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Abstract:  
The purpose study was aimed to present the the 
methods of evaluating the technical provisions 
of insurance companies under  solvency 1 and 
2, This is based on the explanatory approach. 
We have described both solvency 1 and 
solvency 2, and the most important rules for 
assessing technical provisions in the French 
market according to these criteria. 
  We have reached that the solvency 2 has put 
in place new mechanisms for assessing 
technical provisions, better than the solvency 1 
standard, which has shown its weaknesses. The 
methods and rules of assessment that are 
consistent with the realities of European 
insurance companies have been adopted and the 
risks to which they are exposed, which best 
reflects them. 
Key Words: solvency 1, the solvency 2 
standard, evaluating the technical provisions, 
insurance companies, best estimate . 
JEL Classification : G22, C13 . 
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Source : Fabrice Pesin, La vision de l’ACP sur l’appréhension du market risk des assureurs  Séminaire 

EIFR , 2011  P13. 
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Source : Fabian Kuhnhausen, Solvency II – status quo and steps ahead, LANCI /ARTICLES, N3, 2016, p59. 
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Source : Pierre-Emmanuel Thérond, Mesure et gestion des risques d'assurance : analyse critique des futurs 
référentiels prudentiel et d'information financière, Thèse présentée pour l’obtention du Diplôme de 
Doctorat, Université Claude Bernard, Lyon 1, 2007, p209.  
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Source: Autorité de contrôle Prudentiel, Solvabilité2 : principaux enseignements de la cinquième étude quantitative 

d’impact( QIS5), Banque de France, N1, 2011, paris, p11.  
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Source: Autorité de contrôle Prudentiel, Solvabilité2 : principaux enseignements de la cinquième étude quantitative 

d’impact( QIS5), Banque de France, N1, 2011, paris, p11. 
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Source: Autorité de contrôle Prudentiel, Solvabilité2 : principaux enseignements de la cinquième étude quantitative 

d’impact( QIS5), Banque de France, N1, 2011, paris, p11.  
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