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Table 5 Probabilities of typical scenarios
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LB MR R LB 1 LB/
1 Frank 0.126 1 4.0211 0.389 7 0.559 3 0.347 0 0.524 3
2 Frank 0.114 8 7.655 2 0.589 5 0.790 7 0.584 1 0.779 0
3 Frank 0.123 3 7.719 2 0.592 0 0.793 2 0.582 5 0.746 2
4 Clayton 0.091 7 3.079 1 0.606 2 0.792 6 0.508 1 0.687 8
5 Clayton 0.101 1 2.249 3 0.529 3 0.714 5 0.528 0 0.674 5
6 Clayton 0.122 5 2.738 4 0.577 9 0.765 0 0.551 1 0.741 4
7 Clayton 0.092 2 29129 0.592 9 0.779 8 0.615 7 0.804 1
8 Clayton 0.108 7 3.100 5 0.607 9 0.794 2 0.585 6 0.765 2
9 Frank 0.118 5 9.829 0 0.661 1 0.856 4 0.645 9 0.8315
10 t 0.102 5 0.896 5 0.707 8 0.875 9 0.683 2 0.849 6
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12 Clayton 0.098 5 5.903 3 0.746 9 0.908 2 0.740 6 0.889 0
13 Clayton 0.071 7 5.069 8 0.717 1 0.887 0 0.719 1 0.884 0
14 Clayton 0.080 8 6.709 4 0.770 4 0.923 6 0.753 5 0.903 3
15 Clayton 0.078 1 5.846 0 0.745 1 0.907 0 0.680 3 0.836 6
16 Clayton 0.088 3 4.523 2 0.693 4 0.868 8 0.641 6 0.786 0
17 Clayton 0.078 9 3.134 3 0.610 5 0.796 6 0.543 7 0.719 6
18 Clayton 0.100 0 2.318 3 0.536 9 0.722 6 0.510 8 0.662 6
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22 Frank 0.109 2 8.114 4 0.606 8 0.807 6 0.632 9 0.799 1
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24 Gumbel 0.077 8 1.794 2 0.442 7 0.615 3 0.383 2 0.509 9
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