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1. Introduction

There is no doubt that the theory of limits of probability occupies a prominent place in classical
probability theory. They were widely utilized in various sectors, including statistics, finance, and
economics. The classical limit theory of probability considers only additive probabilities and additive
expectations. It is mainly applicable to deterministic models. Many phenomena arising from quantum
mechanics and risk measures are uncertain. They cannot be measured by additive probabilities
and expectations, highlighting the limitations of applying the limit theory of probability space. So,
can there be a new metric for the portrayal of uncertain phenomena? Having been prompted by
the exigencies of modeling uncertainty in practice, academician Peng [1, 2] constructed a general
theoretical framework for sub-linear expectations under general function space. This theoretical
framework breaks away from the traditional linear probability space. It allows the stochasticity and risk
generated by models of uncertainty to be depicted in terms of capacity and non-linear expectation. It’s
apparent that such a new expectation bridges the gap of the narrow scope of application of probability
theory and open up a new horizon for the development and application of limit theory.

As a nascent theoretical system, it naturally arouses strong research interest among scholars. So
far, in terms of the definition, properties, and research tools, academics have continuously made
significant efforts to improve the content and have achieved many excellent works under the sub-linear
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expectations. In Peng’s framework, we can see that plenty limit theorems have recently progressively
emerged, containing the celebrated (weighted) central limit theory (see Peng [3], Li and Shi [4], Zhang
and Chen [5], Li [6], Liu and Zhang [7]), strong law of large numbers (SLLN) (see Chen [8], Wu
and Jiang [9], Huang and Wu [10], Zhan and Wu [11], Ma and Wu [12] ), weak LLN (see Chen et
al. [13], Hu [14]), Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund LLN (see Hu [15]), Marcinkiewicz’s SLLN (see Zhang
and Lin [16]). It is worth mentioning that Zhang [17-19] obtained exponential inequalities, Rosenthal
inequalities and strong limit theorems under the sub-linear expectations, and his results provide robust
tools for scholars to continue to explore the convergence of diverse categories of series under the
sub-linear expectations. Recently, Wu [20] established strong limit theorems, Ding [21] investigated
a general form of precise asymptotics for complete convergence. In the setting of non-additive
probabilities, Guo and Zhang [22] gave the definition of m-dependent sequence of random variables,
and created moderate deviation principle, Feng [23] introduced pseudo-independence and investigated
the logarithmic law of weighted sums, Xu and Zhang [24] made a suitable innovation in the conditions
of theorems by relaxing the conditions to obtain a law of logarithm, Liu and Zhang [25] presented
the concept of a strictly stationary sequence, and acquired the law of the iterated logarithm (LIL), Wu
and Lu [26], and Zhang [27] studied the Chover’s, Chung’s LIL, respectively, Guo et al. [28] obtained
the Hartman-Wintner LIL. By analyzing the results of the existing studies, it is not unexpected to
observe that the intense interest of many scholars in sub-linear expectations has yielded numerous rich
results that enrich the content of non-linear expectations. Moreover, we can see that many classical
limit theories under the sub-linear expectations are derived from probability space, and the extension
of probability space theory has emerged as a new research trend. Limit theorems for sub-linear
expectation space are fraught with more unknowns and challenges than those for probability space,
because the expectation and capacity do not have additive properties.

Encouraged by the non-linear expectations, we focus on an array of END random variables and
establish almost sure convergence theorems. Zhang [19] defined END in Peng’s framework. Since
then, the scope of research on random variables has been expanded. The problems considered have
become more and more relevant to real-life situations, providing a reliable aid to model uncertainty
problems. This paper aims to promote the results of Da Silva [29] from linear to non-linear space and
obtain an almost sure convergence theorem. Furthermore, we give two conditions on upper integrals
based on the theorem and yield deterministic bounds for END random variables.

The following is the outline for this paper. Section 2 briefly summarizes some of the properties,
definitions, and descriptions of the special notations involved in this work. Not only that, but we
have also enumerated some significant lemmas that will play a key role in our subsequent proofs. In
Section 3, we establish an almost sure convergence theorem based on some conditions and present
corollaries relied on different upper integration conditions to obtain deterministic bounds. The last
section is a detailed proof of the theorem and corollaries of the third section.

2. Preliminaries

We use the framework and notions of Peng [1]. Let (Q2, ) be a given measurable space and let H be
a linear space of real functions defined on (Q, ) such that if X;, X5, ..., X, € H then ¢(X1,...,X,) €
‘H for each ¢ € C;1;,(R,), where C;1;,(R,) denotes the linear space of (local Lipschitz) functions ¢
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satisfying
lo(x) = (I < c(1 + X" + [y)Ix —yl, ¥V X,y € R,

for some ¢ > 0, m € N depending on ¢. H is considered as a space of random variables. In this case
we denote X € H.

Definition 2.1. (Peng [1]) A sub-linear expectation E on  is a function B : H — R satisfying the
following properties: for all X, Y € H, we have
(a) Monotonicity: If X > Y then B(X) > E(Y);
(b) Constant preserving: E(c) = ¢;
(c) Sub-additivity: B(X + Y) < E(X) + E(Y); whenever E(X) + E(Y) is not of the form +co — co or
—00 + 00;
(d) Positive homogeneity: B(1X) = AB(X), 1 > 0.
Here R := [—o0, 0o]. The triple (Q, H, E) is called a sub-linear expectation space.
Give a sub-linear expectation [, let us denote the conjugate expectation & of F by

&(X) := -E(-X), ¥X € H.
From the definition, it is easily shown that for all X, Y € H

&X) <B(X), B(X +¢) =EX) +c,
B(X - V) <B(X - Y and BE(X - Y) > BE(X) — B(Y).

If B(Y) = &(Y), then B(X + a¥) = B(X) + aB(Y) for any a € R.
Next, we consider the capacities corresponding to the sub-linear expectations. Let G € F. A
function V : G — [0, 1] is called a capacity if

V(@) =0, V(Q)=1and V(A) < V(B) YVACB,A,B€gG.

It is called to be sub-additive if V(A U B) < V(A) + V(B) forall A,B € Gwith AU B € G. In the
sub-linear space (Q, H, E), we denote a pair (V, V) of capacities by

V(A) := inf(E(€); I(A) < & & € H), V(A) := 1 - V(A), VA e F,
where V(A¢) is the complement set of A. It is obvious that V is sub-additive, and
V(A) < V(A), VA € F; V(A) = EU(A)), V(A) = &U(A)), if I(A) € H.
Property 2.1. Forall Be F, ifn <I(B) <&, n,¢é € H, then
E(m < V(B) < E(). 2.1

Remark 2.1. From (2.1), forall X € H, y > 0, v > 0, it emerges that V(|X| > y) < IAE(Ile)/y“/, which
is the well-known Markov’s inequality.

Remark 2.2. Mathematical expectation corresponds to the integral in (Q, A, P), where the integral
depends on a probability. In (Q,H,B), capacity is an alternative to probability, so what is the
relationship between the capacity and integral? The following is the definition of the upper integral.
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Definition 2.2. For all |X| € H, define

Cy(X)) := f V(X| > x)dx.
0

From the above definition, we cannot help but think of the definition of mathematical expectation
in probability space, E(IX]) := [ P(IX| > x)dx. In (@, H, E), E(1X|) and Cv(1X]) are not related in the
general situations. From Zhang [17], we can learn that B(X|) < Cy(1X]) if one of the following three
circumstances is satisfied: (i) E is countably sub-additive; (ii) B(X| - dI(X| > d) — 0, as d — oo; (iii)
|X] is bounded.

Definition 2.3. (Zhang [19] extended negative dependence (END)) In (Q, H, B), rv. {(X,;;n > 1}is
known as being upper (lower) END, if for a certain controlling constant M > 1 that makes

E(l—[ @i (Xi)] <M l_l E(pi (X)), Yn>2,
i=i i=1

as long as ¢;(x) is non-negative, ¢;(x) € Cp1;, (R),i > 1, are all non-decreasing (resp. all non-
increasing).
What is clear is that suppose {X,;n > 1} is a END r.v. and fori > 1, fi(x) € C;1;(R) are all

non-decreasing (resp. all non-increasing), so {f, (X,);n > 1} is as well an END r.v. sequence.

Remark 2.3. The definition of the independence can be found in Peng [1]. Zhang [18] introduced
negative dependence (ND), this is the first extension of the study of rv. in (Q,H,E) since Peng first
introduced the definition of independence. Immediately following, Zhang [19] presented the concept
of END, which further expanded the scope of the study of random variables, and it is based on this
relatively broad random variable that this paper is based on.

Definition 2.4. (Zhang [17]) (i) A sub-linear expectation B : H — Ris called to be countably sub-
additive if it satisfies

BX) < ZE(Xn), whenever X < ZX"’ X, X, eH, X>0,X,>20,n>1.

n=1 n=1

(i1) A function V : ¥ — [0, 1] is called to be countably sub-additive if

V(OA,,] < i V(A,), YA, €F.
n=1

n=1

Wu and Jiang [9] described in detail the almost sure convergence under E. Moreover, Wu and
Lu [26] gave an example to elaborate on X,, — X a.s. ‘V cannot derive X,, — X a.s. V.

Under sub-linear expectations, since expectation and capacity are uncertain, almost sure
convergence is different from the traditional probability space, so many of the criteria that hold in
probability space do not necessarily apply to sub-linear expectations. Therefore, it is more challenging
to study the almost sure convergence theorems under sub-linear expectations.

Our main purpose in defining a function g(x) € C;z;,(R) is to modify the indicator function so that
a function like /(|x| < @) remains continuous, which we define as follows.
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For 0 < u < 1, suppose that the even function g(x) € C;z;,(R) and g(x) | in x > 0, such that
0 < g(x) < 1forall xand g(x) = 1if [x] < u, g(x) = 0if |x| > 1. Then

I(xl < p) < g(x) < I(]x] < D), I(jx] > 1) < 1 = g(x) < I(]x| > p). (2.2)

In the whole process of this work, ¢ refers to a positive constant that varies according to location.
a, < b, denotes that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that a,, < cb, for sufficiently large n. I(-) denotes
indicator function. log n := In{max(n, e)}. a, ~ b, means lim,_, Z—Z =1.

The following auxiliary tools are required to prove our results.

According to the definition of capacity, we know that capacity is sub-additive, but not necessarily
countably sub-additive. When Borel-Cantelli’s lemma from probability space is generalized to sub-
linear expectations, the first section of the lemma requires the addition of the condition that the capacity
is countably sub-additive.

Lemma 2.1. (Zhang [17] Borel-Cantelli’s lemma) Assume that {A,,;; m > 1} represents a sequence
of occurrences in ¥, and V is countably sub-additive. As long as Y,V (A,) < oo, concluding

V (M=t Uiz Ai) = 0.

Lemma 2.2. (Zhong and Wu [30]) Assume X € H,p > 0,8 > 0, and the slowly varying function is
represented by [(x). Then,

Cy (|X|Pl (|X|1/'8)) <00 S i PP (n)V (IXI > cnﬁ) < oo, for any ¢ > 0. (2.3)

n=1

Lemma 2.3. (Zhang [19]) Let {X;; k > 1} be a sequence of upper END r.v. in (Q, H,E), and E (X;) < 0.
Then for every x,y > 0,

2 2
V(S,>x) <V ({Qg)(py) + Mexp {—m (1 +log (1 ; Bﬂ))} 2.4)

where B, = Y;_ B(X?).
3. Main results

Theorem 3.1. It is assumed that V and B are countably sub-additive. Suppose that { X, 1 <k <n,n >
1} is an array of row-wise upper END r.v., where there are a r.v. X and a constant c, fulfilling

1 = A A
p ZE(h (1 X)) < coB((X)), forn > 1,h € C;1;,(R) and h > 0. (3.1)
k=1

Let {c,,n > 1} and {d,,n > 1} both be positive increasing constants sequences, with

SUp,»1 Can/(nCy) < 00 and nf +Jd,logn 7. If
DB <di/4, (3.2)
k=1

a :=limsup 2¢, y/logn/d, < oo, 3.3)

n—oo
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IXI > 1le,) < oo, (3.4
HZ:; v, log n )
where u is the same as in (2.2).
Then
1 - N
limsup —— " (Xu - EX,)) <a+ V2+a> as. V. (3.5)

Further, if {Xx, 1 <k <n,n > 1} is lower END, then

1 n
liminf ————— X — X)) =2 —a— V2 +ad> as. V. (3.6)

n—eo (Jd, logn S
In particular, if {X,4,1 <k <n,n > 1} is END and E(Xnk) = &(X), then

n

Z ( nk — E(Xnk))

k=1

<a+ V2+a*> as. V. (3.7)

11m sup

1
\d,logn

Remark 3.1. The conclusion of Theorem 3.1 is very widespread. For c, and d,, we can choose distinct
values depending on the corresponding requirements, thus yielding distinct outcomes. For instance,

when ¢, = +/d,/4logn, d, = 4eonB(X?), condition (3.4) turns into
B(X?) < 00, Cy(X*log|X]) < 0. (3.8)

Corollary 3.1. If {X,x, 1 <k < n,n > 1} be an array of row-wise END r.v.. Suppose that both & and V
are countably sub-additive. Conditions (3.1) and (3.8) also hold, then

lim sup \/@Z e~ BXG0) < 201+ V3) \JeoB(X2)  as. V, (3.9)

n—oo

and

n

1 N
lim inf \/? Xt — (X)) = =2(1 + V3) VCooE(X?) as. V. (3.10)
n—oco nlogn 4=

Farticularly, if E(Xnk) = &(X ), then

n

Z (Xnk - I,E’()(nk))

k=1

<2(1 + V3)JeoB(X?) as.V, (3.11)

lim sup

1
n—co  q/nlogn

where cg is the same as in (3.1).

Remark 3.2. Furthermore, taking d, = conloglogn/(2logn), ¢, = A]—M/dn/logn in Theorem 3.1,
condition (3.4) turns into

4 3
B(X?) < o0, C (W) < o (3.12)

"\ (log log |X])?

Thus, we can obtain the following outcome.
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Corollary 3.2. If {X,x, 1 <k < n,n > 1} be an array of row-wise END r.v.. Suppose that both E and V
are countably sub-additive. Conditions (3.1), (3.12) are also satisfied. Supposed that (3.2) holds with
d, = conloglogn/(2logn), then

lim sup ¢~ B(Xw) < Vo as.V, (3.13)

n—c0 \/2nloglognz "

and

liminf ————— > (X —&Xuw) > -+, as. V. (3.14)

=00 \/anoglogn =1

Particularly, if B(X,.) = &X,p), then

n

Z (Xnk - E(Xnk))

k=1

1
lim su

p—
n—co  4[2nloglogn

where ¢ is the same as in (3.1).

<+cy as.V, (3.15)

Remark 3.3. The result of Corollary 3.2 is similar to the Hartman-Wintner LIL in probability space.

Remark 3.4. Our Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.1 extend the findings of Da Silva [29] from (Q, A, P)
to the (Q, H, E).

Remark 3.5. (3.1) is very close to the interpretation of weak average dominance in (2, A, P). This
definition is weaker than the definition of stochastic domination. In (Q,H,E), stochastic domination
is usually defined as that E(f (X)) < cE(f(le)), forn>1,1 <k <n0 < f e Cp(R), which
is a weaker condition than the identically distributed (Peng [1]). Because of this, condition (3.1) is
relatively weak.

4. Proof of main result

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We first prove (3.5). For fixed n > 1, and for any 1 < k < n, denote

Yo := _cnI(Xnk < _cn) + Xnkl(lxnkl < Cn) + cnI(Xnk > cn)7

4.1
Y;;k =X =Y = (Xnk + Cn)I(Xnk < _Cn) + (Xnk - Cn)I(Xnk > Cn)- ( )

Noting that

n

WZ " JTgn =
WZ B(Y0) - B(X)

=L+ L+ L.

Vd, logn Z e
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Accordingly, to prove (3.5), simply verify the following

limsupl; <a+ V2+a? as. V, 4.2)
limsup/, <0 as. V, 4.3)
lim I3 = 0. 4.4)

First, we prove (4.2). For arbitrary £ > 0, {Ynk - E(Ynk), 1<k<nn> 1} satisfies the requirements
of Lemma 2.3, taking x = v/d,logn(a+ V2+a® + &), y = 2, in (2.4), we obtain

V(S,,> \Vd, logn(a+ 2 +a? +8))

<V ({2&)}(1 Xk>2c,,)
(\/dn logn(a+ 2 +a? +8))2 2 { \d, logn(a+ 2 +a? +<9)20,1 )
+ Mexp<— 1+ =1log|l+ .
2(\/dnlogn(a+ \/2+a2+8)2cn+Bn)[ 3 B, J

4.5)

By |V« | = min{|X,|, c,}, it is easy to get that
Yo = Bl < 1Yol + [BY)l < 1Yl + (Yl < 2,

and V(maxlsks,,(Ynk - E(Ynk))>2cn) = 0. By C, inequality, we get BV, — B(Y,0)? < 2B(Yul®) +
IE(Y,01?) < 4E(Y,4/?), and by (3.2), so it’s not hard to find that

DBV - B) <4 BAYuP) <4 ) B(XuP) < d,.
k=1 k=1 k=1

From (4.5), we have access to
i \Y {Zn: (Ynk - E(Ynk)) > +/d,logn (a + V2 +a%+ a)}

sMiexp B dnlogn(a+ 2+az+s)2 1+glog . \/d,,logn(a+ 2+a2+8)20n
2(2cn\/dnlogn(a+ 2+a2+8)+a’n) 3 d,

2
N ((l + V2 +a?+ g)
= MZ eXPY~ logn
n=1 ) (20,, \llogn(a+‘ﬁ2+a2+8)+\/d7)
dy

) 2 2
:MZexp - (a+ 2ra +8) logny. 4.6)
o 2 (2c,, cex (a + V2 +a?+ s) + 1)
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Note that

2
24+a’+ s)
r :=liminf

(a+
e 2(20,1\/%(61+ 2+612+8)+1)

(a+ 2+a2+s)2

Z(Iimsupn_)oo2cn1/l(;g"(a+ 2+a2+s)+1)
(a+ 2+c12+8)2
2(a(a+ 2+a2+6)+1)
_2a2+2a\/2+a2+2a8+2+82+2\/2+a28
202 +2aV2 +a? +2ae+2

>1.

Thus, by (4.6), taking 1 < r; < r, we have

i {Z ke — E(Ynk)) > +/d,logn (a + V2 +a%+ g)} < i exp(logn™) = i n" < oo,
n=1 =l o

By Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, we get
\' [Z (Ynk - E(Ynk)) > 1/d,logn (a + V2 +a?+ s) ;i.o.] =0.
k=1
It means

limsuply <a+ V2+a® as. V. 4.7)

n—oo

Next, we prove (4.4). For any n, it is always possible to find an i satisfying 2/ < n < 2/*!. By (3.4),

and n/ +/d,logn T, we get
V(X1 > e,

nz Vd, logn |X| >,u Cn ;%;2'“ \d, logn

—V (|X| > u czlﬂ)

= Z ¢<nz<2,+| VdZ' log
= i ’)2 CZIV (|X| > ,u2c2;+1) .

Thus, (3.4) implies

- (2 2
Z —2ic2iV (|X| > U C2;+1) < 00, (4.8)
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For j > 1, we assume that g;(x) € C;1;,(R) be an even function, and for all x, g;(x) € [0, 1], satisfying

, Coi-1 < x| < ca,
gi(x) = A .
0, x| < pegimr or x| > (1 + peai,

where u is the identical to that in (2.2).

This shows
ey <IXI < e) <g; (XD) < 1 (uezs <IXI < (1 + g2,
|X] 4.9)
X g( ) <cl+ Z XI'g,(1X1), V1> 0,
j=1
and

(o)

v 00
1- (IC|)<I(|X|>IJC2!)<I(|M—|>C2t1)=Zl(6‘2/1<—<sz) jz: ( ) (4.10)

2i =

According to the (4.1), (2.2), and the definition of ¥’, can be known that

|Y,k| < |Xnk + Cnll(Xnk < Cn) + |X k — Cnll(Xnk > Cn)
= (ankl - Cn)l(lxnkl > Cn)

a1+ ()

Combined with (2.1), (3.1), (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), g(x) | in x > 0, n/+/d,logn T, 2" < n < 2%,
SUp,;s; C4n/(nc,) < oo, and B is countably sub-additive, we can obtain

4.11)

n

1 N A
) <——r Z [B(Y0 - B0
v dn log n =

1
<——— % B(Xu- Y,
m 2. (1 X = Yor)
Yl
\/d logn Z nk

< s 2t -<())
=Pl -o(3)
T 1 <(3)
S el
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2i+1

\/dzm log 2i+!

Coi (277%)? )
< Z e — 2V (|X| > U Czj—l)

2 y/dyi21log 2772

< Z @7y ——02 VY (IX | > /JZCZ_/—I). 4.12)

Vdyi-> log 2772

Combining with (4.8), we obtain

Zczjv (1X1 > iPean)

N (2772)? S (27)?
e — e Y\ |X|>,u c,1 = ——0V |X|>,u Cojr1 ) < 00. (4.13)
; \d,j- log 2/=2 ’ ( ’ ,Z:; Vdailog2/ ( 2 )
So, we have
I, —0,as n — oo. (4.14)

Now, we shall demonstrate (4.3). By (3.1), (4.8), (4.11), (4.13), n/ +/d, logn T, sup,., c4,/(nc,) <
oo, Markov’s inequality, and E is countably sub-additive, we get that for every £ > 0,

ﬁ(( ()
SZ,H dyiv1 log 2i*1 Xl § Coi

) %”2 8 e ()

X

<<; dyin1 log 2+ JZ:: e

*© X J 212
.3 (m J(| |)) < )

=3

P og 2’

< i ﬂcy\f (|X| > ,Ll2C2j—I)
=3

\dailog2/

) Co (2/’—2)2 5
< Z e Cri2V (IXI > u Czj—l)

\doi log 2772
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N 272 2
< Z —2V (|X| > u c2,~_1)
‘5 Vdyi2log 2772

< 00,
Thus, by Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, it is fairly straightforward to obtain

limsup/, <0 as. V. 4.15)
Together with (4.7) and (4.14) hold, yields the (3.5).
Further considerations, if {X,x,1 < k < n,n > 1} is lower END, then {-X,x,1 < k < n,n > 1} is
upper END. In (3.5), replace {X,,1 < k < n,n > 1} with {-X,;, 1 < k < n,n > 1}, from &X,;) :=
—E(—Xnk), for which we have

1 - . 1 -
a+ V2 +a® > limsup ———— Z (~Xuk — B(=Xo)) = — liminf ——— )" (X — &(X,0)) as. V.
n—co d,logn = n—=eo\Jd,logn 1=
(4.16)
From this it is clear that
1 n
liminf ——— X — X)) > —a— V2 +a%? as. V.

n—eo (Jd,logn o

That is to say (3.6) also holds.

In particular, if {X,;, 1 <k <n,n > 1} is END and B(Xx) = (X4, then (3.7) holds from (3.5) and
(3.6).

Consequently, we complete the proof of Theorem 3.1.
Proof of Corollary 3.1. Taking d,, = 4eonB(X?), by (3.1), we obtain

D EXZ) < conB(X?) = d, /4. 4.17)
k=1

Thus, the condition of (3.2) holds. Putting ¢, = 4/d,/(41ogn), by condition (3.3) in Theorem 3.1, we
have

1
a = limsup 2c¢, en
n—oo dl’l
. d, logn
=1 2 X
lgl—ilp \/4 logn \/ d,

=1 < 0.

Taking p =4, =1 and [ (|X]|) = log|X]| in (2.3) in Lemma 2.2. For any ¢ > 0, we can gain that

Cy (X1 log|X]) < 00 & > n’lognV (1X] > en) < oo,
n=2
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S f y* log yV (IX| > cy) dy < co.
2

. T 2 .
Next, by ¢, = , /Miﬁ = ,/%, we consider that

o nc, )
2 iz (M1 #7)

d, 1
,/ i V(1X] > pPec,
" 4lognx\/m (I |>'uc)

@V (1x1 > 1%c,)

DM 1M

(3]

n=

00

¢

00

f X
» 2logx

V (1X1 > ¢ /x/ log x) dx.

Lety = /x/logx, then x = o0 & y — 0.
Note that

2log x

2 X

= log x’

Taking the logarithm on both sides of (4.20), we have
2logy =logx —loglogx ~logx, x — oo.
Take the derivative of both sides of (4.20) with respect to y, we get

logx—-1 |,
= — X,
YT ogxp

and combined with (4.21), we have

2y(1 2
X, = 2y(log ~2ylogx ~4ylogy, y— oo,

Y logx-—1
Combined (4.19) and (4.20), we can get
X
h(y) := ' ~2y*logy.
) 2logxxy y~ logy

Hence, for 1 > 0, there exists a constant M, > 0, such that when y > M, we have

h(y) < 4y3 logy.
By (3.8), (4.18), (4.19), and (4.20)—(4.22), we obtain

f S V(IX| > cy/x/logx)dx  (let y = y/x/logx, b = y2/1og2)
2

2logx

A\ (|X| > ,uzcx) dx (cx = \/COXE(XZ)/ log x)

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

4.21)

(4.22)
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M1 00
< f OV(X] > cy) dy + f 4y log yV(X| > cy) dy
b M,
< 00, (4.23)

It follows that assumptions (3.4) in Theorem 3.1 is also fulfilled. Next, we verify that

[c04nE(X2) 1
Cy, 10g4n ogn
sup — = g <3< o0
n>1 l’lC‘n nzl n LOnE(XZ) n>1 l’l log 4n

logn

and

n n

n
= =c R’
Vd, logn \/ 4eonB(X?) logn logn

T,asn — co.

apparently, —2—
pp y ’_1ogn

Based on the above verification, it is clear that the conditions (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) of Theorem 3.1
are all satisfied. Hence, putting d,, = 4conE(X?), a = 1 into (3.5), we can achieve
1 - .
lim sup D (X -BX0) <1+ V3 as V.
nme JdeonB(X?) logn k=1

That is,

1 e — B(X0) < 2(1 + V3) 4/coB(X2 V.
1msupmz ¢ = BG0) <201+ V3)yJcoB(X)  as.

n—oo

Similarly, (3.10) and (3.11) also hold.

As aresult, Corollary 3.1 is established.
Proof of Corollary 3.2. For d, = conloglogn/(2logn), ¢, = }M/dn/ logn, and assumptions (3.1)
and (3.2) both hold. Hence, we just need to verify the following

1
a = limsup 2¢, oen
n—oo dn
1 d, logn
=1 2X - X
H,?_,i:,lp 4 \/logn \/ d,
1
==-<x®
2
Thus, (3.3) holds. .
By (3.12), and similar considerations to those in (4.19), taking p = 4,8 =1 and [(|X]) = (lég’i 'gxll))(l)z

in (2.3) in Lemma 2.2. For any ¢ > 0, we can gain that

XI*(og X _ > nd(logn)®
Cyl|l—2—__ nmdogn)” oy |
! ((lOg log |X|)2 Z (log log n)? (X| > cn) < o
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* y*(logy)?
3 (loglogy)?

_ 1 dy _ 1 [conloglogn _ Vconloglogn
Hence, by ¢, = 41/_logn =7 ./ ToZn = " 3vilogn , we have

i LV (|X| > ,uzc,,)

V (IX| > cy)dy < oo. (4.24)

= i Z n X ! V(|X| > ,uzcn)

] logn  \/d,logn
- vJconloglo
n V[le >ﬂ2 Ccon g gn)

i 4logn 4v2logn
0 v/xloglog x
~ f X ylx) s YR (4.25)
11 4logx log x

For (4.25), similar considerations to (4.23).

Let y= 4/xloglog x

oer and denote

F) = = = Ylegx ,  2y’logy 8y(logy) _ 4y’(logy)’
" 4logx? 4loglogx 7 4loglogy loglogy  (loglogy)?

Hence, for 1 > 0, there exists a constant M, > 0, such that when y > M,, we have

8y*(log y)?
TOV= Goglog v

Combined (4.25), (4.24) and (3.12), we obtain

©0 Vxloglog x vxloglog x
f * vy |X|>c# dox lety:i
11 4logx log x log x

M,

~ 8y*(log y)’
< W(IX] > cy) d +f e
b 7o Ve u, (loglogy)?

V(X] > cy) dy

< 00.

A/ codnloglogdn v 42logn
4V2log4n n\/conloglogn

In this case, both ¢, and d,, satisfy the conditions sup,,, % = sup,s; < o

and m T in Theorem 3.1.

We have verified that both ¢, and d, satisfy the conditions of Theorem 3.1, so we can bring both
d, = conloglogn/(2logn) and a = 1/2 into (3.5) to get that

1 a . 1 1\’
lim sup Z (X — X)) < 32+ (—) as. V. (4.26)

n—co conloglogn — 2
\[ 2logn IOgl’l k=1
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That means

lim sup ————= n
n—e 421 log logn 1= Z
In the (3.13), —X, instead of X,;, one can get (3.14), and (3.15) can be obtained through (3.13)
and (3.14).

Thus, the proof is finished.

k= E(Xnk) \/C_() a.s. V.

5. Conclusions

The key findings of this study emerge from the probability space. There have been numerous
findings on the limit theory, and when compared to the limit theory of probability space, it is clear that
studying limit theory under sub-linear expectations, and in particular almost sure convergence, appears
to be more intractable of the fact that the expectations and capacities are no longer additive. Moreover,
many rules that apply to probability space do not apply to sub-linear expectation space. Therefore,
applying the appropriate auxiliary tools to conduct research properly becomes essential. In this paper,
our research draws mainly on the notion of extended negative dependence proposed by Zhang [19].
Zhang [19] also constructed capacity inequalities, which provide a reliable aid to our proof process.
The results of this paper are general compared to some of the existing results. Since the theorem’s
conclusion is relatively broad, it is possible to take values for ¢, and d, and thus obtain a fixed constant
a and different corollaries. In future research work, we will further consider studying a wider range of
random variables or arrays and continue to learn the strong limit theorem and consider more interesting
outcomes.
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