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Sublinear expectation structure under finite states space

Shuzhen Yang* Wenqing Zhang†

Abstract

In this study, we propose the sublinear expectation structure under finite states space. To

describe an interesting ”nonlinear randomized” trial, based on a convex closed domain, we

introduce a family of probability measures under finite states space. Corresponding the sublin-

ear expectation operator introduced by S. Peng, we consider the related notation under finite

states space. Within the finite states framework, the sublinear expectation can be explicitly

calculated by a novel repeated summation formula, and some interesting examples are given.

Furthermore, we establish Monotone convergence theorem, Fatou’s lemma and Dominated

convergence theorem under finite states space. Afterwards, we consider the independence un-

der each probability measure, upon which we establish the nonlinear law of large numbers and

obtain the maximal distribution under sublinear expectation.

KEYWORDS: Sublinear expectation; Finite states space; Repeated summation formula; Conver-

gence theorems; Law of large numbers

1 Introduction

In financial market, the price data is observed at discrete times only [13]. Meanwhile continuous-

time process are only approximations to physically realizable phenomena [3]. When the underlying

sample path are continuous, the discretely sampled data will always appear as a sequence of dis-

crete jumps [1] indicating that discrete models cannot be derived directly from the discretization

of continuous models. Thus it is crucial to study the financial models under finite time and states.
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Cox et al. [5] developed the binary tree model and used risk-neutral probabilities to price financial

derivatives. Subsequently, there has been a substantial amount of research conducted on finan-

cial models using discrete time [6, 12, 24, 11]. For continuous mathematical models of derivative

pricing theory, see monograph [16].

Mean and volatility uncertainties are two important uncertainty properties in financial market.

To describe the model uncertainty, Peng [17] first constructed a nonlinear expectation which pro-

vides a novel mathematical structure. Furthermore, Peng [18, 19, 20, 21] originally proposed sub-

linear expectation space which deduced nonlinear law of large numbers and central limit theorem.

Then, sublinear expectation has been widely used in finance [7, 8, 22, 23]. Fan [9] considered the

Jensen’s inequality for filtration consistent nonlinear expectation without domination condition.

There are many related research focusing on the finite time and states under sublinear expec-

tation. Cohen and Elliott [4] considered backward stochastic difference equations under discrete

time with infinitely states. Belak et al. [2] provided existence, uniqueness, and stability results and

established convergence of the associated discrete-time nonlinear aggregations. Grigorova and Li

[10] studied the stochastic representation problem in discrete time under nonlinear expectation and

applied it to the pricing of American options. At the moment, the majority of literatures are rooted

in the application of sublinear expectation theory to discrete mathematical models, with limited

research commencing with the construction of discrete sublinear expectation structure.

In this paper, we focus on the sublinear expectation structure under finite states space. We

first consider a nonlinear randomized trial, based on which a finite states sample space Ω =

{ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn} and a family of probability measures PΘ = {Pθ : θ ∈ Θ} are introduced. In finite

states space, a family of probability measures can be characterized by a convex closed domainD,

D = {(θ1, · · · , θn−1) : f
1
≤ θ1 ≤ f 1, · · · , f

n−1
(θ1, · · · , θn−2) ≤ θn−1 ≤ f n−1(θ1, · · · , θn−2)},

where { fi}1≤i≤n−1 are continuous functions, and f
i

and f i are the lower and upper bounds of the

parameter θi, respectively. Note that, the sublinear expectation under finite states space can be

defined as

sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X] := sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi}). (1.1)

Obviously, the equation (1.1) satisfies the properties of the sublinear expectation operator estab-

lished by Peng [21]. Indeed, sublinear expectation can be explicitly calculated by a repeated sum-

mation formula under finite states space,

E[X] = sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1















n−1
∑

i=1

(X(ωi) − X(ωn))θi















+ X(ωn), (1.2)
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and some related examples are given to verify the repeated summation formula. Furthermore,

we present Monotone convergence theorem, Fatou’s lemma and Dominated convergence theorem

under finite states space. Afterwards, we consider the independence under each Pθ satisfying

E[ϕ(X, Y)] := sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

, ϕ ∈ Cb.lip(R). (1.3)

Upon equation (1.3) and Dominated convergence theorem, we give a new proof for the nonlinear

law of large numbers under finite states space, wherein the sequence converges to a maximal

distribution.

The main contributions of this paper are twofold:

(i). We provide the calculation method of the sublinear expectation under the finite states

space. Based on a nonlinear randomized trial, we introduce the finite states space and a family of

probability measures. By utilizing a convex closed domainD to describe the family of probability

measures PΘ, the sublinear expectation can be calculated explicitly.

(ii). We derive some convergence theorems, and then deduce the law of large numbers based

on the independence under each probability. In the finite states space, Monotone convergence the-

orem, Fatou’s lemma and Dominated convergence theorem are deduced. Furthermore, we present

a new proof for the law of large numbers under sublinear expectation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 considers the sublinear expecta-

tion structure under finite states space and develops a calculation method by a repeated summation

formula. Following that, we establish some convergence theorems and consider the independence

under each Pθ, from which the law of large numbers is derived in Section 3. Finally, Section 4

concludes this paper and proposes the further study.

2 Sublinear expectation structure

Well-known that the classical randomized trial satisfies the following three properties: (i) We

can repeat the trial under the same conditions; (ii) We can obtain all the results of the trial; (iii)

We don’t know the result of the trial before completing the trial. Since Knight [15] distinguished

the risk (random) and uncertainty in the book ”Risk, Uncertainty and Profit”, we realize that the

classical randomized trial cannot describe the uncertainty in the model. Therefore, in this study,

we first introduce a nonlinear randomized trial satisfying the following properties: (i’) We cannot

repeat the trial under the same conditions; (ii’) We can obtain all the results of the trial; (iii’) We

don’t know the result of the trial before completing the trial. The properties (ii’) and (iii’) of a non-

linear randomized trial are same with that of the classical randomized trial. However, the property
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(i’) shows that there is no deterministic law for the nonlinear randomized trial. Thus, based on the

properties (ii’) and (iii’), we introduce a finite states sample space Ω = {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn}. Based on

the property (i’), we consider to use a probability set PΘ = {Pθ : θ ∈ Θ} to describe the uncertainty

law of the nonlinear randomized trial.

In the finite states space, we introduce a convex closed domainD to describe a probability set

PΘ. A probability set PΘ = {Pθ : θ ∈ Θ} satisfies Θ ∈ A = {(θ1, · · · , θn) : 0 ≤ θi ≤ 1,
∑n

i=1 θi =

1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. We employ a domainD, a convex closed subset ofA, to describe a probability set

PΘ, which is denoted by,

D = {(θ1, · · · , θn−1) : f
1
≤ θ1 ≤ f 1, · · · , f

n−1
(θ1, · · · , θn−2) ≤ θn−1 ≤ f n−1(θ1, · · · , θn−2)},

where { fi}1≤i≤n−1 are continuous functions, and f
i

and f i are the lower and upper bounds of the

parameter θi, respectively. Some examples of domainD are presented as follows.

Remark 2.1. When there is no model uncertainty, the lower and upper bounds of the parameter θi

in D are same, i.e. f
i
= f i. Thus the domainD degenerates into one point, which corresponds to

a probability measure P.

Example 2.1. Let Ω = {ω1, ω2}, the corresponding probability set PΘ satisfies Θ ∈ A = {(θ1, θ2) :

0 ≤ θ1 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ θ2 ≤ 1, θ1 + θ2 = 1}. An example of the domain isD = {θ1 : 0.2 ≤ θ1 ≤ 0.5}.
Let Ω = {ω1, ω2, ω3}, the corresponding probability set PΘ satisfies Θ ∈ A = {(θ1, θ2, θ3) : 0 ≤

θ1 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ θ2 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ θ3 ≤ 1, θ1 + θ2 + θ3 = 1}. An example of the domain isD = {(θ1, θ2) : 0 ≤
θ1 ≤ 0.5, 0 ≤ θ2 ≤ 0.5 − θ1}.

With a given finite states space Ω = {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn}, let H be a linear space of real valued

functions defined on Ω, and suppose thatH satisfies: |X| < ∞ if X ∈ H . Given a random variable

X ∈ H satisfying X(ωi) = ai, i = 1, · · · , n, the expectation of X under each Pθ is given by

Eθ[X] =

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) =
n
∑

i=1

aiθi.

Note that, there is a family of linear expectations {Eθ : θ ∈ D}, thus it is natural to consider the

upper and lower bounds of linear expectations. Due to the dual relation between the upper and

lower bounds of expectations, i.e. supθ∈D Eθ[X] = − infθ∈D Eθ[−X], we just concentrate on the

upper bounds of expectations, similarly the lower bounds of expectations can be obtained. Hence,

we introduce the definition of upper expectation, this term can be found in Chapter 6.2 of Peng

[21].
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Definition 2.1 (Upper expectation). Let X be a random variable defined on the finite states space

(Ω,H). The upper expectation of X is defined as

sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X] := sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi}). (2.1)

Remark 2.2. Sublinear expectation E[·] was developed by Peng [18]. Let Ω be a given sample

space andH satisfies (1) c ∈ H for each constant c; (2) |X| ∈ H if X ∈ H . A sublinear expectation

E is a functional E[·] : H → R satisfing

(i). Monotonicity: E[X] ≤ E[Y] if X ≤ Y;

(ii). Constant preserving: E[c] = c for c ∈ R;

(iii). Sub-additivity: E[X + Y] ≤ E[X] + E[Y];

(iv). Positive homogeneity: E[λX] = λE[X] for λ ≥ 0.

When Ω = {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn}, the upper expectation in Definition 2.1 satisfies the above four

properties, thus it is a sublinear expectation. In addition, the sublinear expectation under finite

states space can be expressed as a supremum of linear expectations

E[X] = sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X], (2.2)

where the probability uncertainty setD is a convex closed domain. Upper expectation in Definition

2.1 coincides with the sublinear expectation operator in Peng [21], thus we consider sublinear

expectation under finite states space in the following.

2.1 Calculation of sublinear expectation

Based on sublinear expectation under finite states space, we present the explicitly calculation

formula, where the idea comes from the calculation formula of multiple integrals.

Theorem 2.1 (Repeated summation formula). Let X be a random variable defined on the finite

states space (Ω,H). The sublinear expectation can be calculated by

E[X] = sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1















n−1
∑

i=1

(X(ωi) − X(ωn))θi















+ X(ωn), (2.3)

where D = I1 × · · · × In−1, and I1 =

[

f
1
, f 1

]

, · · · , In−1 =

[

f
n−1

(θ1, · · · , θn−2), f n−1(θ1, · · · , θn−2)
]

.

Proof. From equation (2.2) and Definition 2.1, we have

E[X] = sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X] = sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) = sup
θ∈D















n−1
∑

i=1

(X(ωi) − X(ωn))θi















+ X(ωn).
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Let

G(θ) =

n−1
∑

i=1

(X(ωi) − X(ωn))θi.

On the one hand, let y = supθ∈DG(θ). Thus for each θ = (θ1, · · · , θn−1) ∈ D, it is obvious that

sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1

G(θ) ≤ y = sup
θ∈D

G(θ). (2.4)

On the contrary, let z = supθ1∈I1
· · · supθn−1∈In−1

G(θ). Note thatD is a convex closed domain, its max-

imum value can be attained, thus there exist θ∗
1
∈ I1, · · · , θ∗n−1

∈ In−1 such that z = G(θ∗
1
, · · · , θ∗

n−1
).

Then for any θ, G(θ) ≤ z, it is obvious that

sup
θ∈D

G(θ) ≤ z = sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1

G(θ). (2.5)

Combining inequalities (2.4) and (2.5), we obtain

sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X] = sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1















n−1
∑

i=1

(X(ωi) − X(ωn))θi















+ X(ωn).

This completes the proof. �

Remark 2.3. Indeed, Theorem 2.1 transforms n-dimensional optimization problem into 1-dimensional

one, which greatly improves the computing efficiency. In the following, we present two examples

to verify Theorem 2.1.

Example 2.2. Let Ω = {ω1, ω2} and domainD = {θ1 : 0.2 ≤ θ1 ≤ 0.5}. Without lose of generality,

we assume that X(ω1) > X(ω2), based on Theorem 2.1, the sublinear expectation can be calculated

as follows

E[X] = sup
θ1∈[0.2,0.5]

[(a1 − a2)θ1 + a2] = 0.5a1 + 0.5a2.

Let Ω = {ω1, ω2, ω3} and domain D = {(θ1, θ2) : 0 ≤ θ1 ≤ 0.5, 0 ≤ θ2 ≤ 0.5 − θ1}. Without

lose of generality, we assume that X(ω1) > X(ω2) > X(ω3), based on Theorem 2.1, the sublinear

expectation can be calculated as follows

E[X] = sup
θ1∈[0,0.5]

sup
θ2∈[0,0.5−θ1]

[(a1 − a3)θ1 + (a2 − a3)θ2] + a3

= sup
θ1∈[0,0.5]

[(a1 − a3)θ1 + (a2 − a3)(0.5 − θ1)] + a3 = 0.5(a1 + a3).

From the above examples, we can see that if the boundary of the domain D is linear, i.e., f
i

and f i are linear functions, the maximum value of Eθ[X] can be obtained at the boundary. If the

boundary f
i

or f i is a nonlinear function, by employing variable substitution, we can convert a

irregular domainD into a rectangular domainM, and then the maximum value can be obtained on

the boundary of domainM. In the following, we present the transform formula.
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Theorem 2.2 (Transform formula). Let h(·) and g(·) be continuous functions, the transformation

{T : θi = θi(δ1, · · · , δn−1), i = 1, · · · , n − 1} maps a convex closed domainM to a convex closed

domainD, where T is bijection. The Determinants of Jacobian Matrices satisfy

J(δ1, · · · , δn−1) =
∂(θ1, · · · , θn−1)

∂(δ1, · · · , δn−1)
, 0.

Then

sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1

h(θ1, · · · , θn−1) = sup
δ1∈J1

· · · sup
δn−1∈Jn−1

g(δ1, · · · , δn−1).

Proof. Let

y = sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1

h(θ1, · · · , θn−1).

Owing D is a convex closed domain, its maximum value can be attained, thus there exist θ∗1 ∈
I1, · · · , θ∗n−1

∈ In−1, such that y = h(θ∗
1
, · · · , θ∗

n−1
). Since the transformation {T : θi = θi(δ1, · · · , δn−1), i =

1, · · · , n − 1} is a bijection, then

h(θ1, · · · , θn−1) = h(θ1(δ1, · · · , δn−1), · · · , θn−1(δ1, · · · , δn−1)) = g(δ1, · · · , δn−1).

Since h(θ1, · · · , θn−1) ≤ y, we have g(δ1, · · · , δn−1) ≤ y. Thus

sup
δ1∈J1

· · · sup
δn−1∈Jn−1

g(δ1, · · · , δn−1) ≤ y = sup
θ1∈I1

· · · sup
θn−1∈In−1

h(θ1, · · · , θn−1). (2.6)

On the contrary, let

z = sup
δ1∈J1

· · · sup
δn−1∈Jn−1

g(δ1, · · · , δn−1).

Using the similar manner in the proof of inequality (2.6), we have y ≤ z which completes the

proof. �

Example 2.3. Let Ω = {ω1, ω2, ω3} and D = {(θ1, θ2) : 0 ≤ θ1 ≤ 0.5, 0 ≤ θ2 ≤
√
θ1}. Let

δ1 = θ1, δ2 =
θ2

2

θ1
(if θ1 = 0, let δ2 = 0), we can transform a irregular domain D into a rectangular

domainM = {(δ1, δ2) : 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ 0.5, 0 ≤ δ2 ≤ 1}. Without lose of generality, we assume that

X(ω1) > X(ω2) > X(ω3), based on Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2, the sublinear expectation can

be calculated as follows

E[X] = sup
θ1∈[0,0.5]

sup
θ2∈[0,

√
θ1]

[(a1 − a3)θ1 + (a2 − a3)θ2] + a3

= sup
δ1∈[0,0.5]

sup
δ2∈[0,1]

[(a1 − a3)δ1 + (a2 − a3)
√

δ1δ2] + a3

= sup
δ1∈[0,0.5]

[(a1 − a3)δ1 + (a2 − a3)
√

δ1] + a3 =
1

2
a1 +

√
2

2
a2 +

1 −
√

2

2
a3.
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In the following, we consider another example where the domainD is a circle, i.e.

D =
{

(θ1, θ2) : (θ1 − 0.25)2
+ (θ2 − 0.25)2 ≤ (0.25)2 , θ1, θ2 ≥ 0

}

. According to the polar coordinate

transformation formula,






















θ1 = γ · cos(δ) + 1
4
,

θ2 = γ · sin(δ) + 1
4
,

we can transform a circle domainD into a rectangular domainM = {(γ, δ) : 0 ≤ γ ≤ 0.25, 0 ≤ δ ≤ 2π}.
We assume that X(ω1) = 2, X(ω2) = 2, X(ω3) = 1, based on Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, the sublinear

expectation can be calculated as follows

E[X] = sup
θ1∈[0,0.5]

sup
θ2∈[0,

√
θ1(0.5−θ1)+0.25]

[(a1 − a3)θ1 + (a2 − a3)θ2] + a3

= sup
γ∈[0,0.25]

sup
δ∈[0,2π]

[(a1 − a3)γ cos(δ) + (a2 − a3)γ sin(δ)] +
1

2
+ a3

= sup
γ∈[0,0.25]

√
2γ +

3

2
=

6 +
√

2

4
.

3 Convergence theorems and Law of large numbers

Based on the sublinear expectation under finite states space, we present Monotone convergence

theorem, Fatou’s lemma and Dominated convergence theorem in the following. As mentioned in

Peng [21], Theorem 6.1.14 shows that Xm ↑ X can deduce E[Xm] ↑ E[X], yet Xm ↓ X cannot

guarantee E[Xm] ↓ E[X] in general. However, in the finite states space, we can establish the

convergence theorems under sublinear expectation.

Theorem 3.1 (Monotone convergence theorem). Let {Xm}m≥1 and X be random sequence and vari-

able defined on the finite states space (Ω,H).

(1) Let Xm ↑ X. Then E[Xm] ↑ E[X].

(2) Let Xm ↓ X. Then E[Xm] ↓ E[X].

Proof. (1) On the finite states space (Ω,H), obviously E[Xm] and E[X] are bounded. Based on

Theorem 6.1.14 in Peng [21], (1) holds true.

(2) Xm ↓ X means that E[Xm] ≥ E[X]. Based on equation (2.2), we obtain

lim
m→∞
E[Xm] = lim

m→∞
sup
θ∈D

Eθ[Xm] ≥ sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X] = E[X]. (3.1)

On the contrary, it is easily to verify that

lim
m→∞

sup
θ∈D

Eθ[Xm] = limm→∞ sup
θ∈D

Eθ[Xm] = lim
k→∞

sup
m≥k

sup
θ∈D

Eθ[Xm]. (3.2)
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Combing equations (3.1) and (3.2), it is obvious that

lim
k→∞

sup
m≥k

sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

Xm(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) ≥ sup
θ∈D

Eθ[X] = sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi}).

Note that in the finite states space, from Xm ↓ X, we have that ∀ ε > 0, ∃ N, s.t., m ≥ N, |Xm − X| <
ε. Then for k ≥ N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
θ∈D

sup
m≥k

n
∑

i=1

Xm(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) − sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi})
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sup
θ∈D

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
m≥k















n
∑

i=1

Xm(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) −
n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi})














∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sup
θ∈D

sup
m≥k

n
∑

i=1

|Xm(ωi) − X(ωi)|Pθ({ωi}) < ε.

Thus

lim
k→∞

sup
m≥k

sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

Xm(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) = lim
k→∞

sup
θ∈D

sup
m≥k

n
∑

i=1

Xm(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) < sup
θ∈D

n
∑

i=1

X(ωi)Pθ({ωi}) + ε,

which deduces that

lim
m→∞
E[Xm] = lim

k→∞
sup
m≥k

sup
θ∈D

Eθ[Xm] ≤ sup
θ∈D

Eθ [X] = E[X]. (3.3)

Therefore, combining equations (3.1) and (3.3), we conclude that

lim
m→∞
E[Xm] = E[X].

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 3.1 (Fatou’s lemma). Let {Xm}m≥1 be a random sequence defined on the finite states space

(Ω,H).

(1) If there is a random variable Y ∈ H such that Xm ≥ Y, ∀m ≥ 1. Then

E[lim
m→∞Xm] ≤ lim

m→∞E[Xm].

(2) If there is a random variable Y ∈ H such that Xm ≤ Y, ∀m ≥ 1. Then

E[limm→∞Xm] ≥ limm→∞E[Xm].

Proof. We first prove (1). Let gm = infk≥m Xk, then gm ↑ lim
m→∞Xm. Applying (1) in Theorem 3.1,

we have

E[lim
m→∞Xm] = lim

m→∞
E[gm] ≤ lim

m→∞E[Xm].
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As for the proof of (2), let hm = supk≥m Xk, then hm ↓ limm→∞Xm. Applying (2) in Theorem 3.1, we

have

E[limm→∞Xm] = lim
m→∞
E[hm] ≥ limm→∞E[Xm].

This completes the proof. �

Theorem 3.2 (Dominated convergence theorem). Let {Xm}m≥1 and X be random sequence and

variable defined on the finite states space (Ω,H), and Xm → X as m → ∞. If there is a non-

negative random variable Y ∈ H such that |Xm| ≤ Y. Then

lim
m→∞
E[Xm] = E[X].

Proof. It is apparent that

X = lim
m→∞

Xm = lim
m→∞Xm = limm→∞Xm.

Applying Lemma 3.1, we have

E[X] = E[lim
m→∞Xm] ≤ lim

m→∞E[Xm] ≤ limm→∞E[Xm] ≤ E[limm→∞Xm] = E[X].

Thus E[X] = limm→∞ E[Xm], this completes the proof. �

3.1 Law of large numbers

In the finite states space, the law of large numbers can be established by Dominated conver-

gence theorem. Before presenting the law of large numbers, we provide the definitions of identi-

cally distributed and independence. Based on sublinear expectation in Peng [21], the definition of

identically distributed is the same with Definition 1.3.1 in Peng [21].

Let X1 and X2 be two random variables defined on the finite states space (Ω1,H1) and (Ω2,H2),

respectively. They are called identically distributed, denoted by X1
d
= X2, if

E1[ϕ(X1)] = E2[ϕ(X2)], ∀ϕ ∈ Cb.Lip(R). (3.4)

In the following, we present the independence for each Pθ under the finite states space.

Definition 3.1 (Independence). Let X and Y be two random variables defined on the finite states

space (Ω,H). We call Y is independent of X, if

E[ϕ(X, Y)] := sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

, ∀ϕ ∈ Cb.lip(R2). (3.5)
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Remark 3.1. Based on Definition 3.1, the independence is mutual, which means that Y is inde-

pendent of X implies that X is independent of Y. Thus, the independence in Definition 3.1 differs

from the one given in Peng [21], and the relationship between the two independence is that

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

] ≤ sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

.

In the following, we give an example to describe the above inequality.

Example 3.1. Given Ω = {ω1, ω2} and a convex domain D = {θ1 : 1
3
≤ θ1 ≤ 2

3
}. Let X and Y are

two-point values random variables defined on the finite states space (Ω,H),

X(ω) =























1, ω = ω1

0, ω = ω2

, Y(ω) =























0, ω = ω1

1, ω = ω2

.

First, we consider the case where ϕ(x, y) = (x − 1
2
)y2. Let Y be independent from X under each

Pθ, then

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

= sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

(X − 1

2
)(1 − θ1)

]

= sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3]
(θ1 −

1

2
)(1 − θ1) =

1

16
. (3.6)

Let Y is independent from X under sublinear expectation, then

sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

= sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3 ]

















(
1

2
sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3 ]
(1 − θ1))θ1 + (

1

2
sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3 ]
(θ1 − 1))(1 − θ1)

















=
1

6
.

(3.7)

Comparing equation (3.6) and (3.7), for ϕ(x, y) = (x − 1
2
)y2, we have

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

< sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

.

Second, we consider the case where ϕ(x, y) = x(1 − y). Let Y be independent from X under

each Pθ, then

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

= sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3 ]
Eθ [Xθ1] = sup

θ1∈[ 1
3
, 2

3]
θ21 =

4

9
. (3.8)

Let Y is independent from X under sublinear expectation, then

sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

= sup
θ∈D

Eθ

















X( sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3 ]
θ1)

















=
2

3
sup
θ1∈[ 1

3
, 2

3 ]
Eθ[X] =

4

9
. (3.9)

Comparing equation (3.8) and (3.9), for ϕ(x, y) = x(1 − y), we have

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

= sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

sup
θ∈D

Eθ
[

ϕ(x, Y)
]

x=X

]

.
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Remark 3.2. From Example 3.1, we can see that the calculation results of the independence under

Definition 3.1 is the same with that in Peng [21] for some particular cases of ϕ.

Based on the independence under each probability Pθ, we can prove the following law of large

numbers by Dominated convergence theorem.

Theorem 3.3 (Law of large numbers). Let {Xi}∞i=1
be a sequence of random variables defined on

the finite states space (Ω,H). We further assume {Xi}∞i=1 is an independent sequence under each

probability {Pθ}θ∈D with the same upper and lower expectations, i.e. −E[−X1] = µ, E[X1] = µ.

Then

lim
n→∞
E

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= sup
µ∈[µ,µ]

ϕ(µ), ϕ ∈ Cb.lip(R). (3.10)

Proof. Applying Theorem 3.2 and equation (2.2), we have

lim
n→∞
E

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= lim
n→∞

sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= sup
θ∈D

lim
n→∞

Eθ

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

.

(3.11)

Under each Pθ, by the classical law of large numbers, we have that { 1
n
(X1 + · · ·+ Xn)} Pθ→ µθ. Based

on the classical Dominated convergence theorem, it is apparent that

lim
n→∞

Eθ

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= ϕ(µθ).

Thus

sup
θ∈D

lim
n→∞

Eθ

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= sup
θ∈D
ϕ(µθ), (3.12)

where µθ = Eθ[X1]. Note that D is a convex and closed domain, there exist θ and θ such that

µθ = infθ∈D Eθ[X1] = µ and µθ = supθ∈D Eθ[X1] = µ, and for each µ ∈ [µ, µ], there exists θ ∈ D
such that µθ = µ. Then, we have

sup
θ∈D
ϕ(µθ) = sup

µ∈[µ,µ]
ϕ(µ). (3.13)

Combing equations (3.11) (3.12) and (3.13), it follows that

lim
n→∞
E

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= sup
θ∈D

lim
n→∞

Eθ

[

ϕ

(

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

)]

= sup
µ∈[µ,µ]

ϕ(µ).

This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.3. Note that in Peng [21], a maximal distribution is defined as

E[ϕ(ξ)] = sup
µ∈[µ,µ]

ϕ(µ), ϕ ∈ Cb.lip(R).

Theorem 3.3 shows that the sequence
{

1
n
(X1 + · · · + Xn)

}

converges to a maximal distribution in law

which is consistent with the nonlinear law of large numbers in Peng [21].
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Remark 3.4. According to Peng and Jin [14], the maximum estimator is the largest unbiased

estimator for the upper mean and the minimum estimator is the smallest unbiased estimator for

the lower mean. Based on Theorem 3.3, we can use the moment estimation to estimate upper and

lower expectations. The sample moment β = 1
n
(X1+ · · ·+Xn) converges to the maximal distribution

with parameters µ̂ and µ̂, thus

µ̂ = inf
θ∈D

Eθ

[

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

]

, µ̂ = sup
θ∈D

Eθ

[

X1 + · · · + Xn

n

]

,

which indicates that the mean uncertainty can be estimated by the supermum and infimum of the

expectation of the sequence.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, based on nonlinear randomized trial, we introduce a finite states space, and uti-

lize a convex closed domain to describe a family of probability measures. Following that, derived

from the idea of repeated summation, we provide an explicitly calculation of sublinear expectation,

and some related examples are given. Furthermore, we present Monotone convergence theorem,

Fatou’s lemma and Dominated convergence theorem in finite states space. Based on the inde-

pendence under each Pθ, combining the Dominated convergence theorem, we establish the law of

large numbers, and the random sequence converges to the maximal distribution. In the future, we

will consider to extend the sublinear expectation structure to finite time and states and the related

application in financial markets.
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