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Abstract: We investigate the complete convergence for weighted sums of sequences of negative
dependence (ND) random variables and p-th moment convergence for weighted sums of sequences
of ND random variables under sublinear expectation space. Using moment inequality and trunca-
tion methods, we prove the equivalent conditions of complete convergence for weighted sums of
sequences of ND random variables and p-th moment convergence for weighted sums of sequences of
ND random variables under sublinear expectation space.
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1. Introduction

The nonadditive probabilities theory and nonadditive expectations theory are useful
tools for researching measures of risk, uncertainties in statistics, non-linear stochastic calcu-
lus and superhedging in finance, cf. Peng [1,2], Denis [3], Gilboa [4], Marinacci [5]. This
paper considers the general sublinear expectations which were introduced by Peng [6-8]
in a general space by relaxing the linear property of the classical expectation to the sub-
additivity and positive homogeneity (cf. Definition 1 below). The sublinear expectation
conception provided a very flexible framework to model the problems which are not
additive. Inspired by the work of Peng, researchers have tried to study lots of limit the-
orems under linear expectation space to extend the corresponding results in probability
and statistics. Zhang [9-11] studied the exponential inequalities, Rosenthal’s inequali-
ties, Holder’s inequalities and Donsker’s invariance principle under sublinear expectation
space. Chen [12-14] studied the strong laws of large numbers, the weak laws of large
numbers, and the large deviation for ND random variables under sublinear expectations,
respectively. Wu [15] obtained precise asymptotics for complete integral convergence
under sublinear expectation space. For more research about limit theorems of sublin-
ear expectation space, the reader could refer to the articles of Hu and Peng [15], Li and
Li [16], Liu [17], Ding [18], Wu [19], Guo and Zhang [20,21], Dong and Tan [22].

Recently, Guo and Shan [23] studied equivalent conditions of complete g-th moment
convergence for sums of sequences of negatively orthant dependent (NOD) variables
under the classical space. Xu and Cheng [24,25] obtained equivalent conditions of complete
convergence for sums of independence identical distribution (i.i.d.) random variables
sequences and p-th moment convergence for sums of i.i.d. random variables sequences
under sublinear expectation space. ND sequences have wide applications in penetration
theory, multivariable statistics, etc. Therefore, it is necessary to generalize the properties of
independent sequences to ND sequences. Hence, it is meaningful to extend the results of
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Xu and Cheng [24,25] to ND random variables under sublinear expectation space. In this
paper, we try to prove the equivalent conditions of complete convergence random variables
and p-th moment convergence for weighted sums of sequences of ND random variables
under sublinear expectation space.

2. Preliminaries

We use the framework of Peng [8]. Suppose that (), ) is a given measurable space, 1
is a linear space of real functions defined on () such that 4 € H, where A € F, I4 denotes
the indicator function of A, and if (X1, Xy, ..., Xy) € H, then (X1, X, ..., Xn) € H for
each ¢ € Cjp;,(R"), where C;1;,(R") is the linear space of local Lipschitz continuous
functions ¢ satisfying

lp(x) —o(y)| < CA+|x[" +[y[")|x —yl, Vx,y € RY,

for some C > 0, m € N depending on ¢. We also denote Cp,1;,(R") as the linear space of
bounded Lipschitz continuous functions, for some C > 0, ¢ satisfying

lp(x) — @(y)| < Clx —y|, Vx,y e R".

Definition 1. A sublinear expectation E on H is a function E : H — R satisfying the following

properties: for all X,Y € H, we have

(1)  Monotonicity: if X > Y then E[X]| > E[Y];

(2)  Constant preserving: Elc] = ¢;

(3)  Sub-additivity: E[X + Y] < E[X] + E[Y] whenever E[X] + E[Y] is not of the form +oo — co
or —o0 + 00,

(4)  Positive homogeneity: E[AX] = AE[X],A > 0.
Here, R = [—00,0]. The triple (0, H,E) is called a sublinear expectation space. Give a
sublinear expectation E, let us denote the conjugate expectation £ of E by

£[X] = —E[-X], VX e H.

A set function V : F — [0,1] is called a capacity if

1) V(©@)=0,V(Q) =1
(2) V(A)<V(B),ACB,ABEF.

In this paper, given a sublinear expectation space (), H,[E), we set the capacity
V(A) := E[I4] for A € F. We set the Choquet expectations Cy by

Cy = /0 (V(sz)—1)+/oooV(X2x)dx.

—00

Definition 2. Let X be a n-dimensional random vector defined in sublinear expectation space
(O, M1, Eq) and X, be a n-dimensional random vector defined in sublinear expectation space

(O, Hp, Ey). They are called "identically distributed’, denoted by X4 4 Xy, if
Eq1lp(X1)] = E2[9(X2)], Vo € Cprip(Ry).

Definition 3. In a sublinear expectation space (0, H,E), a random vector Y = (Y1,...,Yy),Y; €
H is said to be independent to another random vector X = (X1, ..., Xm), X; € H under E if

Elp(X,Y)] =E[E[p(x, Y)llx=x], V¢ € Cprip(Rm X Ry).

Random variables { X,,,n > 1} are said to be independent, if X; 1 is independent to (X1, ..., X;)
foreachi > 1.
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From the definition of independence, it is easily seen that, if Y is independent to X
and X,Ye L,L={XeH E[|X]] <oo}. X >0,E[Y] >0, then

E[XY] = E[X]E[Y].
Further, if Y is independent to X and X,Y € Land X > 0,Y > 0, then

EIXY] = E[XIE[Y).

Definition 4. A sequence of random variables {X,,n > 1} is said to be i.i.d., if X; 4 Xy and
X1 is independent to (Xq,...,X;) foreach i > 1.

Definition 5. (i) In a sublinear expectation space (Q), H,E), a random vector Y = (Y1,...,Yn),
Y; € H is said to be ND to another random vector X = (Xy,...,Xmm), X; € H under E if for
each pair of test functions g1 € Cppip(Ry) and ¢z € Cy1ip(Rn), we have E[p1(X)pa(Y)] <
Elp1(X)|E[@2(Y)] whenever ¢1(X) > 0, E[@2(Y)] > 0, E[p1(X)@2(Y)] < oo, E[p1(X)] <
0o, E[g2(Y)] < oo, and either ¢q and ¢, are coordinate-wise non-increasing.

(ii) Let { Xy, n > 1} be a sequence of random variables in the sublinear expectations. X1, Xy, .. . are
said to be ND if X; 1 is ND to (Xy,...,X;) foreachi > 1.

From the definition of independence and ND, if Y is independent to X, then Y is ND
to X. Furthermore, let {X,,,n > 1} be a sequence of independent random variables and
fi(x), f2(x), ... € C Lip(r), then { fu(Xy),n > 1} is also a sequence of independent random
variables; let {X,;,n > 1} be a sequence of ND random variables, f1(x), fa(x),... € Cl,Lip(]R)
are non-decreasing (non-increasing) functions, then {f,(X,),n > 1} is also a sequence
of ND.

In the sequel we suppose that E is sub-additive. Let C denote a positive constant
which may differ from place to place. a4, < b, denote that there exists a constant C > 0
such that a, < Cb,, for n large enough, a, ~ b, means that 4, < b, and b, < a,, logx
means In(max{e, x}). I(A) or I4 represents the indicator function of A.

We present several necessary lemmas to prove our main results.

Lemma 1 ([9]). Let p,q > 1 be two real numbers satisfying % + % = 1. Then, for two random
variables X, in (Q, H, E) we have E[|XY]] < (E[|X|P])? (E[|X|9])7.

Lemma 2 ([9]). IfE is countably subadditive and Cy (| X|) < oo, then
E[IX]] < Cy(IX]).

Lemma 3 ([9]). Suppose that Xy is ND to (Xyi1,...,Xn) foreachk =1,...,n—1, 0or Xy is
ND to (Xq,...,Xg) foreachk =1,...,n—1. Then, for p > 2,

n

n n p/2 p
e [pmisi] < CP{EE”X"'” * (,;E[|Xk|z]> + (Z((e[xkh n (E[xk]ﬁ)) }

k=1

k
where S = Y Xy, Cp is a positive constant depending only on p.
=1

1
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Lemma 4 ([24]). Let Y be a random variable under sublinear expectation space (Q), H,E). Then,
foranya >0, ¥ > 0,and p > —1

() [ HPCy (YR I(Y] > ) < CCy(Y|(BFD/50),
(i) [ uPTog(w)Cy (IYIMI(Y] > u)du < CCy(¥]#+/7) log(1 + |Y]).

Lemma 5. Let {X,,,n > 1} be a sequence of ND random variables under sublinear expectation
space (Q), H,E). Then, the condition that for all x > 0,

lim V(max 1 X > x) =0, 1)

n—oo 1<]<Vl

implies that there exist constants C such that for all x > 0, and n large enough,

2 n
_ . < ‘ )
[1 V(max |1 X;| > x)} ];V(\X]\ >x) < CV(lrg,a<xn 1X;] > x) )

]<

Proof. Writew;, =V <1max |1 X| > x> Without the loss of generality, we may assume that
< ]<n

ay > 0. Since {I(Xy > x) —EI(Xg > x), k > 1} and {I(Xy < —x) —EI(Xy < —x), k > 1}
are sequences of ND under sublinear expectation space, denote Ay = (X > x), By = (X <
—x), Dy = (| Xk| > x), combining C, inequality and Lemma 3 results in

2
—EI(A))

; 2
~EI(40)’] +c<z( ~EI(AQ)))” + (E[I(4)) —EI(A@])*)
k=1

k=1

2
V(40)’] +c<): 2E[|1(Ay) —EI(Ak)I]>

n

2
— (V(4)*] + c(z E[1(Ay) —wk)])

k=1

n 2
+C (2 V(Ak)> .
k=1

In the same way, we could obtain

n

2 n " 2
Y (I(Bx) _EI(Bk))] <C) V(B +C<Z V(Bk)> :

k=1 k=1 k=1

E

It follows that

E| ) (I(Dy) = EI((Dy))

=

k

Il
-

2
<E| ) ((I(Ax) — EI(Ax)) + (I(By) — EI(Bk»}

™=

k

I
—
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n 2 n 2
<2E| Y (I(Ay) —EI(Ay))| +2E Z —EI( Bk))]
k=1
2 2
Z (Ap) —I—C(ZV Ak> +CZV(Bk)+C<ZV(Bk)>
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

=

Sckz (Dy) +C<i‘, >2.

=1

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.5 in Xu [24], by positive homogeneity of sublinear
expectation space, Lemma 1 and the subadditivity of expectations, we conclude that

E[I(Dy-1) + E[I(Dy)]]

n n—2
) V(Dx) = }_E[I(Dy)] = ];]E[I(Dk)] +

k=1 k=1
=S R[I(D)] + BII(D, 1) + 1(Dy)] = ... = E|1(Dy) + E| 3° 1(Dy)
k=1 k=2
=E fI(Dk) =E fI(Dk Lnj Dj)| =E fI(Dk)I(O D;)
Lk=1 k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1
<E f —EI(Dy)) (U D) E (Dk)V(LnJ Dj)
| k=1 k=1 j=1
n 2 % n
( Y (I(Dy) —EI(Dy)) | E 1( Dj) ) + oy Y V(Dy)
k=1 j k=1

) +an i V(Dk)

— > TC=

< (Ctxn (i V(Dy) + (i V(Dk)>
k=1 k=1
§Ca%iV(Dk)+;<lc_“” (1—ay) i )—i—oanV Dy).

k=1 Xn =1

which combined with (1) results in (2) immediately. Therefore the proof is finished. O

Lemma 6 ([25]). Assume that Y is a random variable under sublinear expectation space (Q, H,E).
Then, for p > 0, g > 0, r > 0, the following is equivalent:

(i)
Cy(|Y[P) < oo, forp>r/g,
Cy(|Y[/1log|Y]) < co, forp=r/q,
CV(|Y|7/q) < 00, forp <r/q.
(ii)

/1 dy/l yr_lV(|Y\ > xl/qu)dx < o0,

Lemma 7 ([25]). Assume that Y is a random variable under sublinear expectation space (Q, H,E).
Then, for p > 0, g > 0, r > 0, the following is equivalent:

(i)
Cy(|Y[P) < oo, forp>r/q,
Cy(|Y["/71og? |Y|) < oo, forp=r/q,
Cy(|Y|/710g|Y|) < oo, forp<r/q.
(ii)

/ dy/ yrflV(|Y\ > xl/”yq)dx < oo.
1 1
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3. Main Results

Our main results are as follows.

Theorem 1. Assume that {X,,n > 1} is a ND random variables sequence under sublinear
expectation space (Q, H,E), which is identically distributed as X. Suppose thatr > 1,q > 1,

B+ q > 0, moreover, for ¥ < q <1,

Furthermore, let {a,; ~ (i/n)P(1/n)1, 1 < i < n, n > 1} be a triangular array of real
numbers. Then, the following is equivalent:

(i)
cv(|X|f/ﬂ) < oo, for B> —q/r,
Co (X[ ) < oo, for —q < p<—q/r, 3)
Cy(|X|"/91og(1+|X])) < oo, forp=—q/r.

(ii)

k

Z = 2V(max Zam
n=1

1<k<n

>e><oo,Ve>0 4)

Theorem 2. Assume that {X,,n > 1} is a ND random variables sequenceunder sublinear
expectation space (Q, H,E), which is identically distributed as X. Suppose thatr > 1,q > 1,

B > —q/r, moreover, for < q <1,

Furthermore, let {a,; ~ (i/n)P(1/n)1, 1 < i < n, n > 1} be a triangular array of real
numbers. Then the following is equivalent:

(i)
Cy(|X|P) < oo, forp>r/q,
Cy(|X]"/7) < oo, forp <r/g, (5)
CV(|X|r/qlog\X|) < oo, forp=r/q.

(ii)

Z Api X,

n=1

P +
) )<00,V€>0 )

Theorem 3. Assume that {X,,n > 1} is a ND random variables sequence under sublinear
expectation space (Q), 1, E), which is identically distributed as X. Suppose thatr > 1, q > %,
B = —q/r < 0, moreover, for % <g<1,

[ee]
Z n"~2Cy max
1<k<n

Furthermore, let {a,; ~ (i/n)P(1/n)1, 1 < i < n, n > 1} be a triangular array of real
numbers. Then, (6) equivalent to

Cy(|X|P) < oo, forp>r/q,
CV(|X|V/5flog |X|) < oo, forp<r/g, (7)
CV(|X|’/‘710g2|X|) < oo, forp=r/qg.
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Theorem 4. Assume that {X,,n > 1} is a ND random variables sequence under sublinear
expectation space (Q), H, E), which is identically distributed as X. Suppose thatr > 1, g > 1,
—g<B<—q/r<0, moreover,for% <g<1,

Furthermore, let {a,; ~ (i/n)P(1/n)1, 1 < i < n, n > 1} be a triangular array of real
numbers. Then (6) equivalent to

Cv(lxl”)<°° forp>(r=1)/(q+p),
Cy(|X|U 1P < oo, forp <(r=1)/(q+p), ®)
Cy (|| P log |X]) < oo, forp = (r—1)/(q+p).

4. Proof of the Main Results
4.1. Proof of Theorem 1
We first prove (3) = (4). Choose 6 > 0, small enough, and a sufficiently large integer
K. Foralll <i<mn, n>1,wewrite
X = 0 10X < 07 4 0 Xl (|0, X < n7T) 40T (0 X; > n70),

ni

X(z-) = (i X =1 ")I(n"" <ayX; < %),

3 € _ )
Xi(“) (4, X; +n~ T)I(E <apX;i<-—n"Y),
4 € _ €
XD = (@ Xi ™) (00X < =) + (@X; =0~ (0, X; > E>.
Obviously, Y5 a,X; = ¥5 , XD 4y x4y x4y % Notice that
4
> .
(m 2| = 46) U (m REIE ) 10
Thus, in order to establish (4), it suffices to prove that
I = an 2V<1123<x Zx e) <o, j=1,2,3,4 (11)
n

In order to estimate I;, we verify that

k

max Z]EX( —0asn — oo.

1<k<n

By Lemma 2 and (3) we could obtain E|X|!/7 < oo, E|X|"/7 < co. When g > 1, notice
that |X | <n Tand |X | < |a,;X;], it follows that

max
1<k<n

Z EX}’!Z

k
< EZJE’XKD
i=1

n-T(1-1/9) £E|‘1nin‘|l/q
i=1
k
< n~T(1=1/9) 2 n—(BTa)/q;B/q
i=1
~n T1-1/9) 5 gasn — .
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When } < g < 1, note that E(X) = —E(—X) = 0, by choosing T small enough such
that—7(1 —r/gq) +1—r < 0, we obtain

max
1<k<n

2 ]EXTZI

n
<2 Elay Xi|I(JanXi| > n~")
i=1

< 2n7'c(1fr/q) Z E\ﬂm‘Xz‘ ‘r/q
i=1

n
< nT(=r/q) 2 |ani|r/q
i=1

< n~t(=r/q) (E” (B+4q) /qlrﬁ/q>

T (=T+p+4)/q —qg<B<—q/r
~ n-T(A=r/g)+1-r logn, B=—q/r,
n —7(1— r/q)+1—r’ ‘B > _q/r’

Hence, to prove I; < oo, it suffices to prove that

— 0asn — oco.

Ze><oo.

From the property of ND random variables under sublinear expectation space, we

k

5 ()

=1

I = an 2V<max

1<k<n

could obtain X ,(l i) is also a sequence of ND random variables under sublinear expectation
space. By Markov’s inequality and Cr’s inequality under sublinear expectation, Lemma 3, it
can be shown that for a suitably large M,
(1) (1)
Z (Xni —EX,; )

k
V| max > €
1<k<n i=1

<<§E[|X ] <ZE[|X1> ])M/Z (Z( gixMy +(]E[X(1.)})+)>M

ni
i=1

Taking M sufficiently large such that =2 — TM + (1 — B)r/g < —1,-1—tM+1r/q <
—1, we have

© n
Z nr—Z 2 E “Xr(z}) |M]
n=1 i=1
< Yo w2y TR, X ]
n=1 i=1

E n—2-TM+(t-B)r/q

: ;o q<p<—q/r,
n=
~ 21 n 1M 0 logn, B = —q/r,
n=
[ee]
Zl n*l*TM‘FTT’/q, ‘3 > —q/?’,
n=
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When r/g > 2, (3) implies EX? < co. Noting that  + 4 > 0, ¢ > 1/2, we can choose a
sufficiently large M such thatr —2 - M(q+B) < —1,r—2—qM + M/2 < —1, then

B (Eefue])

n=1 i=1
© n M/2
<y n? < %1)
n=1 i=1
()
Y n/"2-Mg+p), —g<B<—1/2,
n=1
~ Z nr727qM+M/2(logn)M/2’ ‘B =-1/2,
n=1
OZO‘I nr727qM+M/2, ‘B >—1/2,
n=1
<00,

When r/q < 2, we could choose a sulfficiently large M such thatr —2 — (r+rf/q +
2-r/g9)t)M/2< -1, r=2—(r—14+(2—-r/q)T)M/2 < —1, then

Eor(fepre])

i=1

" M/2
—2_—TM(2—-1/q)/2 r/q
s )

A
hgk
Iy

n=1 i=1
21 n! 2= (r+rB/q+(2=1/9)T)M/2 —qg<B<—q/r,
~ 21 =21/ OM/2 (09 )M/2 g = g/,
ng pr=2-(r=1+2=r/q)M/2. B> —q/r,
<oo.

FrompB+¢9>0,q9>1/2, |X$)\ <n Tand \Xg)| < |a,;X;|, choosing a sufficiently
large M suchthatr —2 — (t+r— (t—=B)r/gM < -1, r=2—(r—1—t—1r/q)M < —1,
we obtain

o] n M
ZW”(ZOfm$D-+@m$Dﬂ>

n=1 i=1

(o] n M
SZMT @WﬂHM%ND

[} n "

n=1 i=1
OZOZ pr-2-(r=1-t=r/qM_ —q<B<—q/r,
n=1

~ g n' =2 (T =(T=pr/OM(jog )M, B = —q/r,

n=1
% n'—2—(t+r=(t=p)r/g)M_ B>—q/r,
n=1
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By the definition X,(ﬁ), we have 0 < ij) < . It follows that

V(there are at least K indices i € [1,n], such thata,; X; > n*T)

Y V([an, Xiy| >n~", .. |an Xi | >n7")
1§i1<i2<...<i1<§1’l

< (éEH(Mnll}q >nT,.. .,I(‘aniKX| > I’lT)])
Z; )
(Z H(lanX] > n T>1>

Z X(z)

max
1<k<n

<
<

" K
S(ZV(|ﬂniX| > >> .

i=1

Hence, by Markov’s inequality under sublinear expectation, it follows that

00 n K
L < 2 n—2 <ZV(|IZmX| > TIT)>
n=1

i=1

K
o0 n
<cy (Zn”/v|am|*/PE|X|*/P)
n=1 =
)ozo: nr7271<r(q+[37‘r/q), —q < ‘3 < _q/;,,
n=1
~ ozo; n'=2-Kr=1-r1/9) 1ogKy, = —q/r,
n=1
OZO; n7727K(rflfrT/q)’ B> —q/r.
n=1

Notice that » > 1,4 + > 0, we could choose T > 0, small enough, and a sufficiently
large integer K such thatr —2 —Kr(q+ B —7/q) < —landr —2—K(r—1—r1/q9) < —
Hence, by Lemma 2, we obtain I < co. Similarly, we could obtain I3 < co.

By the definition of Xf1 ), we have

i

maxXx Z
isj=n| 5

X,

> - X;| >
= 6) = (1111?2( |aYlZ | K)

Since {a,; ~ (i/n)P(1/n)7}, by Lemma 4, we see that
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r—2 6)
X > =
n V(|am i > X

=
IA
e

3
Il
—

n’_zV(|X\ > %n‘”ﬁi_ﬁ)

A
=
3 L0772

Q

J

(r=1)/(q+p)—1,B(r=1)/(4+B) £
t]-i-ﬁ/ du/ v V(|X\ > Ku)dv

V(> G g

fl ulr=0/(a+p) -1y (1X| > c1< u)du < Cy(|X|r=1/(a+h)), —q<B<—q/r;
C[Zu/ 1 In(u)V(|X| > &u)du < Cy(|X|"/11og(1+1X])), B=—q/r;
C I w/i 1 (|X) > Seu)du < Cy(|XI79), B> —q/r.

Then by (3), we conclude I; < co. Now we prove (4) = (3). Since

k

2:anll

7

max A, Xk | <2 max
1< |nk k| 1<k<n

applying (4), we have

V| max |a Xk =€) =0, n— oo,
1<k<n

By Lemma 5, it follows that, for alle > 0

n
2V(|am-Xl-| > 6) < V( max |El,,,ka| > €>. (12)
1<k<n

Now, combining (12) with (4) gives

i 2 (|a,iXi] > €) < (13)

By the process of proof of I; < oo, we see that (13) is equivalent to (3). The proof of
Theorem 1 is finished.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2
We first prove that (5) = (6). Notice that

k r +

7121 n' ZCV ( (fglflg(n l; a; X;| — e) )

00 00 k p

L [ v <1rg,3<xn YauXi) zet x) dx

o 1 k P o p
-1 V(m LX) = ) dxt Lo [ (m 2 x| = ) x
_ - -2 1 k . 1/p o r—2 e . 1/p
_r;nr /e V(lrél&xn ;am& > x )dx + r;n /1 V(lgggxn l;ale > x )dx
=I+1I

From Theorem 1, we see that I < co. We next establish II < co. Choose 0 < a <
1/p, 6 > 0, sufficiently small, and a large enough integer K. Forevery 1 <i <n, n > 1, we
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. . 1/ .
note the fact that n is sufficiently large to guarantee x*n~" < x4KP. Without the loss of
restrictions, we could write

Y = —x*n 10, X; < —x*n77) + 2y Xl (|an X;| < x*n77) + X001 (2, X; > xn7T);

ni

(2) K, —T X, —T xl/p
Y, = (@i X —x"n" )| x0T < ayi X < = 1K

(3) _ Y e
Y, = (@i X;+x"n"T)I| — < ay X < —x*n ;
4K
(4) N, —T xl/p N, —T xl/f’
Y, = (@i X;+x"n" ") | a,X; < T + (@ X — x*n )| a,; X; > Ak
It is obvious that Y¥ ; a,;Y; = ¥ m +Zl 1 m +21 1 m +Z ). Notice

that .
a Y
(m Z ot )JU (m Z
Thus, in order to establish (6), we only need to prove that
_ = r—2
B ™)

In order to estimate J;, we verify that

>x1/7’/4>.

ZY

> xl/P/4>dx <o, j=1,2,34

1 Lo (D)
sup —— max EY' .| —0asn — 0.
>11) x1/P 1<i<n X; n

Lemmas 1 and 2, and (5) imply that

E|X|'1 < co, E|X|"/1 < co.
When g > 1, since \Yéll)| < x*n"Tand |Y,511)| < |a,iX;|, by Lemma 2, it follows that
k

max IEIY(D
1<k<n 1; n

n
<(xn )Y Blay X[V
i=1

n
<<xa(1—1/q)n—r(l—1/q) Z |’1m‘|1/q
i=1

1/r
n
Sxﬂ‘(l_l/q)n_r(l_l/q)n(r_l)/r (Z |a1’ll|r/q>

i=1
Nx"‘(l—l/Q)n—T(l—l/‘J)' (14)

Sinceq > 1,0 < a < 1, we could know (1 —1/g)a < & < 1/p. Thenby (14), for x > 1,

we obtain 1
1
sup ——— max Z EYS)
=1

< n TV 5 0asn — o
>1 x1/p 1<I<n
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When 1/2 < g <1, noticing that E(X) = —E(—X) = 0, taking a sufficiently small T
such that —7(1 —7/g) +1 —r < 0, we obtain

max
1<I<n

ZEY

<2 Z E|aniXi|I(|amXi| > x"‘n*T)
i=1

n
Szxa(lfr/q) —t(1-r/q) Z |a X‘r q
i=1
n
<2x* a(1=r/q),,—t(1=r/q) ZE|’1 |r/q
i=1
moxt(1=r/q) y—t(1=r/q)+1

Observing that 1 —r/q < 0, we have

up —max

s 77 Z]E < n TA=1/DH=1 g agn - co.
>1 X 1<k<n

1/p

It is obvious that Yr(lg) is a sequence of negatively dependent random variables under
sublinear expectation space. It follows from Markov’s inequality and Cr’s inequality under
sublinear expectation, Lemma 3, that for a sufficiently large M,

- x1/p
- 8

Taking a suitably large M such that —(1/p —a)M —ra/q < =1, -2 —t(M —71/q) +
M/2 < —1, we have

Then, to prove J; < oo, we only need to show

k

b £ ol 00

1<k<n i1

Y () - ext)

V| max
1<k<n i

<xM/PpM/2 1 (1og 1) ZE|

0 n (=)
LM ogm Y / x~M/PE[y D] Mgy
; 1

<<an 2+M/2-1 7T(M r/q logn Z|a |r/q/ M(1/p—a)— e/ q gy
n=1

<<Zn TM=r/9)+M/2 166 nM < o,

Consequently, we obtain J; < co. Similar to the proof of (9), we could obtain

Y K
EY > xl/p/4> < <2V(|am-X| > x”‘nr)> .

i=1

<max
1<k<n
From B > —q/r,and a,; ~ (i/n)P(1/n)7, we obtain

n
ZufM ~ YV @B /aBr/a o g1
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By Maokov’s inequality under sublinear expectations, we conclude that

K
T)) dx
[e°] [} n K
Can_z/ (Zx‘”"/qn”/qE|X|r/‘7> dx

n=1 1

i=1
[ee]
/ x—rKa/qu'
1

\ A\

i / (iV(|amX| > uxn—

i=1

IN

[e9)
~ Z nr—Z—K(r—l—rT/q)

n=1

Since w > 0,7 > 1, we could take a sufficiently small T and sulfficiently large K such that

—rKa/qg < —land —2+r—K(r—1—-r7/q) <

—1. It follows that J, < co. Similarly, we

can obtain J3 < oo. Itis obvious that § > —q/r implies f(r —1)/(q+ ) > —1. Then,
1/q ’
/ S B=1/(a+B) gy oy 51 ) (15)
1

It follows that

1/

s(r=1)/(a+p) =1, p(r=1)/(g+p)y <|X| > 16K

~ r/q 1
/ dx/ V<X| ~ ack’ )

P

Hence, from Lemma 6 and (5), we obtain J; < oco. Now we prove (6) = (5). By

Markov’s inequality under sublinear expectations, (6), and Lemma 2, we have

max
1<k<n

. _
Z W 2E|I| max
1 1<k<n

i n'- 2V< Zam

Z i X,

) [ P +

L (<m2 : €/2)> o
) : p +

Sn;nHE ((fg]ggnzam i 6/2)> /(e/z)ﬂ)]

X:Qm

p +
i —(e/2)P ) ]/(G/Z)P < 0.

n R ( max
1<k<n
similar proofs of (3.17) are available in Guo [23], we have

V( mkax | @ Xi| > e) —0, n— oo
1<k<

)
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By Lemma 5, it follows that, for alle > 0

n
Y V(jagiXi] > €) < V( max |a,; Xy| > e). (16)
i 1<k<n

<

Now, combining (16) with (4) gives

o0 oo n
Yo 2 [T V(X > x77) <o (17)
n=1 i=1

By the process of proof of I; < oo, we see that (17) is equivalent to (3). The proof of
Theorem 2 is finished.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 3

From the supposition of Theorem 3, for § = —q/r, one can obtain
n
Yoo~ Ym0 logn, (18)
i=1 i=1
and
s1/q s1/q
/ tP(r=1)/(a+B) gy — / t~1dt ~ logs, (19)
1 1

By the same argument as the proof of Theorem 2, with Lemma 7 in place of Lemma 6,
together with (18) and (19), we could prove Theorem 3. Therefore, the proof is omitted.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4

From the supposition of Theorem 4, for § < —q/r, one can obtain

n
1”2& ~ Zl nra+B)/aiPr/a o y=ra+p)/q, (20)
1=

M-

1

and

1/q

/ TR/ ) gy . @1)
1

By the same argument as the proof of Theorem 2, with (21) in place of (15), we could
prove Theorem 4. Therefore, the proof is omitted.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, using the moment inequality for ND random variables sequences under
sublinear expectation space and the truncation method, the authors establish the equivalent
conditions of complete convergence for sums of ND random variables sequences and p-th
moment convergence for sums of ND random variables sequences. The results extend
the corresponding results from the classical probability space to the sublinear expectation
space, as well as extending i.i.d random variables to ND random variables. In the future,
we will try to establish the corresponding results for other dependent sequences under
sublinear expectation space.
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