the following explicit expression

W(‘;)(x):/ efp(‘;)(zfy)H(é,y)dy. (20)
0

Proof: Differential equation@S) simply comes froE[l?) that oiféedentiates with respect tip(which is possible
sincelV (¥ is differentiable in light of Remar@.Z), using expressita—°7*] = ¢,,(, b) where penalty function
w(.) is identically equal td, and finally using Expressioﬂ14). Note that differentiatof ) is done by using

A sl LvvmAarans mrmimmesrviigs ~F AAavinriatimsam ~fF Aavravrsliitad Frovmade~ £ . N 2l . . . oAvunlairmicac~ sadls s ITT/ SN



6 Christian Paroissin and Landy Rabehasaina

features derivative of functioh(d, .).
Since by Remark 2.3 one has th&t®) (0) = 0, Equation [2)0) is then obtained by solving the standarddirser
differential equation|(]8). O

Note however that FormuIﬂZO) requires to compute the iefsgries appearing iﬂ18), which in practice may
not be handy. However, since such scale functions are irmpbirt the theory of Lévy processes (in particular,
these functions will be useful in Secti02.3 4]1d 3 for deieing quantities related to first passage times of
reflected processes and last passage times), any exprearibe considered as welcome.

Remark 2.4 Asymptotic behaviour @, asb — +o0o may be obtained through Roynette et@ [27]. More precisely,
it was proved thatT;, + b/, (0))/v/b converges in distribution to a (0, —¢' (0)/¢’, (0)?) distribution. One

can also compute fron] [R7] asymptotic behaviour of trip{éfb +b/¢'5(0))/Vb, Dy, — b, b— DTb,)that we
did not include here but that involve technical expressions

2.2 Examples
We illustrate the previous study with examples and reviemetamous examples related to degradation models.

Pure gamma process Here we assume that= 0 and that{ G;, ¢ > 0} is a gamma process with shape parameter
« and scale parametér We recall that its Lévy exponent and Lévy measure are giyen b

po(u) = ¢p(u) = —alog(l+u/f)
vp(dz) = Q(dz)=z"'e ¢ada.

Considering this special case into the generalized Lurgpbguation, it follows that this equation has no positive
solution. It appears that the presence of the perturbatidhe degradation model is important for applying the
result obtained by Tsai and Wilm029] as we did in Prop‘oai@. However, in this first special case, the
degradation process reduces to a pure stationary gammasgraad s D;, ¢ > 0} has increasing paths. It
follows that:

Vi>0, P[I,>t]=PD;,<b.

Consequently it is sufficient to study the distribution/af for anyt > 0. The hitting time distribution was already
given for instance p.517 of Park and Paddet [23]:

Proposition 2.5 (Park and Padgett])The cumulative distribution function (cdf) f is:

V>0, F(t)_%,

whereI'(-, -) is the upper incomplete Gamma function. The probabilityrithistion function (pdf) ofl}, is, for any
t>0:

ft) = a (\Il(at) ~log (g)) 7(101‘&%5) n (at);;(at) (g)at 2Fy(at, at;at + 1, at + 15 —b/€),

whereV is the di-gamma function (or logarithmic derivative of thar@ma function)y(-,-) = T'(:) = T'(+, -) is the
lower incomplete Gamma function ap#l; the generalized hypergeometric function of or&r2).

It has been proved (seﬂ [1] or Section 5@ [28] for instaniea)f;, has an increasing failure rate.

Perturbed gamma Process Statistical inference in a perturbed gamma process hasshegied in [8] using only
degradation data. However sometimes both degradatioraddtéailure time data are available (sgq [22] for such
problem for a related model). In addition, from parametastsmeation (based on degradation data for instance),
one can obtain an estimation of the failure time distributiblence the distribution df;, can be of interest. In
that case{G;, t > 0} is a gamma process with shape paramatand scale parametér We recall that Lévy
exponent and Lévy measure of proc¢sy, ¢ > 0} are then given by

¢p(u) = —alog(l+u/f)+ juo®

"~/ 1 \ 1 — 2

(21)
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Thus, Propositio@Z gives joint distribution (ﬂ"b,DTb , Dr,) through expression ab(d, b) wherew(z) :=
[ w(z,y — )< " dy and g(3,y) Z [V e rOy=s) [ emp(d)(@= S“j“da:ds w(.,.) being an arbitrary
bounded function. Also note that from Rem. 2.4 one hamtm@] the Central Limit Theorem

b—&b/a D a/€+o
et Ce

Finally, expression of the scale function is then given@ (Rith o p(.) andQ(.) defined in ). This will come
in handy in Sectiof]3.

>, b — +o0.

Brownian motion with positive drift We consider the case whefg = ut, i.e. {D;, t > 0} is a Brownian
motion with drift. In such case, the distribution of the nigf time of the constant boundabyis known and is
called the inverse Gaussian distribution. Its pdfis givgn b

b b — ut)?
ViE>0,f(t) = Wexp <—%) .

Proof of this result is generally based on the symmetricqipie full-filled by the Brownian motion whep = 0,
or can be showed with martingale methods in the gase 0. Alternatively the pdf can be obtained by inverting
the Laplace transform dffy,:

g

6(8) = Efe~5T] = exp <—M> , (22)

with 95 = \/p? + 2602. Note that the expression of this Laplace transform is stehdnd can be found e.g.

in Expression (38) p. 212 OEILZ] (see alsﬂ [1], page 19). Aiste that ') is compatible with Expression

@). Indeed in the context of Propositipn]2.2 we have here 0 andh = 0, thus [1}4) reduces to(d,b) =
~[=2u/o"+0(5)ly wherep(8) satisfies[lBy—= 0 = % p(8)2 — up(8) — 6, giving the exact same expressign|(22).
Expression of the scale function for this case is then givgne121 in ] by

2 2

WO () = 767#1/0 mnh( V2002 + 1 ) — 2 enz/o® inh (%75) . (23)
V2002 + p? o? Vs o

Note that there seems to be a small mistakq ih [18] of expressfilV (¥)(z) (where there are someés instead

of 2's), that we corrected here. As proved by Chhikara and F(@i; the failure rate of an inverse Gaussian

distribution is non-monotone, but it is initially increagiand then decreasing.

Perturbed compound Poisson process with phase-type jumpsLet us suppose thdtz,, ¢t > 0} is a compound
Poisson process of intensitywhose jumps are phase-type distributed with representétio ., T). Lett :=
—T1 wherel is a column vector of which entries are equal wof appropriate dimension (see e.g. Chapter VIl
of Asmussen|]]2] for an extensive account on such distribgdiolin that case, is given by

ep(u) = %u202 + Ma(ul —T) 't —1).

Egami and Yamazakm.4] give the expression of the LaplaaesfiormE(e—%7%) by determining a closed formula
for the scale function®° and using results in Propositi.3. More precisely folhg\{@], let us denote for all
0 > 0 the complex solution&s; 5); (resp.(n;);) of Equationpp(u) = ¢ (resp.d/(6 — ¢p(u)) = 0), u € C. We
suppose that thg s's are distinct roots. We set

Is = {ilpp(=&s)=06andR(& s) > 0},
Ts = {il6/(6 — ep(—ni)) = 0 andR(n;) > 0},
[Lies,(wt+ni) Tl &io

[iesni ez, (u+8is)

On page 4 0f|E|4] it is stated that Ca#) = Card 7s) + 1 (this results in fact comes from Lemma 1 (1) ﬂf [3D,
so thatyy (co) exists and is equal 1. We then define

ps (u)

(Ais)iez; St @5 (u) — ;5 (0 ZAu 515

i€Ls
05 = Y Aiskis
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Then Proposition 2.1 of [[}4] gives expression of the Laplacansform ¢(5) = E(e %) =
> ez, Aise S5 and Proposition 3.1 of [14] yields the following interegfiand useful expression of the
scale function

2 &5 e
WO (p) = 2 Ay g—20 PO _ o=&ism| 24
(=) 0205 lezz:s “p(0) + &is [ (24)

Furthermore, as pointed out E14], expressionddf) are more complicated but available when ragtss have
multiplicity m; > 1.

2.3 Reflected processes

The previous model may not be too realistic if we considerBh@vnian motion as a means of modelling small
repairs, as the degradation procéss, ¢t > 0} may then be negative. An alternative for this is to consitler t
reflected version of D;, ¢ > 0} defined in the following way

Vt>0, Dj:=Dy— inf (D, A0).

0<s<t

The hitting time distributioril;* of {D;, ¢ > 0} jointly to the overshoot and undershoot pdf is given by the
following theorem

Theorem 2.1 Let us suppose thdtD;, ¢ > 0} is non monotone, i.e. that > 0. LetW(® be defined by[ (}5)
where we recall thap = p(d) is solution to the Lundberg equatign, (z) = 6. Then

E[eiéTJH{D;giedy, D;,b* edz}] = vp(dz — y)fl(f) (b, y)dy (25)
(8) (8
(5) _ WOOWE (y) s
wherer,” (b, y) := —W(5)’(b) (y).
Proof: We apply results from Doneﬂ|13] and we write, following niidas therein, X; := —D,, so that Lévy

measure of X;, t > 0} is II(dz) := vp(—dz)and procesd (t) := supy<.<;(X, V 0) — X, is equal toD?.
Following terminology of],W(‘” is thed-scale function of X;, ¢t > 0} and is defined by|ﬂ5) witk»_ p instead

of op. Remark 4 p.14 of[13] gives expressign](25) whafé is given by Pistorius[34] (see also Expression (15)
in Theorem 1 0f|E3]) withz := 0 anda := b, noting that functiod? (%) is differentiable by Rema@.z. o

Note again that Theore@.l is especially interesting whieation 1V (%) admits closed form expressions, as
in [E, ]. For example in the case of a perturbed compourgsBo process with phase-type distributed jumps
(and using the same notations as in Sedfioh 2.2) we havéz) = AaeT*t andW(® given by {2} (of which
derivative is easily available), which, plugged (25)sid;ayie|ds the Laplace transform of the corresponding
hitting time 7} jointly to the overshoot and undershoot distribution.

We now state a famous lemma that links distributiorijfto the cumulative distribution function &f, for all
b>0:

Lemma 2.1 We have for alb andt > 0, P(Dy > b) = P(T) < t).

Proof: This is a simple consequence from e.g. Lemma 3.5 p.74 of Eypt ]that implies thd@(D; > b) =
P (supg<,<¢ Ds > b) which in turn is equal t&(T}, < t). |

3 Last-passage time as failure time

We letL, andL; be the last passage times of proceqdes ¢ > 0} and{Dy, t > 0} below levelb defined as

Ly :=sup{0 <wu| D, <b} and L; :=sup{0<u|D] <b}

wartlvi AL Ara snrAall AAfFimAard Ae v re e AAA L ~N) AanAIlN*x 2 ~N) catie~f,1. ™ 1t Tk o
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3.1 General case

Let us introduce the following bivariate measu£andi{ on [0, +00)? through their double Laplace transforms

P Bx ( ) ﬁ / / e s Bx >
// U(ds,dx) = (ﬁ) , VB > pla L{dsdx) () ﬂVB,a_O.
(26)
Expressiong (26) may be found in Expressions (12) and (1fjlobr p.154 and p.170 in Chapter 6 ¢fJ19] (note
that the latter reference considers spectrally negativegsses, hence roles farandi/ are swapped therein).
Furthermore, from (26) 0[[7] one has thag(d:v = fs:o ‘5Su(ds dx) has the expression

Us(dz) = e D%y, (27)
hencels ([0, +00)) = 1/p( ). In the same spirit, we defirié; (dz) := [° e °*U(ds, dz). (2§) then reads that
[= o€ PUs(dx) = (ﬂ) forall 5 > p(d). We then have the following identity, that will be of intetéster
on.

Lemma 3.1 One has

/

Us(dx) = [—p(O)W O () + W (2)]da. (28)
Proof: From ) we get the following
/ e P U5 (dx) = —p(5)/ e PT WO (z)da —|—/ Be PrW ) (z)da (29)
=0 0 0

where > p(3). We recall from Remark 2.3 that’(®) (0) = 0. As to behaviour at-co of the scale function,
we have, thanks to Lemma 8.4 p.222 pf|[19], relatioi®) (z) = e*W.°~#”(?) (1), for anyc € R such that

0 —¢plc) >0, whereWc(‘;’“”D(C)) is a scale function defined under a different probability soea. By picking
¢ = p(d) then one getd — vp(c) = 0 and

W (z) = er@w Q) (2) (30)
(see e.g. Second Remark p.32 @ [25] for this identity as altletails on this other probability measure). At

the end of Proof of Corollary 8.9 p.227 ¢f]19], it is shownttl’hﬁ,f?g) (+00) = Z——g7y Wherepp ,5)(q) =
D,p(4)
wp(q+p(8)) —¢p(p(d)) = ¢plg + p(6)) — 4, hence

W (+00) = < 400. (31)

©p(p(0))

Thus in view of () (0) = 0, (Q) and [3]L), and singé > (), the following integration by parts makes sense:
/ Be P2 W) (z)da = {—e_ﬂIW(é) (x)} = —i—/ e WO (2)dx =0 —|—/ e WO (2)dx,  (32)
0 0 0 0

remembering thal’ (¥ is indeed differentiable by Remalk P.2. Comparing Laplaaesforms|(29) and (32), we
then obtain|[(28). O

Let us also note that, according to Definition 6.4 p.14,[lJ’§)e fact thatr > 0 entails tha® is regular for
sets(—o0,0) and (0, +oc) (in particular, Theorem 6.5 p.142 df [19] applies here). Wfiat in mind, and since
{D;, t > 0} is spectrally positive and drifts té-oco, we may recall the following important recent result from
Kyprianouet al [R1].

Theorem 3.1 (Corollary 2 of Kyprianou, Pardo and Rivero [@]) Let us define

D__ = inf D,, D, =inf D;, G_ :=sup{s>0|Ds;— D, =0},
u>0 t<s

o0 —00

D, —inf N D, —inffe~S+H D — D, — N
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Then distribution of G _, D, 2_)>Lb — Ly, Ly, l_)>,;b —b,b—Dr,_, Dy, —b)is given by the following identity for
t,b,v>0,s>r>0,0<y<b+v,w>u>0:

PG, €dr, =D, €dv, Dy, — Ly €dt, Ly €ds, D, —b e du,b— Dy, €dy, Dr, —b € dw]
= Us([0, +00)) " U(dr, dv)UU(ds — r,b+ v — dy)U(dt, w — du)Q(dw + y), (33)

wherel/; ([0, +00))~! = p(0) from @7).

Itis clear that distribution of L, b— Dy, —, Dy, —b) may be theoretically obtained from this theorem. In fact, ou
goal is to propose expressions of this distribution thay amlolves quantities that were determined in Sec 2.1,
e.g. scale functions, which we saw can be available in mangtins, as opposed to meastiseandl{ appearing

in (@) which, as seen irm26), are available only throughbtimtiaplace transforms. More precisely, we have the
following results.

Theorem 3.2 We have for alt > 0 anda € R,

P(Ly<t) = /boo E[D1]W(a —b)fp,(a)da (34)
P(Ly >t, Dy €da) = [1—-E[D1]W(a—0b)]fp,(a)da (35)

wherefp, (.) is density of rv.D; and W (.) = W) (.) defined in [d5) wits = 0. Besides, for alb > 0, and for
b >y >0, w > 0, the Laplace transform af; jointly to density of the under and overshoot is given by

_ _ 1 (0w
Ele "Iy p,, cdy, Dy, -beaw}] = {e“‘”(b Vs = WO =) | dy.[L = e O] Q(dw + ). (36)
' (p(0))

Let us compare results given in Theorem| 3.2 with existingsdnethe literature concerning last passage times
of Lévy processes. Referenc[ll] apd [5] give distrilmgtiof respectively last exit times and last exit times
before an exponentially distributed time, in terms of theiplace transform, for a similar class of Lévy processes;
however Theorer@.Z is more adapted here as it directly @iwesf jointly to the density of the overshoot, thus
avoiding an inverse Laplace transform. As said before, ligatsadvantage of Formuleﬂ[%) ov33) is that it
only involves the scale function.

Proof: Let us start by showing|:@4) ant[[35). Let> 0. By definition of L, we note that for alla > b
event[L, < t, D; € da] is equal to/D; € da, {D,} will not hit level b anymore aftet]. Hence using the Markov

property:
P[Ly <t Dy €da] = P, [Ty =400 P[D; € da]

whereP,_;, [To = +0o0] is the probability that procedd);, ¢ > 0} starting froma — b will never hit0 and is given
e.g. through Formula (4) p.19 dfJ20] &, _;, [Ty = +oc] = E[D]W (a —b) andP [D; € da] = fp, (a)da where
fp, is the density of r.vD; andW (.) = W () in (E). By integrating: from b to +co one gets|E4). Equation
[B3) stems from the basic equalityL, > ¢, D; € da) = P(D; € da) — P(Ly < t, D; € da).

We now turn to[(36), and use Theorgm] 3.1 to this end. Since binFtneorem we have

E[e_(sLbH{b—DLbdey, DLb—bEdw}] = / e_ésP[Lb S dS, b— DLb* € dyv DLb -be dw]7
s=0

and in view of [3B), one just needs to compute the followirtggnal:

/ J D/ 0/ e PG, €dr, —D_ € dv, D, — Ly € dt, Ly € ds,
v=0/t=0J5>r>0/ u=0 -

,—be€du,b—Dyp,_ €dy, Dr, —b e duw]

/ / U(dr,dv)e % U(ds — b+ v — dy). / / U(dt,w — du).Q(dw +vy), (37)
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which we strive to do now. The first integral in the righthaidésof ) verifies,

/ u/ U(dr,dv)e U (ds — b + v — dy)
>r>0
C/ U(dr, dv) / e %U(ds — r,b+ v — dy)
r=0 s=r

I

— /i/oo U(dr,dv)e " Us(b+ v — dy)
/
/

r=0
O/ e~ U (dr, dv) [ V' (b+v—y)— p() WO (b+v— y)} dy byLemmd3]L

oo

(do) (W' (b4 v~ y) = p&)W O b+ v — )] dy
= /Oo e POV gy [W(‘”/(b +v—1)—pE)WO(b+0v— } dy by @27). (38)
v=0

Relation [3D) yields that—*@* W (b — y + v) = e/@C=WP) (b — y + v) which, from 3}), tends to
eP(®)(b—y) asv — +oo. This justifies the following integration by parts:

1
#p(p(9))

/ e—P(6)vw(6)/(b o —y)dv = [e—P(6)vw(6) (b+v— y)} oo ) n / p(é)e—/ﬁ(t?)vw(ﬁ) (b+v —y)dv

v=0 v= v=0

— Wb —y) + / p(8)e PO (b 4 v —y)dv, (39)
v=0

1
¢p(p(4))
which, inserted in|G8), yields the following simplificatio

— P(8)(b—y)

oo - 1
U(dr, dv)e=*U(ds — b+ v — dy) = [eP@(b—y)i —WOb—y)|dy. (40)
[ danane o ) ey )

The second integral in the righthandside@ (37) verifies

/ / U(dt,w — du) = / Uo(w — du)
u=0Jt=0 u=0

_ / e POw-gy by @)

u=0
= ﬁu — 0w, (41)
Plugging [4P) and[(41) intd (B7) yieldf {36). ]

3.2 Examples
We consider here some examples from those studied preyiandlfor which last-passage time is relevant.

Brownian motion with positive drift  In the case wher€';, = ut, u > 0 andD; = G, + 0 B; = ut + 0B, we
have

E[D:i] =
W(a—b) = WOa—b)=2e @9/ sun (224} trom @3
(a—10) (a —b) Me sin 5 )
1 5 5
— = (a—pt)"/(207¢)
jih(a) o 2ﬂt8 ,

which, plugged in[(34) and (B5), yields expression of thetodf P[L; < t] as well as its cdf jointly to density of
D,. Note that by deriving this expression of the cdf one obtafter some calculation the following density b

no _(—u)?
e 2t t,
V2t

which agrees with the already known density of the last ggssane of a Brownian motion with drift, see e.g.
o om m o e 1 19\ - N ~FThr

P[L; € di] =
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Perturbed gamma process In the case wher¢G,, t > 0} is a gamma process with shape parametand

scale parameter, densities ofi'; ando B; are given byfq, (u) = 1152;) 5;/5 andf,, (u) = he*“z/@“zt)

We also recall that functiofl (4, z) defined in Proposmo@ 4 has expression glverEIh (18) whihracteristics of
the gamma perturbed process being glver@ (21). Hence &dataulation yields

E[D:] = af,

a—b
W(a—b) / e POV (5, y)dy,
0

+oo
1 / uatf1€7u/§€7(a7u)2/(202t) du,
o2l (at)€et Jo

= ﬂ/Jroo uoétfle*zalzt(“2+<20T2t72a)u)du

fp.(a) = fa, * foB,(a) =

o/ 2mtl (at)Eot
—a®/(20°1) t+oo 1.2 1 202t
e _ 1 —daxt— 207t _92a)x
- < U\/E at 1/ 20t=1,72 25\/;< z ) de, z:=u U\/g,
o/ 2mtl (at)Eot (V1) 0 [(ovD)
_ @V () (ff_\/f _ L)
V2rD(at)ot ¢ oVt
wherel'(s) = [° e~"t*"1dt, s > 0, is the gamma function and,Dz) = ¢ 2/ 100 mza—a?/2—p- Ydx,p <0,

)
is the parabollc cylinder function (see (9.241.2) p.106MLd@}). These expressmns plugged[in] (35) @ (36), yield
expression of the cdf ok jointly to density of D, as well as the Laplace transform bf jointly to density of the
over and undershoot.

Perturbed compound Poisson process with phase-type distiited jumps  In the case wheréG,, t > 0} is a
compound Poisson process with phase-type distributedgwhparameters as in Secti2.2, we have, using same
notations as in that section that density of shocks is equ#ht) = ae*Tt (see Theorem 1.5(b) p.218 tﬂ [2])and

E[D;] = —aT7'1,
W(a—b) = oQigoi;UA' o0 )&-if)fzo eP(Oa=b) —e—w(a—b)} from (@4) withé = 0,
o) = 3 fomoe e O
where f, g, (u) = \/ﬁ e~v*/(27°t) These expressions, plugged [n](35)and (36), yield exjmess the cdf of

L, jointly to density of D, as well as the Laplace transform bf jointly to density of the over and undershoot.

3.3 Reflected processes

As for the previous section dealing with first-passage time,consider the last-passage time for the reflected
version of perturbed increasing Lévy process.

Theorem 3.3 The Laplace transform df; is given by

E [e %% | = E[D OOW’ —b)¢(8,a)d
o] < EIDa) [ W(a = Do(da)da
where we recall tha#(5, a) = E[e 7] = ¢,,(d,a) withw = 1.

Proof: We start similarly as in the proof of TheoreE&Z and [Et an independent r.v. follow-
ing an £(5). Event [L} < T,D} € da] is equal to [D} € da, {D¥} will not hit level b anymore aftefl’].
Since reflected proces§D;, t > 0} behaves like the non reflected proces®,, ¢ > 0} on event
[{ D%} will not hit level b anymore aftefl’] for ¢ > T', we have, for alk > b, and using the Markov property,

mIiIr*x _ m MYk ~ 7.1 o T o 1TmInNk ~ 7.1 N1\
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whereP,_; [Ty = +0o0] is the probability that processD;, ¢ > 0} starting froma — b will never hit0 and has
expressioE[D;]W (a — b), as observed in Proof of Theor2. Sifté¢z) = 0 onz < 0, we have by Fubini

theorem (and sincl#/(.) is a differentiable function by Remajk 2.2),
E [e*“ﬂ - / P[L; <T,Dicda) = E[Di] [ W(a—bP[Dk e dd]
a=b a=b

—  E[DJE[W(Dj - b))
= ]E[Dl]E |:/_b WI(CL - b)]I{D;>a}da

= E[Dy] /O_Ob W'(a — b)P[D}. > alda.

From Lemma[2]1, we have th&D: > a] = P[T, < T] which is equal top(s,a), asT follows an £(6)
distribution. This yields the result. |

Again we emphasize that(J,a) = E[e~%7¢] is available in practice either through serifg (14) in Psitm
-3, or through[(17) in Propositidn .3. Also note that probTheoren3]3 implicitly yields the following side
result.

Proposition 3.1 LetT be an independest(d) distributed r.v. Then for alt > b we have

P[L; > T, D € da] = —[1 — E[Dy]W (a — b)]%w, a)da. (43)

well as (4}) to derive thab[L; > T, Di € da] = [1 — E[D,]W (a — b)]P[D; € da]. To obtain [4B) we just
need to prove that r.vD%. admits a density given bJ[D%. € da]/da = —% (0,a). Indeed Lemmg 2{1 yields
thatP[D: > a] = P[T, < T] = E[e°T+] = ¢(6, a), thus what remains to prove is thBfe—7¢] = ¢(§,a)
is differentiable with respect ta. This can be seen thanks to the convenient expres@)n (avyigds that
differentiability property since functiofi’ () is a differentiable function by Remafk P.2 (a&d®) is obviously

differentiable by [(16)). O

Proof: As in showing [35), we use the fact tHB{tL; > T, D3 € da] = P[D% € da] — P[L; < T, D3 € da] as

4 A maintenance policy

We now as an application consider the maintenance stratsgprided in Barker and Newb [4]. Degradation of
a certain component is modelled according to a pro¢égs ¢ > 0}. We suppose that, without maintenance,
{X:, t > 0} is a perturbed process with same parametefdas ¢t > 0}and that failure occurs at the last passage
time L; of levelb of the degradation process.

Let us then consider the following maintenance rule. Thepmment is inspected at timég; );—1 ... such that
inter inspection time verifie§; 1 —U; = m(Xy,+ ), wherem(.) is some nonincreasing function. L&t R — R
be some "maintenance function”. On inspection at tiipeone of the following actions is undertaken:

o either the system did not fail in intervel; 1, U;], in which case preventive maintenance occurs and degra-
dation process evolves likeD;, ¢ > 0} with initial condition Dy = d(x) up until timeU,;, wherex is
degradation state at instaliif—; in other words one ha&y, = d(Xy,_),

o or the system failed in intervdlU;_1, U;] in which case it is repaired and degradation process staeis,a
i.e. evolves like{ D;, t > 0} with initial condition Dy = 0.

We will suppose in this section that functidi) is differentiable fromR to R and bijective. Note that these two
assumptions are not too stringent and can be relaxed, irhvalaise expressions of distributions computed in this
section would only be more complicated.

We then define r.vI as the first inspection after which system is reset, i.e.

T ol —~ NT| failliira A~amtiveesA i~ TT 77 1)
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This means thaf™ := U; is a regeneration time for the degradation process. Prdcésst > 0} then behaves
like independent copies dfD;, t > 0} in intervals(U;, U;41] with possibly different initial states. Figufg 1
shows a sample path ¢fX;, ¢ > 0}, with failure in interval(Us, Us]and thus starting anew at tini& with
Xu,s = 0. Note that procesEX;, ¢ > 0} thus constructed is cadlag and such that, given its stateyahstantUy,
{Xi, t > Uy} isindependent fromX,, ¢ € [0;Uy)}, i.e. fromits history befor&,. This can be written as

[Xt, t> Uk‘ X,, s €0, Uk]} e [Xt, t> Uk‘ XUk]

Xt

idle time A*

¢ failure

»

: : - M
oV U, Us Us Us Us Hy Us=Ur=T* ¢

v

Fig. 1: Sample path of degradation procdss;, ¢ > 0}, with failure in (Us, Us].

We also introduce the idle tim&* which is the unavailability period of time during which cooment is down
until next scheduled inspection:
A* =T —Hy € [O,U] — U]_l]

where H,, is the failure time of the component and then necessariy ihelU;_1,U;]. We are interested in
quantities involving (possibly joined) distributions 6f7*, A* as well as the state of the degradation process at
inspection times. For this purpose we introduce the follmpguantities:

o A(z,dy) :=P[Ly > m(x), d(Dp()) € dy| Do = z] the distribution of the degradation process on inspec-
tion after maintenance jointly to the fact that there wasailufe before inspection, given that degradation
process starts at,

e C(y) := P[Ly < m(y)| Do = y], the probability that failure occurred before next inspEctgiven that
degradation process startgjat

o Cp(y,z) :==Pm(y) — Ly > z| m(y) > Li, Do = yl, z € [0, m(y)], the survival function of the idle time
given that degradation process startg.at

These three quantities are easily obtained:

Proposition 4.1 We have the following expressions

fm(m) (d_l (y))
d'[d=*(y)]

oly) = /boo E[DLW (@ — b+ y) foniyy(a)das

-y

Az, dy) = [1—-E[DW(d (y)—b+a)] dy,

1

Cr(yaz) = C(u) [ ME[DI]W(G_b+y)fm(y)fz(a’)da'
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Proof: We recall that we supposed thét) is a one to one differentiable function out of practicalBxpression
for A(x,dy) simply comes from|[(35) with = m(z) and a simple change of variable= d~!(y)and remarking
that last hitting time of levell of procesq D, t > 0} with Dy = z is the same in distribution as that of lewel «
of process{ D, ¢t > 0} with Dy = 0. Expression foC(y) is obtained from[(34) with = m(y) andb := b —y
because of process starting frgmFinally expression fo€, (y, z) comes from the fact that

_ Plm(y) — Ly > 2| Do = y] _ Pim(y) — Ly > z| Do = 9]
iz = Plm(y) > Ly,| Do =y C(y)

and using[(34) withl" = m(y) — z andb := b — y to obtain expression &[m(y) — Ly > z| Do = y|. O

We may now state main results of this section that concernt@iges of interest introduced at the beginning of
the section.

Theorem 4.1 Distribution of I jointly to the state of the degradation process just aftspiction and preventive
maintenance is given by

P[I =1, )(U1 S dyl, ey )(Uii1 S dyifl] = A(O,dyl) X A(yl,dyg) X ... X A(yi,Q,dyifl) X C(ylfl) (44)

Distribution of the idle time jointly td and the state of the degradation process just after inspeethd preventive
maintenance is given by

P[A* >z, 1= 7, XU1+ S dyl, ceey XU¢71 S dyi—l] = A(O,dyl)XA(yl,dyg)X...XA(yi_g,dyi_l)XCT(yi_l,Z).
(45)

Proof: The first probability is obtained by writing it in the forih [ﬁ};llEk N Fz] where

Er, = [no failure in(Uy_1; Ug], d(Xv,) € dyk]

F; [failure in(U;—1; Ui]} .

Since evolution of procesk; in ¢ € [U;, U;+1) given Xy, is independent fronX, ¢ € [0, U;), we may write that
probability in the following form

1—1
PI =i, Xy, €dys, ..., Xv,_, € dyi1] = [[ P[Ex| Xv,_, = ys—1] X P[Fi| Xu,_, = yi1]
k=1

and conclude by the fact that by the stationary incremerggnty we hav®[Ey| Xu, _, = yk—-1] = A(yr—1, dyx)
andP[F;| Xy,_, = y;_1] = C(y;_1) in order to obtain[(44).[(45) is derived by similar arguments m

Note that Theorerﬂ.l yields other interesting quantitieer example the expected time before reparation
jointly to the number of inspections/maintenances is ole@ithanks to|E4) by

li fyk)
k=1

A(O,dyl) X A(yl,dyg) X ... X A(yi_g,dyi_l) X C(yi—l)-

E[T71y=y] = /

(Y1,--,9i—1)ERL

Remark 4.1 (Case of the reflected procesd} is possible to adapt the previous setting to the reflectedgss
{D}, t > 0} and constructed a reflected degradation procgss’, ¢t > 0} with inspection and maintenance by
considering exponentially distributed inter-inspecttonesU; ;1 — U, of which conditional distribution giveX;,

is £(1/m(Xy,)), instead of deterministic times, where.) is the same function as in the non reflected caseand
again featuring a maintenance functidfi). Results from Theore@ﬁ aswell as equ (43) would yishilar

expressions foA (z, dy), C(y) for exponentially distributed horizonand an equivalenTbéorel for such an
inenectinn <trateav coitild he ohtained
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