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Participation and Volume decisions in the insurance industry", The Journal of Risk
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e (1999), "Applications of Financial Pricing Models in Property Liability
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SHull, John S., (2002)"Options, Futures and Other Derivative Securities" 3rd edition,
Prentice-Hall.
4Cummins, J. David & etal, (2001), " Derivatives &Corporate risk management:
Participation and Volume decisions in the insurance industry”, The Journal of Risk
&lInsurance Vol.68, No. 1, pp. 61-92
e (1999), "Applications of Financial Pricing Models in Property Liability
insurance", the hand book of Insurance Economics, Edited by Georges Dionne, pp.1-3.
SMildenhall, Stephen J., (2000) "Applications of the option Market paradigm to the solution
problems", Discussion of article by Michael G. Wacek, PCAS LXXXV II, pp. 166-169..
SCummins, J. David & etal, (2001), " Derivatives &Corporate risk management:
Participation and Volume decisions in the insurance industry", The Journal of Risk
&lInsurance Vol.68, No. 1, pp. 61-92
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4 jpad zdgaill A4ldl ) JWAWEASY FIT  gbin bl aadiia
o) GLM 3 543 G ¢Sy b ol qlil) il Lgd ity 1 Allaia¥) ey ) 51
edi:u.u:u LS edil.u” G..JJA..\M Clalza )msﬂ SPSS G.AU),\ Gl edila;u.u LS Y
Lz gaill A8 BN ol HLaaY) sl BoviewsV.10.5 zebie

Al Al &) paial sdea ol) Cilglasyy slag)

Jaea ciliay gaill) il ) yial aasl Jdadll o al Salll W1
shobia gl cilpliaay) il L Lagd g (Aiaall (AS 1) 4y 55all ) puaiall Canen (LaLusYY)

sy gail) Jeeal) jiciall( )

-l Gjuﬂlés
CilS A Guun clliay gl el Ldua gl Cilplaal) amy (¥) By Joa
Gl gaiill
Mean Std. Std. Error 95% Confidence Mini Max
Deviation Interval for Mean
Lower Upper
Bound Bound

Glinlil paa | 518360.16 143580.39 58616.45 367681.78 669038 419211 799101
3laal)

o geal) 3L 29190.00 20164.67 8232.19 8028.47 50351 10010 58334
Crmalill
uigeal) 26396.6 15401.70 6287.72 10233.56 425600 10111 46245
Crmalill

Calill L) 63984.8 61651.04 25168.93 -713.96 128683 13076 180640
raa —

Gl Liga 352341.16 199097.64 81281.27 143400.99 561281 39924 524087
cila e 185634.87 123510.12 50422.79 56018.94 315251 2118 291031
Omalill

galdll gUadll | 1148241.33 | 741128.68 | 302564.51 370474.48 1926008 | 360370 2332528
Ol ol | 1666819.16 | 779676.81 318301.72 | 848598.53 | 2485040 | 779581 2788348
Jss
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b e ilad) Jgaall ¢ya b

Gl a5 laadl L) dasll claay) (V) Jsan gam e
JEial) el (e S5 dad Jil 5 790 48 5 58, | g jbmall Uadlly | (5 jlndl)
sl clindlil jiae A8 A0 (S dan gia ST o JaaDl g Al all 5558 JOA Chlliay gail)
AVIFALY )y s Guigall 48580 IS Ja i JiT5 (518360,16) &l us

Cua Gedigall A58 S gobme i) J8 of L LAl e
Gin Gl A58 IS golme ilpadl ST &l Ly (V£ ),V Y)al
A YYRIVLAN)RL

ST (VI A) oy G Calla a0 A4S i) S by geill Bl aas o
AYVAAYEA) cialy g (3 gl AS il cpal (e CilS Ciliay gl

YY) Al g Y gand) Jama JSiaal) uriall(Y
A il e Jhan 5 LY CallSi s @Y ganl) Jans

GRS g Y gard) Jana el dudia gl Cilelaal) uars (4) a8 Jo
S ) G LY

N il g &Y gand) Jana

Mean Std. Std. Error | 95% Confidence Interval for | Mini Max

Deviation Mean
Lower Upper Bound
; Bound

Glisalil paa 12.0500 6.90123 2.81742 4.8076 19.2924 7.20 25.60
sl
gl BLE 16.8333 2.78831 1.13832 13.9072 19.7595 12.90 19.70
Cralill
Oalill (uaigeal) 7.7333 1.20111 149035 6.4728 8.9938 6.10 9.30
— Omalill 3L 16.9667 4.12925 1.68576 12.6333 21.3000 10.90 | 22.70
JJ.AA
Gl gy 21.3000 2.91342 1.18940 18.2426 24.3574 18.80 | 26.90
Cpalill Cila e 12.6042 3.10892 1.26921 9.3416 15.8668 8.40 15.28
ealdl) gUail) 16.8833 1.88724 77046 14.9028 18.8639 14.50 19.80
JSS (3 guud) 16.4833 2.52778 1.03196 13.8306 19.1361 13.60 | 20.00
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b Lo Gl J gaad) ¢y BaadG

Jaee JEid) pial dagll slasl (4) Jsas M o only @
, okl Uasll s | g bl Gl iVl | lsadl Jass gl) ) 2LV CallSs 5 Y sanll
O Lo gie 50 () Laadlig ol all 355 IS (e uS) g da Bl 5 790 45l 3 yid g
VOVY iy Guigall AS 81 OIS Janssia J8l5 Y)Y Ay 085 Canal L g0 4S5

COE s oo A lmall Gla) sl Ll Gald) Q5
b G Guigall 38,8 IS (g jbna ol pail J81 0f aai clgdans sia ) Al i)
Blall Clipdil jiae 4858 IS 851,95 jhme il ad) STl L ), Y

G udigall 4S5l CulS 2 UEY) CallSi g Y gandl Jaze JB Gl 23 LS 0
G Lss 858 Cual (e S ZUY) Sy Y gaall Jama ST T, caaly
Y1,4

2 101 9 da gand) Cild g el Jina Jiiewall paial)(¥

e ganl) Gl g paal) Jira piial Libiagll Cilplan) ang (9) ad) 2
KITGRATREVED FRIT (I

A NN 9 Asa gard) cild g paall Jara

Mean Std. Std. 95% Confidence Mini Max
Deviation Error Interval for Mean

Lower Upper
Bound Bound

Slialil s 10.1500 1.28802 52583 8.7983 11.5017 | 9.00 | 12.50
3lad)

-

O gl L 19.6500 3.78669 1.54591 15.6761 23.6239 | 13.60 | 24.70
Cralill

Opalill (uaigall | 8.3833 90203 36825 7.4367 9.3300 7.40 | 9.80

— Omaldll 3 | 24,3833 18.55817 7.57634 4.9077 43.8589 | 4.60 | 49.60

Sl g 5.4000 46904 19149 4.9078 5.8922 4.80 5.80
Oxlill s 2a | 9.5583 3.33608 1.36195 6.0573 13.0593 | 6.10 | 14.60
aldl) g Uadl) 6.9500 1.56301 .63810 5.3097 8.5903 4.90 9.00

Jss ggudl 8.4833 2.56392 1.04671 5.7927 11.1740 | 5.80 | 11.90
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O dac gia Jil 5 (Y €,YA jae 3l A A € da i ST ol Jaadli g Al jall 5 i
.05 8 Aaly Gl L 52 4S5

S s 0o i A o bmall Gl dlal Lagl Gl Q8 e
G U g o) A8 530 (IS (6 jbina ol ) JBl () aad clgdans gia ) Ay i)
e L AS A IS 35 Y A,00 (5 jbime ol el ST il Laiw oo, £ &L

i) AN il Ay laY) g e ganl) Cld g paaddl Jare JB O a3 LS o
Gruad (o CulS &y )Yl dpe ganll iy jeaall Jara H815 8,70 Cialy Cus jeae
9,0 eae il AS L)

M bl.u.é\ﬂ @Lﬁ\ J..ﬁ:\.d\

Jae 4S50 IS0 Ll il uiall dea gl Jalaill ol jaly caalll A8
Al il e Jaas g 4l

LACGWA| ‘,ma.hl.ué;ﬂ M@mﬂ Glslaal) (1) ?EJ Jsaa

Sl
Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error 95% Confidence Mini Max
Interval for Mean
Lower Upper
Bound Bound
Blal) cliualil juae 547980 112506 45931 429912 666048 425370 749480
Calill G gl 3L 29660 13327 54410 15675 43646 17328 55711
Opalill (unigal) 32498 18250 74510 13345 51650 11843 49859
— Calill 5L 125498 134807 55035 15973 26697 22762 383798
Y
Sl bg 831297 260037 106159 55840 11042 483594 1100640
Cpalill Gl e 370629 286977 117158 69465 67179 33876 625157
galdl) gUail) 2036531 1227840 501263 747992 3325070 698796 3834227
JSS (3 guall 2584526 1260690 514675 1261513 3907539 1181715 | 4331923
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cial g AL e Jlan 3 ¢ ALY 58 9 daaa 3 ¢S daaf Gna (i ]

Lol GSGE e 4858 9 aal) dadl dlagl Gall) B e
AS 58 JS 8 (L) uriial (LS dagill) il Laigy ¢ uigall 4S80 VY AE TS
LGsad) AS a1 YY) AY VAL Al IS 4E g

73 gadll ARlad) <) LRy ¢ Bl

ULl 308 4il) 3 a WAL Jamy Saalill ?G;\"""Jﬂ‘ U Jala ‘53 sl Ja8
Sl e olaieWlh ey, (bladll) ol il dlaial) Cleg )il 38 el
Chi- <Anderson-Darling ¢« Kolmogorov-Smirnov < s e <l s ga 5l
o WS ) el 5 Squared

ey 5 gl) A8 jral ciliball (8 531 Baga JLEA) : (V) A Jgaa

Allaiay)
Lognormal
Kolmogorov-Smirnov
Sample Size 48
Statistic 0.17465
P-Value 0.09451
Rank 18
0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
Critical Value 0.1513 0.17302 0.19221 0.21493 0.23059
Reject? Yes Yes No No No
Anderson-Darling
Sample Size 48
Statistic 1.5372
Rank 12
0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
Critical Value 1.3749 1.9286 2.5018 3.2892 3.9074
Reject? Yes No No No No
Chi-Squared
Deg. of freedom 4
Statistic 15.284
P-Value 0.00415
Rank 37
0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
Critical Value 5.9886 7.7794 9.4877 11.668 13.277
Reject? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
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J

188 5 L) i) pusially Bl bl o 2l La Gabaadl J gtad) oha sty
Anderson-Darling ¢« Kolmogorov-Smirnov s yems sl ja sa5IS) jlLisy
S (s (500)s () Lsine ssine vie by Lognormal a)si e

)
(8) pudss
Log-Gamma
Kolmogorov-Smirnov
Sample Size 48
Statistic 0.18912
P-Value 0.05618
Rank 22
0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
Critical Value 0.1513 0.17302 0.19221 0.21493 0.23059
Reject? Yes Yes No No No
Anderson-Darling
Sample Size 48
Statistic 1.7302
Rank 15
O 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
Critical Value 1.3749 1.9286 2.5018 3.2892 3.9074
Reject? Yes No No No No
Chi-Squared
Deg. of freedom 3
Statistic 10.074
P-Value 0.01795
Rank 29
O 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
Critical Value 4.6416 6.2514 7.8147 9.8374 11.345
Reject? Yes Yes Yes Yes No
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b 5 Lo il puially dalad) cllall o sl L Bilead) Jgaad) (e ey
<Anderson-Darling « Kolmogorov-Smirnov « s e <l y ga5IS) Hlisy
(V)5 (*>Y) Asina s sine dic @y Log-Gamma @) 5 &5 (Chi-Squared
(o) (s (0 0)s

gl slaal

Caga Caalll (ld Ganl) A3 o alaill Unay anill Calaal (gl
A gl e Gl slae) 8 ey
Lob Normal 48 b aladiuly 73 sall) a8 :(1)

EUY) @l g Y gardl Jara il gaill) LAl aa g i ) (a8l
L) il gl A Lialil) By o (Aol Aragandl cldg paal) Jire
LCaal) g Al Al Jaa S i) A5 oS 3al)

b il =3 paill I Jgall s gy spdiioeall gigadll )

o=l sl
(%) den
Model Information
Dependent Variable LL.aY)
Probability Distribution Normal
Link Function Log

SPSS gabi Cla jdag Galll Jas (a1 juaall
LEL';J\ laaay! Ca}m Jalat e hallll oK ;& Lo Gl Jgaad) Cra Badd
Lally Asisdll @l yaiall Jay ) 335k e Normal xnhll @l e ading (g3l
Log b il Als JM& (e adal) _piall 4k il

(Goodness of fit) 42529 JalSlly zdgall) 4y gina L) Y
ol s sime Zisaill Ja 48 2al Omnibus Test _Liab Sabll @ .
;QJUS\ Jsasll ‘;A LSy

Omnibus Test () +) a2 Js>

Omnibus Test?

Likelihood Ratio Df Sig.
Chi-Square
209.489 15 .0001

SPSS bz Gla sy Cald) Jas (a1 sl
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cial g AL e Jlan 3 ¢ ALY 58 9 daaa 3 ¢S daaf Gna (i ]

Co) e B A sinall (5 shue O s (g gina 3 saill O Gilead) J gaad) (pa M

S J sl e gy s (Bl il paiall 3 gl Baga LY
il 3 gaill ) e

(VY) dddon
Goodness of Fit ?
Value Df Value/df
Deviance 712112964101 15 22253530128
Scaled Deviance 48.000 15
Pearson Chi-Square 712112964109 15 22253530128
Scaled Pearson Chi-Square 48.000 15
Log Likelihood® -630.196
Akaike's Information Criterion (AIC) 1294.393
Finite Sample Corrected AIC 1314.793
(AICC)
Bayesian Information Criterion 1326.203
(BIC)
Consistent AIC (CAIC) 1343.203
SPSS @uﬁﬁbpgﬁa@\d& Cra daall
i pall J8) af any 53 98 23 g Jaadl G A e Gbad) J gaad) (e B3adl
Jsaall 1aa & il
;G.}yﬂ\ elLa.A BYX I
w@ﬁMLNLJW‘ C«LLA‘}”JCJ}A.\“ eﬂ.su&\).:mk_;c d}uaaﬂ(u
S Jsaall 8 LS Ll A inall 5 g 53 1S Al g 5 sl
pddieal) GJJA-\S‘ @ Syl EBlalea cun (VY) ;‘EJ Joa
Parameter Estimates
Parameter B Std. Wald Chi- | Df | Sig. | R-square
Error Square
(Intercept) 12.881 4039 807.621 1 .002
iy gail) 7.334 1.0654 47.384 1 .001
<Y ganl) Jara .021 .0105 3.873 1 .049
At NP +.988
Gl g paal) Jira 015 0163 891 1| 345
A0y g da gand

SPSS bz Gla sy Cald) Jas (a1 sl
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sl Lo lead) Jgaad) cpe B

sl 3 o) o) v, 00 e JB1 (Rl LAl i A gl (s gise e
Sy Y gl Jane il gaill) anial 4 ginall (5 sise O LS ¢ 55 535 (5 gina
Al el e 53l Ll g4 gina <l il 038 ol sl ¢, 00 g b o) e JBT (LY
ST (EIaY) 5 dsa sanll ld g jemall Jana) riall 4 ginall (5 gina ) 20 5 ¢(LaludY))
i) e 554l Gy (5 sine e aadall 138 o gl 4,00 (e

i siall) e o @l (4, 9AA) @il (R2) waadl) Jalas dad f o
Jaza ccl.'hY\u:\J&jQy}aﬂ\ Jaza “LL»A.\)’_\“ MUY Q\J:\ﬂd\j (Q\S)ﬂ\ &\}3\}

Sl e ) paad g 5 Ly ol il U () g 5 el AL (L))
g5l e el )3l G sl e OIS (5 A Al

roh LS aial) 73 gall) .
Log p, = (12.881) + (7.334) x4 + (.021) x5+ (.015) x3
: ) S
(V) i) jiall a8 il el gy,
(Q\..A.Uaﬂ\) Jatal) pzidll X1
(Gtﬁ‘ﬂ\ Call<s g Y ganll dm) Jatall pziall X,
(A 5 e ganl) M8 5 pmall Jara) Jitusal) yaaiall @ xg

Al i) e 2L

(Bld¥) il juaiall el puriall odgd dlian) AV 53 5l @llia of 6l ¢ (zLaY)
k_\ul\ja.u\‘)ﬂ\ JMQ\S‘)J\ ‘_ngJSAAM a.u\‘)dj\ L_i\).\.udma

((BaY) 5 Ae serll i g ymall Jane) Jiiuall jpiiall in ll a5 e
DA (L) il il e il 13gd Al an) AV 53 Ll an 5 Y 0l
Cand) g Al all Jae Sl 85 Sl A jall il g
Lob Gamma 44k aladiuly GS}A.U\ Jaaad :(Y)
Y] CBllSE 5 Y sand) Jane ey gaill) ] 50 aa gy oo ) A
35Sl Al )l ol i DA Dialil) LYY e (4 )1aY) 5 4pe sard) il 5 jomall Jana
a5 Al all Jae S 00
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:eM\ G..AJA..\S\ . \
ol Jlal b aadieal) g3 gaill U Jsaall sy

(VY) ) s

Model Information
Dependent Variable L.y
Probability Distribution Gamma
Link Function Log

SPSS gl n cla iy Calid) Jas (a1 jluaall
ol lasi¥) 25 e Jalad e Caalill (S 1 La (Gabead) Jgand) e BadU
Aagally Alsisal) G yasiall Jayy (8350 e Gamma bl g5l e adiag g3l
Log bl Als JM& (e adal) _piall 4k il
bl 6 : (Goodness of fit) 435> g Jalsll zigail) Ay gina jlid) Y
(A Jsaall 8 LS Y ol (5 sine 23 5aill Ja 48 32l Omnibus Test Lisb

Omnibus Test (1 ) a2, Js
Omnibus Test?
Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square Df Sig.
123.102 15 .002
SPSS gl Cla g Caldl dae a1 juuaal)
Coon Y e 8 A sl (5 st () G (5 sira 73 sall) O Blead) S gaad) (e BaU
Sl Jsaall i gy s (Bledl) alil) el b gill Saga Y

a3l 23 gaill ) e

(V6)pd)dsn

Goodness of Fit?

Value Df Value/ df
Deviance 10.928 15 342
Scaled Deviance 49.749 15 5.342
Pearson Chi-Square 9.023 15 282
Scaled Pearson Chi-Square 41.078 15
Log Likelihood® -632.889
Akaike's Information Criterion (AIC) 1299.779

Finite Sample Corrected AIC (AICC) 1320.179

Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) 1331.589

Consistent AIC (CAIC) 1348.589
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S el 81 4 any 21 58 23 sai bl () Gabaad) Jgaad) (e BadU
Jsaall 1o

eaa¥) 5 3 saill llae il i e gl & s d gadl) allea ol ¢
() sl (8 LS Ll Ay sinall 5 o 53 1S Al 55 clian) da ae i JSI 4 jlanall

pdicial) Zigail) B jlaady) cdlalea cw (1 €) A Jgia

Parameter Estimates

Parameter B Std. Wald Chi- | Df | Sig. R-square
Error Square
(Intercept) 12.342 7506 497.981 1 .0006
il gacil 9.544 2.526 14.268 1 | .0003
< gand) Jara .032 .028 1.273 1 259
ZUN) il g +.944
b g paal) Jora 015 0163 6.537 1 | .o11
4 g A gand)

SPSS zebin cla i g Caldl Jas (a1 i)
sl La Gbaad) J gand) (e BaadlS

5255 sia el 138 o gl 0,00 e JB1 (Al ppridd A siedl) (s sie @
(2Y) 5 Age sanll il 5 peaall Jara (iliay saill) pnial 4y simall (5 giuse o LS ¢ il
Al il e 5l Ly 4 giee il puaiall w2 o)) gl 4,00 sy o) (e B
(Sl (Y] Gl 5 Y sanll Jans) iiall 4 ginall 5 siase ()f 2a 5 ¢(LladYl)
&l el e 5 LD Gl s 4 gine e <l paiall s2a o) (gl v, 00 (g S

<l siall) @l e o @l (+,988) Caly (R2) waadl) Jalas Aad f o
Gl e 1) aand a5 Lay ol (sl Laaldl ) s 55 Al 305 ¢ (LLadY)
g asaill Gana Ll ol i g siall (g OIS (5 AT Alkisa

& LS jakal GS}“M )
Log p,, =12.342 + 9.544 x; + 0.032 x5+ 0.015 x5
1) G
(BldY) i) yuiall dad giall dagdll : 1y
(il sl Jiiall il ;g
(ZU8Y) ol 5 Y gl Jane) Jiisdl yrial @ x,
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(oY) 5 Aga sandl b 5 ol Jane) Jiiusal) il 1 g
Al i) e sl
Pl VSN g FSRCHEVE N PN B W ENOSEN ' CRPL I & NS P I S R
Canll g Al all Jae S ) 85 ) 5Saall Al all &l g I3 (LLaY)
G ¢ (FWY) Sy Y seal) Jae) JEisall puriall (g il iy 5 e
s I8 (BLadY ) Al el e i) 13g) dlian) AV 5 yils an gy Y
C'_\;.ﬂ\} :&m\)dﬂ Jas u\Sﬂ\ Lﬁ GJJSAAM :&u\).ﬂ\
JiaY) 773 gall) aad g 73 gaill ABaDU) <) LAY Ll
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Model Akaike's Finite Sample Bayesian R-square
Information Corrected Information
Criterion AIC (AICC) | Criterion (BIC)
(AIC)
Normal with Log link 1294.393 1314.793 1326.203 0.988
Gamma with Log link 1299.779 1320.179 1331.589 0.944
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2) Akaike's Information Criterion (AIC) = 1294.393
3) Finite Sample Corrected AIC (AICC) =1314.793
4) Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) =1326.203
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6) R-square =0.988
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(1)Normal Distribution

(&8 5 il 13 e (ye 21l Jarque-Bera dibas) Jlaia) dad aladin) o
sl 0585 Y ol Normally Distributed xshll a)sill aii lasi¥) dalas
Lea Cpllaisl
Gl (a5 o(oamhall @il i jlasiy) Aolas Bl ) Ho sl ol
A gixdll (5 siss e Prob. Jarque-Bera <) ) 3) ¢Hy Jaadl
el s ‘(‘;‘:\,\u\ @)}ﬂ\@ﬁ)\&Y\“Jm‘sﬁ\}\)Houd)e_u -«
A giaall (5 giua e Prob. Jarque-Bera cusdasl 3) ¢H; Jyl)

6\33 J\JA.’\}“ Uoles ‘;\y) Ho d).ﬁ (/\-2)(‘.\5) Ja Lf BJJ\)M C_‘vu.\n (il g
caly 3 4y sinall (5 5l e @33 Prob. Jarque-Bera e (Y (ka5

., Ya
9
8 |
7
6 Mean 2.96e-17
5 | Median -0.290361
Maximum 0.803152
4 | Minimum -0.414898
3 Std. Dev. 0.439735
7] Skewness 0.619701
2 | Kurtosis 1.808989
= Jarque-Bera 1.846640
0 Probability 0.397198
-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

Normality distribution ksl :(1)a8, JSil)
EViews 10.5 (Alaal) galial)l cila A : jaaal)
(2)Stability of the Model
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The Generalized Linear Regression Model (GLM) for
Health Insurance Pricing

Neven Mohsen Zaki; Dr. Mohamed El-Belkiney and
Dr. Gamal Wasef

Abstract:

The problem of determining the price in any branch of
insurance is a complex process, because insurance prices are not
subject to the laws of demand and supply that control the prices of
goods and services, but rather deal with future possibilities related to
the frequency of accidents and the size of the expected loss. On the
other hand, setting insurance prices in an exaggerated way weakens
the competitive position of the insurance companies, and setting
insurance prices at a low-level lead to insufficient income to cover the
expenses incurred in carrying out its operations, and in both of the
previous cases, it will affect the company’s ability to continue. in its
business successfully. From here, this study sought to search for
methods that can be used to price medical insurance in Egypt. For this
purpose, the study used generalized linear regression models. These
methods were applied to some insurance companies operating in
medical insurance in Egypt during the period from 2012 to 2020. The
study concluded that the most important variables affecting the pricing
of medical insurance in Egypt are compensation, commission rate, and
production costs, and that the best method for pricing medical
insurance is In Egypt, under generalized linear regression models, it is
the Log Normal method.

Key words: health insurance pricing, generalized linear regression, model
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