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Abstract Quasi-Monte Carlo (QMC) methods are applied to multi-ldvieite Ele-
ment (FE) discretizations of elliptic partial differertequations (PDES) with a ran-
dom coefficient. The representation of the random coefficggemssumed to require a
countably infinite number of terms.

The multi-level FE discretizations are combined with faeslof QMC meth-
ods (specifically, randomly shifted lattice rules) to estienexpected values of linear
functionals of the solution, as ih [18,/19]24] in the singdedl setting. Here, the ex-
pected value is considered as an infinite-dimensional iatég the parameter space
corresponding to the randomness induced by the random d@eaffi In this paper
we study the same model as [n[24]. The error analysi§ df [24Jeineralized to a
multi-level scheme, with the number of QMC points dependinghe discretization
level, and with a level-dependent dimension truncaticatsgy. In some scenarios, it
is shown that the overall error of the expected value of tinetionals of the solution
(i.e., the root-mean-square error averaged over all $lifisf order¢’(h?), whereh
is the finest FE mesh width, @(N~1+%) for arbitraryd > 0, whereN denotes the
maximal number of QMC sampling points in the parameter spamethese scenar-
ios, the total work for all PDE solves in the multi-level QME& Fnethod is shown
to be essentially of the order ohe single PDE solve at the finest FE discretization
level for spatial dimensiod = 2 with linear elements.

The analysis exploits regularity of the parametric solutigth respect to both the
physical variables (the variables in the physical domaial)the parametric variables
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(the parameters corresponding to randomness). As_in [24]ilies of QMC rules
with “POD weights” (“product and order dependent weightahich quantify the
relative importance of subsets of the variables are founoetmatural for proving
convergence rates of QMC errors that are independent ofuithear of parametric
variables. Our POD weights for the multi-level QMC FE algjom are different from
those for the single level algorithm in[24].

Keywords Multi-level - Quasi-Monte Carlo methodslinfinite dimensional
integration- Elliptic partial differential equations with random coefénts. Finite
element methods

Mathematics Subject Classification (200065D30- 65D32- 65N30

1 Introduction

This paper is a sequel to our work [24], where we analyzedréteally the ap-
plication of quasi-Monte Carlo (QMC) methods combined Wittite element (FE)
methods for a scalar, second order elliptic partial diffidied equation (PDE) with
random diffusion. The diffusion is assumed to be given asndiniie series with
random coefficients. As i [24], we consider the model patamelliptic Dirichlet

problem

—O-(axy)Oux,y)) = f(x) in DcRY, uxy)=0 on dD, (1)

for D ¢ RY a bounded domain with a Lipschitz boundat®, whered = 1,2, or

3 is assumed given and fixed (we do not track the dependenamefants ord in
this work). In [1), the gradients are understood to be wipeet to the physical
variablex which belongs tdD, and the parameter vectgr= (y;j);j>1 consists of a
countable number of parametgrsvhich we assume, as in[24], to be i.i.d. uniformly
distributed. Hence, we assume

yel[-3, 3N =U.

The parameteyis thus distributed o) with the uniform probability measuye(dy) =
®j>1dy; = dy. This simple probability model readily lends itself to the@nt by
QMC integration.

The parametric diffusion coefficieaix,y) in (1) is assumed to depend linearly
on the parametesg as follows:

axy) =ax)+ 3y yjgjx), xeD, yeU. )

j>1
They; can arise from either the eigensystem of a covariance apdsste, e.g[[32]),

or other suitable function systemslid(D). As in [24] we impose a number of as-
sumptions ora and; as well as on the domai:

(A1) We havea€ L*(D) andy j~1 || YjllL=(p) < .
(A2) There exisBmax andamin such that 0< amin < a(x,y) < amaxforallx € D and
yeU.
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(A3) There existp € (0,1) such thaty j-1 || ;e p) < .

(A4) With the norm/|Vijy1.epy == max{||V[|L=(p), [|OV]|L=(p) }, we havea € wi>(D)
andy ;> 1 || @jllwiep) < .

(A5) The sequence; is ordered so thalyn || =) > ||zl L=p) > -

(A6) The domairD is a convex and bounded polyhedron with plane faces.

In this paper we impose one additional assumption:
(A7) Forpasin A3), there existg € [p, 1] such thaty ;-1 || H\(/]vlm(D) < ©o,

We now briefly comment on each assumption. Assumptidr) eénsures that the co-
efficienta(x,y) is well-defined for all parameteysc U. Assumption A2) yields the
strong ellipticity needed for the standard FE analysisufgstion A3) is stronger
than the second part of Assumptiokl(). This assumption implies decay of the fluc-
tuation coefficientgl;, with faster decay for smallgr. The value ofp determines the
convergence rate in the previous paper [24]. Assump#dah) uarantees that the FE
solutions converge to the solution &1 (1). Assumptié®) allows the truncation of
the infinite sum in[(R) to, say terms. This assumption is not needed in this paper
when the functiong); satisfy an orthogonality property in relation to the FE sgsc
seed3.3 below. AssumptionA6) only simplifies the FE analysis and can be substan-
tially relaxed. Finally, AssumptionX7) is often stronger than Assumptiors3) and
(A4). The value ofg € [p, 1] as well as that op € (0,1) will determine the QMC
convergence rates to be shown in this paper.

Our aim in this paper is to extend the QMC FE algorithm[of| [2@] the effi-
cient computation of expected values of continuous lineactionals of the solution
of (1) to amulti-levelsetting so that the overall computational cost is substhyti
reduced. Suppose the continuous linear function@ ig4}(D) — R (later we may
impose stronger regularity assumption®ne.g.,G € L?(D)). We are interested in
approximating the integral

IC(W) = [ G(uCy)dy = fim 1s(G(u) ©
where

IS(G(U)) ::/[ 1 1]SG(U('7(yl7'-'ay570707"')))dy1"'dy5-

202

The (single level) strategy if [24] was to (i) truncate thiniite sum in the expansion
of the coefficient tasterms, (ii) approximate the solution of the truncated PD&bpr
lem using a FE method with mesh widthand (iii) approximate the integral using a
QMC method (an equal-weight quadrature rule) Witipoints ins dimensions. The
QMC FE algorithm can therefore be expressed as

N _
Qun(GH) = 3 B(HY").

whereu; denotes the FE solution of the truncated PDE problemyénd..,yN) are
QMC sample points which are judiciously chosen from ¢ftBmensional unit cube
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[—— ] More precisely, the QMC rules considered [in][24] aaadomly shifted
Iattlce rules more details will be given in the next section. It was esshiad in [24]
that the root-mean-square of the erf¢B(u)) — Qsn(G(u)) over all random shifts
is asumof three parts: a truncation error, a QMC error, and a FE efi@mrexample,
in the particular case where Assumpti@8] holds withp = 2/3 andf,G € L?(D), it
was shown that the three additive parts of the error are a@frerd(s1), ¢(N~19),

ando(h?) = O(M,, 2/d) respectively, wher#/,, is the number of FE nodes adds
the spatial dimension. Assuming the availability of a lineamplexity FE solver in
the domairD (e.g., a multigrid method), the overall cost of the (single=l) QMC FE
algorithm is¢’(sN M,). There, as in the present paper, we assume that the functions
; and their (piecewise-constant) gradients are explicitigin, and that integration
of any FE basis functions over a single element in the FE meslvdilable at unit
cost. In effect, we assume that the entries of the FE stiffnestrix can be computed
exactly. The assessment of the impact of quadrature emattsei FE method is a
classical problem, which is well studied and covered ingestich as the monograph
of Ciarlet [4].

The purpose of the present paper is the design and the earsus+cost analysis
of amulti-levelextension of the single level algorithm developedin [24ijeTulti-
level algorithm takes the form

/Z)QS{ N[( (upy, — Uh, 1)) ; (4)

where{s;}/>o is a nondecreasing sequence of truncation dlmens@ndenotes the
FE approximation with mesh widthy of the PDE problem with parametrlc inpl (2)
truncated a$, terms, with the conventlomnnf1 =0, andQs,,n, denotes the (randomly
shifted) QMC quadrature rule witN, points ins, dimensions. (For the practical
form of the quadrature rule, including randomization, $28) (below.) Assuming
again the availability of a linear complexity FE solver iretdomainD, the overall
cost of this multi-level QMC FE algorithm is therefoﬁzkzosg N, Mp, ) operations.
Again we use randomly shifted lattice rules, and we showshat,, andM,, enter
the root-mean-square of the eridG(u)) — Q-(G(u)) over all random shifts in a
combined additive and multiplicative mannélpon choosing, andN, in relation
to h, appropriately at each levé] we arrive at a dramatically reduced overall cost
compared to the single level algorithm.

The general concept of multi-level algorithms was firstadirced by Heinrich
[20] and reinvented by Giles [15,116]. Since then the conteyst been applied in
many areas including high dimensional integration, stetibaifferential equations,
and several types of PDEs with random coefficients. Mostesd¢tworks used multi-
level Monte Carlo (MC) algorithms, while few papers consakmulti-level QMC
algorithms. The multi-level QMC FE algorithril(4) proposettianalyzed here dif-
fers in several core aspects from the abstract multi-lew¢CQ@ramework proposed
in [17/27]. It also differs from the multi-level MC approauathich has recently been
developed for elliptic problems with random input data e general form{1) in[2,
[3/5[3136]. The model considered here, as in [24], is irfidimensional. Previous
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treatments of infinite-dimensional quadrature inclUde2E727] with QMC meth-
ods, [21] with MC methods, an@[30] with Smolyak (or sparsiehgquadrature.

There is an important special case where the functigrsatisfy an orthogonality
property in relation to the FE spaces, ded (28) ahead. Ircdsis there iso dimen-
sion truncation error at any levethat is, withs, chosen in an appropriate way we
haveufé = Uup,. Furthermore, due to the special structure of the exparditine co-

efficienta(x,y), the overall cost is onlyg'(35_o N, M, log(My,)) operations. To have
this orthogonality property we needultiresolutionfunction systems; examples are
given in§3.3. We emphasize that the eigenfunction system of the i@ operator
doesnot have this property.

One of the main findings of the present paper is that the enadyais of the multi-
level QMC FE algorithm requiresmoothness of the parametric solution simultane-
ously with respect to the spatial variabteaxd to the parametric variablg yYAnother
key point is that we require decay of stronger norms of thetdlktion coefficients
Yj, see AssumptionA7). For the multi-level QMC FE algorithm, the convergence
rate will be determined by both the valuesgah (A7) andpin (A3), rather than just
the value ofp as for the single level algorithm ii[24]. As in most modermlyses
of QMC integration in high dimensions, we use parameggr&nown asweights to
describe the relative importance of the subset of the viesahith labels in the finite
subsetu C N. (These weights are to be distinguished from quadraturghi=iin,
e.g., Gaussian quadrature formulas.)In [24] the weight®whosen to minimize a
certain upper bound on the product of therst case erroand the norm in the func-
tion space, yielding a special form of weights called “PODghés”, which stand for
“product and order dependent weights”:

Vu:r\u\l_lyja (5)

JEU

where|u| denotes the cardinality (or the “order”) of the sefThese weights are then
determined by the two sequences:yy= 1, 1,/,I3,... and by, », Vs,.... The
error bound obtained in the present paper is more comptichts the result i [24]
due to the multi-level nature of the algorithm, but we folltve same general prin-
ciple for choosing weights. It turns out that the “optimaléights (in the sense of
minimizing an upper bound on the overall error) for the mldtiel QMC FE algo-
rithm are again POD weightsl(5), but they are different fromPOD weights for the
single level algorithm in[24]. In any case, fast CBC constian algorithms for ran-
domly shifted lattice rules are available for POD weighées ELO] or [23] for recent
surveys, as well a5 [33,22/9)28129,7,12].

The outline of this paper is as follows. 2 we introduce the function spaces
used for the analysis and summarize those results from f2djare needed for this
paper. Ing3 we prove the main results required for the error analysiscaimbine
them to obtain an error bound for the multi-level QMC FE aityon. Finally in §4
we give conclusions.
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2 Problem Formulation and Summary of Relevant Results
2.1 Function Spaces

First we introduce the function spaces frdmli[24] which wél lssed in what follows.
Our variational setting of {1) is based on the Sobolev swaeeH&(D) and its dual
spaceV* = H~1(D), with pivot space.?(D), and with the norm iV given by

VIl = 1[0Vl 2(p) -
We also consider the Hilbert space with additional regtylavith respect tex,
Z':={veV:Ave H (D)}, o0<t<1, (6)

with the norm "
Wiz = (M) + 1AVIE 1)) (7)

where, for-1<r < 2, theH" (D) norm denotes the homogenei/$D)-norm which
is defined in terms of th&?(D) orthonormalized eigenfunctiorgs, € V and the
eigenvalued in the corresponding spectrumof the Dirichlet Laplacian irD by

IMEr o) = 3 ATI(%ea)I?.

AeX

Here, and in the following, we denote y-) the bilinear form corresponding to the
L?(D) innerproduct, extended by continuity to the duality pajr#f (D) x H"(D).
Standard elliptic regularity theory (see, elg.|[14]) y&tde inclusiorz! Hlfjcrt(D),
and for convex domainB and fort = 1 we havez! = H?(D) NH}(D). As already

seen ind1l, we will also make use of the norm
IVlwzeoy = max{[[V]|L=(p), |EV][L=mD)} -

The integrand in[{(3) i5(u(-,y)). To analyze QMC integration for such inte-
grands, we shall need a function space defined with respgcstnce our multi-level
QMC FE algorithm makes use of the FE solutigiof the truncated PDE problem
to s terms, we consider theeightedand unanchoredSobolev space/sy, which
is a Hilbert space containing functions defined over shdimensional unit cube
%, 115, with square integrable mixed first derivatives. More pselyi, the norm for

[~3:3

F =G(u}) € #syis given by
) 1/2
dyu) , (8)

1
IF ey = —
> uCTisy Yo [~3.3)

where{1 :s} is a shorthand notation for the sft, ..., s}, % denotes the mixed
first derivative with respect to the “active” variablgs= (y;) jlgu, and wheregy_,, =
(Yi)je{1s)\u dENotes the “inactive” variables. The “outer” integratinig) is omitted
whenu = 0, while the “inner” integration is omitted when= {1 : s}.

oMlF
/[7% 3o a—yu(yu’yfu)dyfu

)
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Weighted spaces were first introduced by Sloan and WoZzwisikian [34], and
by now there are many variants, see €.gl[[13,35]. As ih [24]have taken the cube
to be centered at the origin (rather than the standard ubi¢ {1]%). Moreover,
we have adopted “general weights”: there is a weight paranygtassociated with
each group of variableg, = (y;)jcu With indices belonging to the set with the
convention thatp = 1. Later we will focus on “POD weights”, seEl (5). As [n]24],
these POD weights arise naturally from our analysis for th& Bpplication.

2.2 Parametric Weak Formulation

As in [24], we consider the followingarameter-dependent weak formulation of the
parametric deterministic probleif): for f € V* andy € U, find

u(y)eVv: byu(,y),v) = (f,v) YWevV, 9)

where the parametric bilinear forby; w,v) is given by
biy;w,v) := / a(x,y) Ow(x) - Ov(x) dx , Ywvev.
JD

It follows from Assumption A2) that the bilinear form is continuous and coercive
onV xV, and we may infer from the Lax-Milgram Lemma the existenca ohique
solution to [9) satisfying the standard apriori estimatardbver, additional regu-
larity of the solution with respect t& can be obtained under additional regularity
assumptions oifi and the coefficienta(-,y).

Theorem 1 ([24, Theorems 3.1 and 4.1]Ynder AssumptionéAl) and (A2), for
every fe V* and everyye U, there exists a unique solutiorg-uy) € V of the para-
metric weak problen@), which satisfies

[[fllv-
u(-, S . 10
Jut-yly < L 10

If, in addition, f € H=*!(D) for some0 <t < 1, and if AssumptioA4) holds, then
there exists a constant € 0 such that for every ¥ U,

uCYllze < ClIfll-1p) (11)

with the norm in Z defined by(Z).

2.3 Dimension Truncation

Next we summarize a result from[24] needed for estimatieglimension truncation
error. Giverse N andy € U, we observe that truncating the sumih (23 &rms is the
same as anchoring or settigg= 0 for j > s. We denote by®(x,y) := u(X, (Y{1.5;0))
the solution of the parametric weak probldrh (9) correspagth the parametric dif-
fusion coefficient[(R) when the sum is truncated aft@rms. As observed in[24], it



8 Frances Y. Kuo et al.

will be convenient for the regularity analysis bf (1) and fioe QMC error analysis to
introduce

Wil (D) .
b = IO >1. 12
: Amin J (12)

Theorem 2 ([24, Theorem 5.1])Under AssumptionfA1) and (A2), for every fe
V*, every Ge V*, everyye U and every s N, the solution &(-,y) = u(, (Yj1;0))
of the truncated parametric weak probldf) satisfies, with pas defined if12),

v+
Juty) -yl < c U 5,

N j2st1
and

) IS (<, Y
(6 -6t < SEIE( 5 o) @3

for some constants € > 0 independent of s, f and G. In addition, if Assump-
tions(A3) and (A5) hold, then

b ( ! ) < bp> e (/p-1) (14)
i <min{ ——,1 - s WP, 14
12;1 : 1/p—-1 &’

2.4 Finite Element Discretization

Let us denote bW} a one-parameter family of subspasgsc V of dimensions
Mp < 0. Under AssumptionA6), we think of the spaceg, as spaces of continuous,
piecewise-linear finite elements on a sequence of regutaplisial meshes?;, in D
obtained from an initial, regular triangulaticfy of D by recursive, uniform bisection
of simplices. Then it is well known (see, e.d.] [4]) that thexists a consta@ > 0
such that, a — 0, with the norm inz! defined by[(¥),

inf [[V—vy|lv < CH |||z forallveZ', 0<t<1.
VhEVh

For anyy € U, we define th@parametric FE approximationy{-,y) as the FE solution
of the parametric deterministic problem: foe V* andy € U, find

Un(-Y) €Vh:  bYun(-Y),vh) = (f,vh)  Wh €Vh.
Below we summarize the results from[24] regarding the FBree remark that,

by considering the error in approximating a bounded lineacfional,& (h?) con-
vergence forf,G € L?(D) follows from an Aubin-Nitsche duality argument.
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Theorem 3 ([24, Theorems 7.1 and 7.2)ynder Assumption@1), (A2), (A4), and
(AB), for every fe V* and everyye U, the FE approximationsyd-,y) are stable in
the sense that
[[f[lv-
un (-, <
[Un(-,¥) v P—
Moreover, for every £ H-1(D) with0 <t < 1, every Ge H- " with0 <t' <1,
and for everyye U, there hold the asymptotic convergence estimates-ash

[u(-y) = un(-Yllv < CHluCY)llz2 < CH [ flly1p) (15)

and
G(U(~,Y)) = G(un(~ )| < Ch[[f[4-1:¢(p) Gl y-14v () » (16)

where0 < T:=t+t’ < 2, and where OC > 0 are independent of h and y

2.5 QMC Approximation

As in [24], in this paper we will focus on a family of QMC ruleaéwn asrandomly
shifted lattice rulesFor an integral over thedimensional unit cubg-3, 115,

WF) = [ FOY.

a realization of aN-point randomly shifted lattice rule takes the form

Qsn(A;F) ZF (frac< > (%,,%)) ,

wherez € Z5 is known as theyenerating vectqrwhich is deterministic, whil@ is
the random shiftto be drawn from the uniform distribution 0, 1]°, and fra¢:)
means to take the fractional part of each component in theovethe subtraction
by the vector(3,...,3) describes the translation from the usual unit c{ly&]s to
[—— ] For the weighted Sobolev spa#& with POD weights, good generating
vectorsz can be constructed, usingcamponent-by-component algorittanthe cost
of 0(sNlogN + ’N) operations, such that the “shift averageddrst case error
achieves a dimension-independent convergence rate da@s@\ ). Moreover, the
implied constant in the big* bound can be independent®finder appropriate con-
ditions on the weightg,. A short summary of these results, together with refergnces
can be found in[[24, Section 2]. More detailed surveys cambad in [10] or [23].
For the purpose of this paper, we only need the following loooim the root-mean-
square error.

Theorem 4 ([24, Theorem 2.1])Let SN € N be given, and assume & %5y for
a particular choice of weighty = (y,,). Then a randomly shifted lattice rule can
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be constructed using a component-by-component algoritiom that the root-mean-
square error satisfies, for all € (1/2,1],

1/(2A)
VEIS(F) — Qan(-F)2) < ( Y [p(A)]“) BNV F e

0#AuC{1l:s}
whereE[-] denotes the expectation with respect to the random shiétwigiuniformly
distributed over0,1]3, ¢(N) = [{1 <z< N-1:gcdzN) = 1}| denotes the Euler
totient function,

20(2A)
A) =

and{(x) = Sg_4 k * denotes the Riemann zeta function.

(17)

For example, wheN is prime,¢ (N) = N— 1 and a rate of convergence arbitrarily
close toc(N~1) comes from taking\ in the theorem close to/2. However, note
thatp(A) — w0 asA — (1/2)+, making the convergence of the sum owenore and
more problematic a& comes closer to /2. For that reason we shall lea¥eas a free
parameter in the subsequent discussion.

3 Multi-level QMC FE Algorithm
3.1 Formulation of the Multi-level QMC FE Algorithm

We are now ready to formulate our multi-level QMC FE algaritfor approximating
the integral[(B). Let

hy=2"'hg for ¢=0,12,....

We suppose that we are given a nested sequgvigé,-o of finite-dimensional sub-
spaces o¥ of increasing dimension,

Mpy < Mp, < -+ < Mp, :=dim(Vh,) <2% o as (oo,

wherea, = b, means there exist, c, > 0 such that;b, < a, < cyby. In the multi-
level method we specify a maximum leugland with each level =0, ..., L of (uni-
form) mesh refinement;,, we associate a randomly shifted lattice r@e n, which
usesN, points ins; dimensions. We assume moreover that the sequisa¢e-o, .|
of active dimensions is nondecreasing, i.e.,

<< <s<s, (18)

which implies that the corresponding sets of active co@tinare nested. To simplify
the ensuing presentation, we write (with slight abuse o&tiorn)

VgEVhé, %E%é, QéEQS[,le |€E|sé, UgEUff[, MgEMhl.

Here byuf,i we mean the FE solution of the truncated problem wijtterms in the
expansion, which is the same @&g(y;15,1;0). For convenience we define ; := 0.
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Each lattice ruleQ, depends on a deterministic generating veetor Z*, but we
shall suppress this dependence in our notation. A readizati the lattice rule, for

a draw of the shiffA, € [0, 1]* applied to a functiofr will be denoted byQ,(A,;F).
The random shiftdy,...,A| are drawn independently from the uniform distribution
on unit cubes of the appropriate dimension. With these iwotsita single realization
of our multi-level QMC FE approximation d{G(u)) is given by

L
Q- (A.;G(u)) = /ZOQe(AeiG(Ue —Up-1)), (19)

whereA, := (Ao, ...,AL) will be referred to as the “compound shift”: it comprises
all's, :== 35,5 components of the random shifis. EquivalentlyA., is drawn from
the uniform distribution ovej0, 1]%.

The randomly shifted version df {JL9) that we use in practied@s use ofn i.i.d.
realizations of the level-shift A,, thus takes the form

L nmy .
Q(GW) = 3 -5 Qa6 v (20)

In the subsequent analysis we work with exact expectatibED, but in the final
section we return td_(20), and there justify choosingto be a fixed number inde-
pendent of.

3.2 Error Analysis of the Multi-level QMC FE Algorithm

Using linearity ofl, I,, Q; andG, we can express the error as
L
1(G(u) - QE(A;G(u) = 1(G(u)) — [Z QA G(ur—up-1)) = Ti+To(4.),
/=0

where
L

Ty =1 (G(U)) — {Z |4(G(U4 — Ug,l)) R (21)
(=0
L

T2(4.,) = (le—Qu(Ar))(G(uy — ur-1))

(=0

where we introduced the operator notat@Q)(F) := Q(A;F). Since a randomly
shifted lattice rule is an unbiased estimator of the origimzgral, it follows that the
mean-square error for our multi-level QMC FE method, ilee, ¢xpectation of the
square error with respect b, € [0, 1]%, simplifies to

E[ll(G(w) — Q¢ (5 G(w)] = T +E[TF], (22)
where the cross term vanishes dué{d,] = 0, and we have

L

E[TS] = /;EH('@ — Qu()(G(ur —up—1))|?] (23)
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where the expectation inside the sum over inélexwith respect to the random shift
A e [0, 1]5’.

First we estimatél; given by [21). Sinces, — u,_; only depends on the first
sy dimensions, we can repla¢cgG(u; — uy_1)) by I(G(u, — uy_1)), and hence the
expression(21) simplifies to

To = 1(G(u—u)) = 1(G(u—un)) +1(G(un_—uy)) -

Hereu, — uSL is the error that we incur in the FE approximation by omittinghe
coefficient expansmvﬂZ) all terms with indicgs- 5. As we will show in Theorel5
below,this dimension truncation error vanishes for certain typégmultiresolutior)
coefficient expansio®). To allow for this, we introduce a paramet&r < {0,1},
with 6. = 1 in general and_ = 0 indicating that there is no truncation error, and
arrive at the estimate

Tl < ;UUDIG(U(W) —Un (- ¥))| + 6L [H(G(un, — uRy))|

fllv- |G 2
< O [0 161y 1oy + BEIEIEN (5 ) g
in j=s+1
where for the first term we applied (16) from Theofgm 3, andHersecond term we
used [(IB) from Theorefd 2 but adapted to the FE solutiprinstead ofu.
Next we estimat&[T7] given by [28). We have from Theordrh 4 that

L 1/A

E[Tf] < Ao(A) N~ |G(u — 25

“]‘%(mgm}mp( )] ) [ (N)] YA 1G(uy, —up, 21l , - (25)
To estimate each term iR (P5) fée~ 0, we write

IG(UE — 0y < G — U ey + G — Uy, . (26)

In §3:4 ahead, we bound the two terms[inl(26) separately, and¢tiem to complete
the error analysis if§3.5. Note that the second term [n{26) vanishes if s,_;. It
also vanishes in the special case when, fof @l1 and an appropriately chosen in-
creasing sequencg, we haveus‘ b= uf([ , = Un, ;. This can happen when there is a
special orthogonality property between the functignsn the representatiofil(2) and

the FE spaceg,. We discuss this very important special case in the nextsitios.

3.3 A Special Case with an Orthogonality Property

In this subsection we suppose that the sequefchas properties usually associ-
ated with a multiresolution analysis bf(D), as shown in the Haar wavelet example
below. For this purpose it is useful to relabel the basis st avdouble index, as

{gj:i>1} = {gg:n>0,me J}, (27)
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where the first index indicates the (multiresolution) level, and the second xnde
m € J, indicates the location of a levelbasis function withirD, with J, denoting
the set of all location indices at level We suppose that all basis functiog§, at
leveln are piecewise polynomial functions on the triangulatiinand have isotropic
support whose diameter is of exact ortigrimplying |J,| = 29",

Definition 1 LetS°(D,.7) andS'(D,.7) be the subspaces defined by

S(D,7) :={ve?(D) : vlx e P°(K) forallK € 7},
SY(D,.7) := {ve H}(D) : vk e PX(K) forallK € .7},

whereP' (K) denotes the space of polynomials of degree less than or aguan
the elemenK. We say that the s€t }n>0meJ, has thek-orthogonality propertyfor
k € {1,2}, with respect to the triangulatiods?; : ¢ > 0} if for all £ > 0 we have

/ W X)zZX)dx =0 foralln>/+k, med, andz € (D, %), (28)
JD

andyf € S“YD, F k1) foralln < £+ k—1,me J,, and dianfsupg ¢sf)) = hn.

A necessary condition fof (28) to hold is that the functigfisfor n > k have the
vanishing mean propertyhat is

/ Yh(x)dx =0 foralln>kandallme J,.
D

Example 1 (Haar Wavelet$ye describe here the simplest case, of Haar wavelets for
a one-dimensional domaid = [0, a], with a some positive integer greater than or
equal to 2. In the Haar wavelet case we may takenferQ,...,a—1,

1 forxe[mm+1),
W) = mmey
0 otherwise

and forn> 1,
Yh(x) :==dl w(2"x—2m), m=0,...,2" la—1,

whered]), is a sequence of nonnegative scaling parametgps), is 1 forx € [0,1),
—1 for x € [1,2), and 0 otherwise. The familyyy,} forms an orthogonal basis of
L2([0,a]) if d7, > 0. We remark that the choia#, = 2("~/2 which is well-known to
imply orthonormality of theyf}, in L2([0,a]) is inconsistent withA1), and is therefore
excluded.

For the finite element spadg we take the piecewise-linear functions vanishing
at 0 anda. This space is spanned by the hat functions centered2at.1,a — 1.
The space¥, are then the piecewise-linear functions[0rg] vanishing at 0 and,
spanned by the hat functions centered at multiples 8f Zorrespondingly,7; is
the mesh consisting of the multiples of2 and the elements, are the intervals of
length 2°¢ between the mesh points.
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With this definition of.7;, the multiresolution sequenéy,} has thek-orthogonality
property with respect to7; with k = 1, for all ¢ > 0. For example, fo = 0 and
n=1,m= 0 we have, withgy € $°([0,a], %) andc := 20| g 1],

/t,uo dx_c/wo dx_cdé/l,uZX =0.

Haar wavelets do not satisfy Assumptid&d), since for A4) to hold the basis func-
tions Y, need to be Lipschitz continuous. A piecewise-linkarthogonal basis set
with k = 2 in dimensiord = 1 is constructed, for example, inl[8]. For detailed con-
structions ok-orthogonality basis sets with= 2 andd > 1, see([&,26]; for the case
k=1 andd > 1 seel[2, Section 5].

In the following theorem, we show that therenig truncation error at any level
for our multi-level algorithm undek-orthogonality if the dimension for truncatien
is chosen appropriately at each level. This result is istcally linked to the linear
structure in[(R). To achieve this, we employ a one-to-onepimapof the indices
between the functiongj and ¢, in (21): instead of ordering the functions as in
Assumption A5), we indexj according to a level-wise grouping so that the functions
{2} mes, come before the functiof@y,} mey, , followed by the function$ @2 }mey,
and so on. Correspondingly, we employ the same index majgtvgeery; andy,
for the components of.

Theorem 5 Let{y: n>0,me J,} be a multiresolution basis set for the domain D,
with |Jn| =< 29", which has the k-orthogonality property withek{ 1, 2} with respect to
the triangulations.7; : ¢ > 0}. Let{y; : j > 1} = {ym: n>0,me J,} denote the cor-
responding parameters under the level-wise relabel@ig) so that the parametric
coefficient in(2) can be represented in the form

axy) = Om;n YmWm(X)

Let
l+k—1

= ; |Jn] - (29)

Then g < 24 < My, and for all# > 0 we have
Un, = Up, - (30)

As/ — oo, the number of nonzero entries in the Finite Element sg8meatrix for the
parametric coefficient@,y) at meshlevet > 0 for any giveryyc U is 0(M,). We
assume that each of the nonzero entries can be computédag(Mp, )) operations,
leading to a total cost of’(M, log(Mp, )) operations.

Proof There holdsV, € S(D, ;)9 for all ¢ > 0. Thus, for all¢ > 0 and for ev-
ery v,,w; € V;, we havelw, - v, € S°(D,.7). The k-orthogonality property((28)
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therefore implies for alt > 0 and for allv,,w; €V,

b(y; we, Vi) =/< Z > Ym¥m(X) )DW/J-DVNX

=0me ./

€+k 1
f/ ( z yg]wg(x)> Ow, - v dx (31)

: me . %n
= b(y{l:sé};wéavf) :

The assertior (30) then follows from the uniqueness of thedt&tions.

To show the assertion on the cost, for giyeme denote b’ (y) theM, x M; stiff-
ness matrix of the parametric bilinear fobty; -, -), restricted to/, x V;, whereV, =
spa{¢g : 1 <i< M}, with ¢ denoting the nodal hat basis functions{D, .7 ).
By k-orthogonality of thapf}, we havel[(3ll), and for each<li,i’ <M, =dim(V;) =
0(29) there holds

B = bY(ss)i - 0) = [ (Poicaaxy)Ogf O, (32)

whereP,, _ja(x,y) denotes the truncated expression d¢x,y) appearing in[(31).
The matrixB’ (y) is sparse: it has, due to the local support of the hat funstprand

due to the construction of the sequedc® },~o of meshes, at mogt(M,) nonvan-
ishing entries[(32).

Now consider the cost for thexact evaluationf any matrix entry(Bf(y));i: # 0.
Given/, i, ', and for a givem < ¢+ k — 1, it follows from the assumption on the
support ofy} that there are only?(1) many functionsp}, such that/, wi(x) Ogf -
O} dx # 0. Thus the cost for evaluatin®’(y))is # 0 is 0 (£ + k— 1), which yields
that the total cost for evaluating the sparse matrig{, ¢) = &' (M, log(M,)) oper-
ations. O

3.4 Key Results

In the error analysis of the (single level) QMC FE method, wialklished in[[24]
regularity results for the parametric solutions. In thespreg multi-level QMC FE er-
ror analysis, we first establish stronger regularity of tBé&Rolution simultaneously
with respect to botlx andy. The result shown is actually more general than required
in this paper: our result covers partial derivatives of #by order. To state the result,
we introduce further notation: far = (vj);>1 € N, whereNo = NU {0}, we define
V| :=vi+Vva+---, and we refer tw as a “multi-index” andv| as the “length” ov.
By

F={veN] : |v|<w}
we denote the (countable) set of all “finitely supported” tiamdices (i.e., sequences
of nonnegative integers for which only finitely many entgge nonzero). Fov € §
we denote the partial derivative of ordee § of u with respect tgy by

oVl
———Uu

V1 gV2

ayl dYZ

\ -
0y u:=
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Theorem 6 Under AssumptionfAl) and (A2), for every fe V*, everyye U and
everyv € §, the solution ¢-,y) of the parametric weak proble(@) satisfies

. f v+
aul-yll, < v|! |‘| b.VJ> ¥l 33
|| yU( ,Y)Hv — |V| <J2 i amin 3 ( )

where f is as defined if12). If, in addition, f€ H-1*(D) for some0 <t < 1, and
if Assumptior{A4) holds, then for every < (0, 1] there holds

Il < i (187 ) 18l w0 (34)
>
where _
bj := bj + k C (|0l =p) + BllYjll=(p)) - j>1, (35)
and the constants B and @re, for0 <t < 1, defined by
1 [Wll-1+p
Bi= — sup|la(-2)|=p) <®, G = sup — o — (36)
@min zeU wer2o) Wiz

In (34) we have G< Ck 1 with C > 0 independent of.

Proof Assertion[(3B) was proved ifl[6, Theorem 4.3]. The prooféheas based on
the observation that, for everye V,y € U andv € § with |v| £ 0, (@) implies the
recurrence

(@ty)0@yut.y). ov)+ 5 v (%D(ﬁyv*eju(-,w), DV) =0, (37)
jesupfv)
whereej € § denotes the multiindex with entry 1 in positigrand zeros elsewhere,
and where supw) := {j € N : vj # 0} denotes the “support” af. Takingv(x) =
dyu(x,y) €V in (37) leads to

lyuC-ylv < 5 vibill TuCy)lv (38)
jesuppv)

from which [33) follows by induction.

Assertion [[3#) was proved inl[6, Theorem 8.2] for the dasel. For complete-
ness we provide a proof for genetdiere. We proceed once more by induction. The
case|v| = 0 is precisely[(Il1) and is already proved[inl[24, Theorem. &4 ]obtain
the bounds fofv| # 0, we observe that, trivially, for evew < § and for every € U,
the functiongyu(-,y) is the solution of the Dirichlet problem

-0 (a(,y)l](d))’u(,y))) = _gv(HY) in D, d;u('7Y)|(?D :07 (39)
with

gV('vY) =0 (a(,y)D(d))’u(,y))) = Da('vY) ’ D(dyyu(vyn +a(ay)A(d;u(ay)) :
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Here, we used the identity

O (a(x)Ow(x)) = a(x) Aw(x) + Oa (x) - Ow(x) , (40)

which is valid fora € W3*(D) and for anyw € V such thatAw € L?(D).

The assertior (34) will follow fron{{11), which implies fdné solution of prob-
lem (39) the bound

Iy u(-y)llzz < Cllgv(-¥)lg-141(p) - (41)

It remains to establish bounds fidgy (-,y)|[4-1+t(p)- We recast[(37) in strong form
and obtain from[(39), for every< U and for every € H-!(D),

|(gV('ay)7V)| = |(D (a(ay)lj(a)yu(ay))) 7V)‘

= Vi (D‘-/-’j 0@y u(-y)) +WJA(5;7e"U(-,Y))7V)
jesupv)

< Y vl 0@ ) 0G| Mo
jesuppv)

Dividing by [|[[41-1(py and taking the supremum over alE HY(D) yields

lov( Wy < 5 v (|DL/-’J||L°°(D) |o@ i)

jesupgv) H-1t(D)

Wil 18 TuCY)-r10)) - (42)

To bound the second term on the right-hand side_df (42), wee\{BB) withv —e;
in place ofv, for everyy € U, in the form

—a(-Y)AQ Tu(y) = Oaty)- 0@ “uty) ~gve(y).  (43)
using again[{40). This implies, for eveyyc U, the estimate

e 1
18( S UCY) l-st0y < ——[IRHS of [ 110
Amin

IN

1 o
» [(supma(-,z)m(o)) 108Uy r10) + 16w (Y l-1:40)

zcU
erj 1
<BGIld "uCY)lv+—I9v—e:Y)llH-1tp) »
Amin
whereB andC; are as in[(36). We insert this bound infgl(42) to obtain

I (Wl < 5 V5 [C (10w + BIG o) 14 uCY)lv
jesuprv)

+5; 19v-e; (Y lu-210) | (44)
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This recursive estimate fdfgy(-,Y)|y-1:t(p) has structure which is similar to the

bound [(38) forl|dyu(-,y)|lv. We therefore multiply[(44) by > 0 and add it to[(38)
to obtain

1y Y)llv -+ KlIGy (Y20
<Y iy [18 Uy kg e () o)

jesupgv)
+ Y VikG ([10Wlle) + Bl @ill=m) 18 ()l
jESUPHV)
< ) vib; {Hay u('vY)HV+K”gV*ej(VY)HH*lH(D)}a (45)
jesuppv)

whereby; is as in [35). By Assumption¥4), we havey ;- bj < o for any choice of
K > 0 and for anyB.

To establish(34) it remains to observe that the estirhialeh@sthe same structure
as [38), with the sequend@; } in place of{b;}. For |v| = 0, we find using[(0) of
Theorent ]l andg = —f that

UG Y)llv + & iGolly-111(p) < am—l\fllv*+K||f|\H (D) -

The same induction argument used to estahfish (33) aplittbtrecursive estimate
(43) implies for allv € F, for everyy € U and for every € (0, 1]

Ko (W llh-11p) < [y UCY) v +K[[9v (Y [4-14p)

YA
< |v|! 5‘-") (—+K> [ ,
< W (1) (g ) Vil

whereG = SURwer-1+(p) (IWll-1(p) /W[ -14t(p)) < . Now (34) follows from

@d). O

To bound the first term i {26) we need Theoifédm 7 below. We shake use of
the following lemma which can be proved by induction. We Usedonvention that
an empty productis 1.

Lemma 1 Given non-negative numbe(g;)jcn, let (Ay)ycn and (By )y be non-
negative real numbers satisfying the inequality

Av < Y Beho\ky + By foranyo € N (includingo = 0).

keo

Then we have

A, < mzvlml! (,—DUBJ) Bo\w -
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Theorem 7 Under Assumption@1), (A2), (A4), and(A6), for every fc H=1+(D)
with0<t <1, every Ge H —14t (D)with0<t' <1, everyk € (0,1],and every € N,
we have

1G(U® — uR) [l 7z,

[<|u|+3>!12n,-eu6%>”2
Yuu ’

< Ch amax | Flly-21(p) Gl 2. ( >
uC{l:s}
where0 < 17 :=t+t' <2, b_J is defined in(35), and where the constant € 0 is
independent of s.

Proof Letge H~1" (D) denote the representer@fc H- (D). Here, for 0< t’ <
1, we haveH (D) = (Hg’t/(D))* with duality taken with respect to the “pivot”
spaceL2(D) ~ (L%(D))*, and withHZ ! (D) := (H(D),L(D));_v defined by in-
terpolation. Then, witl{-,-) denoting theH*l*t/(D) X Hg’t'(D) duality pairing, we
have thaG(w) = (g,w) for we H} (D).
For ally € U, we then define®(-,y) € V andvi(-,y) € Vi, by
by w\I(y)) = (gw)  YweV,
b(y: wh, Va(Y)) = (Q.Wh) YW € Vi,

so thatvd and v are the exact and FE solutionsfifis replaced byg. Takingw =
u(-,y) — un(-,y), we have

G(U(,Y) —Uh(',Y)) = (gau 7Y) _uh('7Y))

where we used Galerkin orthogonaliigy; u(-,y) — un(-,y),V2(-,y)) = 0.
Using the definitions of the bilinear forby; -,-) and the nornj - ||, we obtain

IG(U® = uR) [l 7,

_ 1 /
ug%_;s} yu E [7%!%““‘

where we define for ajf € U

2

1/2
dyu> , (46)

/[, Fu(YuiY_u;0) 0y,

11
3.3)571v

- gl
) = [ 5 (89 Sl u)xy)- O B ) .

For the remainder of this proof, we will use the short-hanthtiond,, for the mixed
first partial derivatives with respect to the variabjggor j € u. From the definition
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of a(x,y) we see that
ruly) = [ aley)au (Du—unxy) D - ) (xy) ) o
3 [ 009 (0t () T08 - ) xy)) o
_ /D axy) 3 000U h)y) - D00 (¥~ ) ()X

£3 [0 Y 000 u)y) - D oV~ )y i,
Keu”/D v {k}

where in both terms we used the product @|€AB) = 5, (3vA)(d,\,B). Thus

Iru(y)| < amax Z 100 (U= un) (V) lIv 18,6 (V@ = VD) (-,¥) [Iv (47)
vCu
+ > lkll=(o) 1100 (U= Un) (-, ¥) IV 190 k0 (V= Vi) (W) IV -
& Tk}

To continue, we need to obtain an estimatefidy(u—up)(-,y)|lv. Let.s :V -V
denote the identity operator, and fpre U let &, = 2, (y) : V — V,;, denote the
parametric FE projection defined by

by, Znw,zn) =b(y;w.z0)  YWEV, 2 € V. (48)
Then we havel, = %hu € W, andd,un € Vi, and hencé.y — &%,)d,un, = 0. Thus

[0 (U—un)(-,Y)lIlv = ([P (U—tn)(-,Y) + (F — Ph)duu(-,Y) v
<N P (U—n) (Y + [(F = Ph)dpu(-Y)llv - (49)

Recall that Galerkin orthogonality givésy; u(-,Y) — un(-,Y),z,) = O for all z, € ..
Upon differentiating with respect §g,, we obtain for allz, € \j, that

./[; a(x,y) 0(d (u— Un)(x,y)) - Ozn(x) dx

=2 /D (%) D0y iy (U — Un) (%,Y) - Dzn(x) cx . (50)

keo
Using again the definitior (48) of?,, we may replac@,(u— up) on the left-hand
side of [B0) by#,0, (u— uy). Takingz, = 2,0, (U— up)(-,y), we then obtain
amin || Zn@s (u—un) (-,Y)|I5
< > Idieeo) 190\ i (U= Un) (W) IV [| P8 (U —tn) ()

keo

‘Va

which in turn yields

[P0 (U—Un) (- Y) v < 5 bicl[Fg g1 (U—tn) (- Y) v - (51)

keo
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Substituting[(5l1) intd{49) gives

[0o(U=tn)(-Y)lv < 3 bl gip (U= Un) (W) lIv + [[(F = Zh)Bou(-Y) v

keo

from which we conclude using Lemrha 1 that

Jouu=w)-Wly < 3 ol (] 0) 165~ 0 mul-Ylv -
wCo ket
Next we use the FE estimate that foryadt U andw € V we havd| (.7 — Z,(y))w|lv <
Ch ||w||z (in particular, this implied(d5) in Theordm 3). This yields

195 = w3l < CH S ol ([] 0] 1nimu-Y)lz

ket
< CH [y 20) 3 Il ( M bk> wvor (7 )
Lo jev\ro
< CH [ fly 10 ol + 1)t []B; (52)
jev

where the second inequality follows from134) in Theofdmré] &he final step fol-
lows fromby < by and the identityy ,, [ro|! [o\ 0! = (Jv| 4 1)!. ThroughoutC > 0
denotes a generic constant.

Similarly, with f replaced byg, u replaced byw?, u, replaced by\/ﬁ, t replaced
byt’, andv replaced by \ v, we obtain

1000 (B =V < CH gl e (u\ ol + )t [ bj. (53)

jeu\o

Using (52) and[(33) and the identify, (o] +1)! (ju\ v|+1)! = (ju|+3)!/6, we
obtain from [47)

)| < CH* amax| flly-2¢(p) 91l 100 o) (14l +3)! [ by
Jeu
+CH 20 9l 100y 3 I1Wkllmo) E(1u+2)0 ] by
keu jeu\{k}
< CH amax| flly-2(p) [|Gllyy 10 ) ([l +3)! b

jeu

where we used the estimatqkaLm(D) = aminbk < amaxb_k. Substituting this estimate
into (48) completes the proof. O

As we remarked earlier, K-orthogonality[[2B) does not hold andsif> s,_4, the
second term il (26) is generally nonzero. We estimate itérfolowing result.
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Theorem 8 Under Assumption§Al) and (A2), for every fe V*, every Ge V*,
every h> 0, and every > 1,

S
IG(u —tp )l

S/ 2 2M. 2
< Ifllv- IIGliv- (% Z[ b,-) 5 [(|u|+l)i/]u Mjeu by

@min j=s—1+1 uC{ls,_q1}

212
N (1! My J] s

uC{ls} Y
un{s;_q+1:5}#0

where § is defined in(12). In addition, if $_1 # sy, and Assumption@3) and (A5)

hold, and the weightg, are such that

[(Ju] +)!? [Tjeu b?
Yu

21, 12
[(|u|)'] I_ljeubj S Cszzf Z (55)
uC{ls}

uC{ls} Y
un{s,_1+1:5}#0

for somea > 0 and integer n> 1, then

IG(uy —up~ H///s,y

[+ N2 Miegb?) 72
|f||V*||G||V*Sin;|n(l/pl,a)( ; [(|| )] |-|J€ ]) . (56)
St}

Yu

Both Qé > 0 are generic constants which are independentafred 1.

Proof As in the proof of Theorerfl 7, we will use the short-hand notadl, for the
m|xed first part|al derivatives with respect to the varialylefor j € u. Foranyy e U,
ur () andu !(.,y) are the solutions of the variational problems:

( SI('?Y)DUS[( 7Y)7D2h) = (fazh) vZh EVh, (57)
@1(y)0ut(y),0z) = (f,z0)  VzheW. (58)

To estimatg|G(uy — up?)

10u(G(Uy — Uy )W) < [IGlv- (18 (U — Uy ) (Y) v
Ifun{s,_1+1:5}+#0, then it follows from[(3B) of Theorefd 6 that

)|l%s,,» we make use of the inequality

044~ w9l = o eyl < i ([0y) B (s

jeu

On the other hand, ift C {1:s, 3} then we subtracf(%8) froni (b7) to obtain the
equation(a (-,y)0uy (-,y) —a%-1(-,y)Ouy*(-,y), Oz,) = O for all z, € Vi, or equiv-
alently,
(aS[('ay)D( ( ay) S[ 1( ,y)),DZh)
_((aSé('ay)_as{ l('ay))Duf\éil('ay)aDzh) vzh E\/h-
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Upon differentiating with respect 4, foru C {1:s,_1}, we obtain
85 00y) D0 (U = U ) xy) - Ozn(x) i
D

= 72/44( D@u\{k}( *Uh H(%,y) - Ozn(x) dx

keu

/D< Z[ "’J("M)D%Uff1(x,y)~Dzh(x)dx_

j=s-1+1

Takingz, = du(usf — uSH)(~,y), we get using similar steps to those for obtain[ng (51),
|0 (Uh *Uh HEY v
1 2 .
szmmwwwwh<wm+g S m)%ﬁ%wm.
keu

j=sp_1+1

It then follows from Lemma&ll that

1
o ey < (53 )Zm(nm)mwﬁlww
Jszﬁl

J€v

: (%jsf,52[1+1 )nZ |n||(gbj)|u U“( b; ”fHV*
< (% Sz[ ) | + 1)! (ﬂb)'ﬂ:, (60)

j=sp_1+1 Jeu

where we used agaif (33) of Theorem 6 and the ideRtjty,, |o|! [u\ o|! = (Ju[+ 1)L
Combining [59) and{80), we conclude that

St 5[1
|G = Uy )15,

13 [[fllv-
< > [||G||V* (— > ) lu]+1)! (Hb,) ]
uC{lis;_ 1} Yu 2]15[,1+1 Jeu @min

||f|v*}
+ G ! bj ,
> v {II (v Juf! <|| > :

uC{ls} jeu
un{s;_1+1s}#0

which yields the estimaté(b4). The estimatd (56) then ¥adldirectly from [I#) and
the condition[(Bb). O
3.5 Error Analysis of the Multi-level QMC FE Algorithm (Cdntied)

We are now ready to estimate the two termg$1d (26)fgr0. To bound the first term,
we use the triangle inequality

16Uy, — Ui,y < IGU™ = ui)lls, y + IGU™ = Uy )l
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and then apply Theorel 7 to both terms on the right-hand #ideorthogonality
(28) does not hold and & # s,_1, we assumd(55) holds and bound the second term
in (28) using[[(5b) of Theorefd 8. For tiie= 0 term in [25), we use the estimate

IG(UR) 174,
5 12
)

T ’
V*
uc;so} Yu J[-1, 4] 11501l ay,

1/2
< Iflv-[IGlv- (|u|!)2 Micu b} 7
- @min ugg&)} Y

which follows from an adaptation of (B3) from Theor€in 6. Camiig these esti-
mates with[(2R) [(24)[{25)_(26), arld {14), we obtain

E[|I(G(u) — (- G(w)?]

~2(1/p-1 2
§C< (1 ll-20t0) 1Bl -1000) + LS 2P e G-

luly 0

d

\%

", (urY-ui0))

1/A S
+< VJ[MM]“) [®(No)] ™/ || £13. 1|63 ;M

04uT1s0} wcfty W

1/A
A N, - 1/A
3 (MUCIS[} p(A) ) [B(N)]

2o b2\ 2
Tt 1l 161 o (] + 31 e F
Fallfl o Gy s || 3 i
uC{ls/}

[+ M2 e b2 7412
0 TP g (e ) ),
ucC lZS[} VU

where we introduced the parametéys; € {0,1} for each level, analogously to (24),
to handle the case whekeorthogonality[[Z8) holds or when = s,_;.

These together with some further estimations lead to tHewioig simplified
mean-square error bound.

Theorem 9 Under AssumptiongA1)—A6) and the condition(c3) with n= 3, for

every fe H-14(D) with 0 <t < 1 and every Ge H- 1 (D) with 0 < t' < 1, the
mean-square error of the multi-level QMC FE algorithm dedibg (I9) can be esti-
mated as follows

E[[1(G(u)) = Q=(G(u)] < COyM) IfIf-ri1p) IGIIF 110 g

(D)
( +9LSL 2(1/p— 1) +/z (Ny)] 1/)\ (hZ L6 1sznl1|n l/pl,a))Z] (61




Multi-level QMC FE Methods for Elliptic PDEs with Random (teients 25

where

[<|u|+3>!12njeub?>7 )

1/A
Dy(A) = Al (/U]“) <
’ <u§m g \u%m Vu

with0O<Tt:=t+t' <2 h1:=1s7:=1,0_1:=0, p(A) as in (@), andb; as

in (35). In general we havé, = 1 forall £ =0,...,L. If s, = 5,_; for some/ > 1
then6,_, = 0. When k-orthogonalit{8) holds we havé), = O for all / =0, ...,L.
AssumptiongA3) and (A5) and the condition(53) are not required wher§, = 0

for all £. The expectatiofii[-] is with respect to the random compound shift which is
drawn from the uniform distribution ové®, 1| . The error bound&1) is meaningful
only if Dy(A) is finite.

3.6 Choosing the Parameterand the Weights,

Following [24], we now choose the weighyg to minimizeDy(A). We also specify
the value ofA to get the best convergence rate possible. Note that ouigytzahave
A as small as possible, since a smaller valud ofields a better convergence rate
with respect to the number of QMC points.

In the following theorem, the assumptidn{63) is implied bgsAmption A7).

Theorem 10 With b_J defined as irf{38) for fixedk € (0, 1], suppose that

ZB? <o  forsome 0<q<1, (63)
s

and when g= 1 assume additionally that

Z lﬁ_)j < 6. (64)
=1
For a givenA € (1/2,1], the choice of weights
— 2/(1+A)
(|lu[+3)! bj
Vo = Yu(A) == (65)
o s 1 7em

minimizes [)(A) given in(G3), if Dy-(A) < . Moreover, the choice of given by

%6 forsome 0 € (0,1/2) whenge (0,2/3],
when ge (2/3,1), (66)

N
Qo

2—q
1 wheng=1,

together withy, = y;(Aq), ensures that [ (Aq) < o, and thus justifies the error

bound(&7).
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Proof This proof follows closely the proof of [24, Theorem 6.4]. &p from the
simple replacement d; by b; and of p by g, the main difference is that we now
have to handle a sum containing the factaf + 3)! instead ofju|!. For this we make
use of [24, Lemma 6.3] with = 3 instead oh = 0.

Using [24, Lemma 6.2], we see tHaj(A ) is minimized by choosing, as in [65)
for |u] < oo, provided thatDy(A) < . We add that an overall rescaling of weights
does not affect the minimization argument. Our choice ofisgdere is consistent
with the convention thayp := 1.

In the course of our derivation below we eventually choosevllue ofA de-
pending on the value af, but until themA andq will be independent. For the weights
given by [65), we have

2 n2
[(|u|+3)!] njeubj :62/(1+A)A

S MR =6 A 5 .
[u[<oo [u|<oo y*{l
and thuDy: (A) = AY* ", where
1/(1+7)
A= 3 [(ul+302 N (B0))

Ju|<oco Jeu

ForA €(1/2,1), we have 2 /(1+A) < 1 and we further estimat, as follows:

we multiply and divide each term in the expressmnrtp;éu a2 /) , with aj >0
to be specified later, and then apply Holder’'s mequahtﬁwmonjugate exponents
(1+A)/(2A)and(14+A)/(1—A), to obtain

S p(a)\ VY
A=Y [(lu+3) 2/ m o ( )
\u% I_l Jeu UZA

jeu

21 /(1+7) 62 p(n)\ Y/ (1-2)/QA+2)
(2eona) Z”(JH
[u]<oo Jeu [u[Ze jeu (JJ-
6( L )4 2/\/(1+/\)exp 1_/\ b ( )z,\/(lA)
1—21'210]' 1+/\ =1

which holds and®, is finite, see[[24, Lemma 6.3], provided that

IN

IN

b\ 2/(-2)
Saj<1 and Z(‘) <o, (67)

j>1 =1 aj

We now choose

for some parameterw > Z\bﬁ1 .
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Then the first sum |r1337) is less than 1 due to the assumpilgn Kbting that[[6B)

implies thatzj>1b < o for all ¢ > g, we conclude that the second sum[inl(67)
converges for

2) — }\>i

—q) > < — .
1-9=za <= 435 e

1-A
SinceA must be strictly betweery®2 and 1, whem € (0,2/3] we choosélq=1/(2—
20) for somed € (0,1/2), and wherg € (2/3,1) we setAq = q/(2—q).

For the casey = 1 we takeAq = 1, and we use(1) = 1/6. Then using[[24,
Lemma 6.3] and the assumptigni64) we obtain

4
1
AL = ul+3)! .
P IR N < (1—zjzl<bj/%>>

This completes the proof. O

In the following theorem we verify that with a slightly moditi choice of weights
the condition[(5b), which is required in Theor€in 9, is indeatisfied. The assump-
tions in the theorem are consistent with Assumptidk®)( (A5), and A7), however,
the requirement that be strictly smaller thaq is new, and is essential for obtaining
the decay we need.

Theorem 11 With bj and 5,— defined as ir{12) and (35) for fixedk € (0, 1], suppose
that the sequencfb; } is non-increasing and

bP <o  and bq<oo forsome 0<p<qg<1.

Define a new sequengg; } by
Bj == max(b;,bf’?) . (68)

Then, Theorenid 9 and]10 hadortiori if b_J is replaced byBj. Moreover, the choice
of weights(68) with 3; instead ob; satisfies the conditio&5) with n= 3 and

1
a——p——- (69)

However, the constant C in TheorEin 9 has now a dependente on
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Proof Note thathzlﬁjq < 0. Substituting[(6b), with_)j replaced byg;, into the left-
hand side of[(35), we obtain

([ul)?Mjeubf (Jul)? e bf
wclisy W By BT 3 M B A/RONPE
un{s;_1+1:5}#0 un{s,_1+1:5,}#40
- % 5 (Jul)? Mjeu bf
k=s_1+1keuC{lis} [%(|u| +3)! Mjeu (B /W)]Z/(l+)\)
. b [0l + 1)1 M0 bF

k
k:sgfrlng{l:zsé}\{k} [Be/v/P(A)IZ/ 42 [ ([o] + 1+ 3)! [Mjew (Bi A/P(A))]2/142)

2 2
< [p(A)]Y/(E+Y) SZ’ b2 2P//(+4) [(o]+3)"1°Mjeo b3 |
k=sp-1+1 ng%:s/} Yo

where in the last step we allowedto also include the indek, and useq3 > blf/q
and(|o| 4+ 14 3)! > (Jvo|+3)! in the denominator, anfv| + 1)! < (|u] 4+ 3)! in the
numerator.

To complete the proof, we estimate the tail sSf.s, ;41 bfz(p/q)/(l“) using
(@3), but withb; replaced b)bjzfz(p/qv(l“) andp replaced byp/[2—2(p/q)/(1+
A)]. This is valid because

2-2(p/q)/(1+A) _ 2 2 2 2

> - =———+41>1,
p p q1+a9/(2-q) p q

where we used > q/(2—q). The exponent o§, 1 in (53) becomes-(2/p—2/q),
proving that [(5b) holds witte = 1/p— 1/q, but with a constant in front that now
depends o . O

3.7 Summary of Overall Cost Versus Error

Recall that
hy <2 and My =< h9=29 for ¢=0,...,L. (70)

Based on the mean square error bolindl (61), we now speafydN, for each level.
We consider two scenarios depending on whether oktwothogonality[[28) holds.

For our cost model we assume the availability of a linear derity FE solver.
We assume that in general the cost for assembling the st#ffneatrix at level is
O(stMp,), and is0' (M, log(Mp, )) if k-orthogonality[(2B) holds (see the second part
of Theorenib). Moreover, we assume that the functippare explicitly known, and
that integration of any basis functions in the FE methodrgiainyy; is available at
unit cost. Thus

L —d N ;
cost— & /ZNsz K= h{ log(h,©) |fkorthogonallty|IZB) holds
h d
“ S otherwise
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Clearly, changing the cost model may change the definitiddy ofSome cost models
in the literature do not includs, as part ofK,.) Note that our cost model does not
include the pre-computation cost for the CBC constructfaaondomly shifted lattice
rules, which require®’ (s, N, logN; + s% N¢) operations on level.

Scenario 1In the special case whekeorthogonality[2B) holds, the values sfare
given by [29), and we hav@ = 0 for all # in the error bound{81), giving the mean
square error bound (denoted in this subsection by &fooisimplicity)

errof = 0 <hET+ {i [ (Ng)~ YA h,%fl) : (71)
/=0

Scenario 2Whenk-orthogonality [2B) does not hold aqok g < 1, we haved. = 1

in the error bound[{81). We assume that the weightsre chosen as in Theo-
rem[11, so tha{{89) holds. To balance the error contributiithin the highest dis-
cretization level, we impose the conditieﬁz(l/p’l) = ¢(h[), which is equivalent

to 5 = Q(2'7P/(2-20)) Then, to minimize the error within each level, one choice
for s, is to setsy = g for all £ < L, leading to6,_; = 0 forall ¢ =1,...,L in (&1).
Alternatively, sinces, should be as small as possible from the point of view of re-
ducing the cost at each level, we can impose the con(ﬁfﬁﬁpflw = 0'(hj_,) for
(=1,...,L (seel(®l) withh = 1/p—1/q), which is equivalent tg, = Q (2/TP%(a-P))
for¢=0,...,L—1. Combining both approaches, while taking into accountibao-
tonicity condition [I8), we choose

s = min([Z“p‘Wq’p)], [ZL”’/(Z’ZF’)]) for ¢=0,...,L. (72)

Thus we haves, strictly increasing for = 0,...,|L(q— p)/(q(2—2p))], and the
remainings; are all identical. This leads again to the error bodind (71).

Scenario 3Whenk-orthogonality[[2B) does not hold aqd= g < 1, we choose
s = [21TP/(272P)] for ¢=0,...,L. (73)

This again yields the error bourdd{71).

We remark that for alN € N, the Euler totient functiorp (N) takes values close
to N. Specifically, ifN is prime then Y¢(N) =1/(N—1) <2/N. If N is a power of 2
then /¢ (N) = 2/N. Itis known from [1, Theorem 8.8.7]thay# (N) < (€"loglogN +
3/loglogN)/N for all N > 3, wheree” = 1.781... .. Thus it can be verified that for all
computationally realistic values of, say,N < 10°C, we have ¥¢(N) < 9/N. Treat-
ing this factor 9 as a constant and usmg; = hy, we obtain for all three scenarios
the simpler mean square error expression

L
errof = 0 (hET +/Z N, A h§T> :
=)
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To minimize the mean square error for a fixed ¢cosé consider the Lagrange
multiplier function

L L
. -1/A 21
g(u) = ht'+ > N, VAR 4 > NeKy .
= =

mean square error cost

We look for the stationary point @f(u) with respect td\,, thus demanding that

ag(K) _ 1o _ _
N, *7}\Nf h" +uK, =0 for £=0,...,L.

This prompts us to define
Ny = [No (hg 2 Koh2® K;l)”““)] for £=1,...L. (74)

LeavingNp to be specified later and treatingandKg as constants, we conclude that

L L
errof = 0 | h?" + Ngl/A /%Eg and cost= ¢ NO/Z E |, (75)
/= /=0

where

E, = (R TK,) YA+ — (h2*log(h; ©))¥/*+Y) " if k-orthogonality[[2B) holds
/. K (h?rfdsé)l/(“l) otherwise

We see that the mean square errarasnecessarily minimized by balancing the error
terms between the levels. For example, wkeanrthogonality[[2B) holds, we observe
that

— Ford < 2A 1, the quantityg, (and thus the mean square error and cost at §vel
decreases with increasirig
— Ford > 2A 1, the quantityk, increases with increasing

In the light of the error bound ifi.(T5), we always chodieto satisfy

A
Ny /2 /L;Eg =0 = Ny= Q<hL2”‘ (/i)a) ) . (76)

leading to the simplified error bound erfor ¢ (h?7).
Scenario 1 (continued$ubstitutingh, =< 2, we obtain for the case whekeorthogonality

holds that
L
/z E =0 (/%Zz(z)\ T=d)/(+D) (g 4 1)1/(A+1)>
/=0 =

ﬁ(l) if d< 2/\T7
_ ﬁ(L</\+2)/(/\+l)) ifd=2AT,
02 HATA/A YA if d > 22T,
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The choice[(76) foNg then yields

(ZL“ZAW if d< 21X,
No = { [2TVAR+2/(+1)] if d=21A, (77)
[2LT(d/t+2)A /A4 A/ A+ if d > 277

Upon substituting(46) into the cost bound[in](75) and udifig) (we obtain

o (2-12) ifd<2AT,
cost= 0(N{" ™2y = { g (2-@1A+2) ifd =22,
oW ifd>2AT.

Scenario 2 (continued)Vhenk-orthogonality does not hold arul< g < 1, we use
the definition [[7R) fors;. We consider separately the two alternative choicels i (72)
choice A takesy, = [2/7] for all ¢, while choice B takes, = [2-7¢] for all ¢, where

for ease of notation we have introduced

n:= P and § = ——— (78)

q-p 2-2p’
noting thatn > &. Then we have:_oE, < min(s5_oE™, 5t E®), where
L L
/Z E} ) _ o /%zer(d/rfzwrn)/()\ﬂ)
=0 (—

o(1) ifd/tT<2A—n,
~ o) ifd/T=24 -1, (79)
ﬁ(zLT(d/T*Z)\WLn)/(AJFl)) if d/T > 21 — n ’

L
EéB) _ ﬁ<2u£/(/\+1)/z 2£T(d/r2)\)/()\+1)>
=0

0 (2L18/(A+1) ifd/t<2A,
= { o(2-rE /0 ifd/t=2A, (80)
O(2-1@/T-248/040)) if d/T > 2A .

For the “middle case”2 — n < d/1 < 2A, itis beneficial to estimate directly

L [L&/n] L
/%Eg -0 /; Zér(d/rfz)\+n)/()\+l)+2Lr£/()\+l) 2 Zér(d/rfz)\)/()wrl)
= = (=[L¢/n]+1

= o(2-TE/M @/ T2 0y
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Comparing this with[{719) an@{80), and taking the appropmainimum, we obtain

(1)
o(L)

L

/;Ez = ﬁ(ZLT(f/n)(d/T*”\ +n)/(A +l))

= ﬁ(zLTE/(/\ +1)|_)
ﬁ(er(d/r—Z)\ +&)/(A +1))

The choice[(76) folNy yields

oLT[2(A+1)+&]A /(A+1) LA]

oLT[2+d/T+&]A /(A+1) 1

Then we have errér= ¢'(h?") as before, but now

Q

2
o

o

[
[
Ny = |'2LT[2()\+1 (&/n)(d/T— 2)\+r7)])\/()\+1)*|
[
[

2LT 27) L)\ +1)

2LT

ifd/t<2A—n,
ifd/tT=2A—n,
if2A —n <d/T<2A,
if d/T=2A
ifd/T>2A.
ifd/t<2A—n,
ifd/tT=2A—-n,

if2A —n<d/t<2A, (81)
if d/T=2A
ifd/T>2A.

ifd/t<2A—n,
ifd/tT=2A—n,

if d/T =2\

(
A+1)/A (
cost= (N{*™/*hZ) = { g(2ir+ f/n (@/t=2A+n)]) if2) —n <d/T<2A,
(
(

O (27 d/T+f )

ifd/t>2A.

Scenario 3 (continued). When k-orthogona{g) does not hold and p- g < 1, we
proceed in a similar way, taking s= [22-7¢1 with & given by(Z8), to obtain

"ZLT[Z(A +1)+EA/(A +1)‘|
Ny = "ZLT[Z(A +1)+&JA /(A +1)L)\‘|
(2L1[2+d/r+6])\/()\ +1)‘|

and

ﬁ(zLT(Z)\ +5))

ifd/T<2A,
ifd/T=2A, (82)
ifd/T>2A,

ifd/T<2A,

cost= ¢ @ (21O ifd /T =2A

ﬁ(ZLT

ifd/T>2A.

In all three scenarios, for given> 0, we choosé& such that

=<2t <¢.

(83)

We can then express the total cost of the algorithm in terngs ©his is summarized

in Theorent IR below.
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Theorem 12 Under Assumption@1)—(A7), leaving oui(A5) if k-orthogonality(28)
holds, for fe H-1'(D) and Ge H 1t (D) with0 <t,t’ < 1andt :=t+t’ > 0, con-
sider the multi-level QMC FE algorithm defined {8). Givene > 0, with L given
by B3), h, given by(70), s, given by(@9), (Z2) or (Z3) as appropriate, Ngiven by
(74), No given by(71), (81) or (82) as appropriate, and with randomly shifted lattice
rules constructed based on POD weightgiven by(€3), in whichb; is replaced by
BB; from (&8), we obtain

VEINGW) - Q6P = o) .

and ML ML
costQt) = (e (loge 1P ) ,

with

max 2/\q,g if k-orthogonality(28) holds,
ML
a =

max 2)\q,9 +=P (1—q_p(2)\q—9) ) otherwise

T 2-2p pq T),/),

wherelq is as defined if66). The value of B- can be obtained from the cost bounds
in Scenarios 1 and 2 in a similar way.

In comparison, for the single level QMC FE algorithm [inl[2d]achieved ()
error, its overall cost in the case pf< 1 is ﬁ(e*aSL), with

sL_ P d
a’ = —2_2p+2/\p+T ;

seel[24, Theorem 8.1], whelg is defined analogously t, as follows

R 2——126 forsome o€ (0,1/2) whenpe (0,2/3],
P P whenp € (2/3,1).

2-p

Note thataM- is much smaller thamS" in most cases. This is clearly seen when
Aq~ Ap. However, in the extreme case whaggandA,, are furthest apart, i.8q =1
andA, ~ 1/2, it is possible to come up with an example wha?e < aV: indeed,
we could taked = 1, 7 = 2,q = 1 andp = 1/3, which yieldaS" ~ 1.75 whileaV- = 2
underk-orthogonality. In a number of examples it can be shown dhatp/(1— p),

in which case the requirement trip 1 impliesp < 1/2, which is stronger than just
p <1 as required in the single level algorithm.

Now we compare with some multi-level MC and QMC works in therkture.
Sometimes “finite-dimensional noise” is assumed, a featierean mimic by setting
p=q=0in our analysis, leading @"- = max(1/(1—6),d/1). In [3/5[36], multi-
level MC FE methods for elliptic PDEEI(1) were analyzed, hesvavith the random
coefficient[2) being lognormal, i.e., the exponential ofsisnary, Gaussian process.

In [27] a class of abstract multi-level QMC algorithms faifiiite-dimensional in-
tegration was introduced, with a general cost model for taduation of the integrand
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function. The multi-level structure in that paper is diffat from ours: the key differ-
ence is that our multi-level scheme must also incorporaterthlti-level structure of
the FE discretizations. Also new is the necessity of comsigémixed’ regularity (in
weighted reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces with respettiéqparameter sequenge
and in the smoothness scalewith respect to the spatial variabe

In [2] a multi-level MC FE method with finite dimensional neisvas analyzed.
It was shown there that in domailsC R?, a FE approximation of the expectation
of the random solution with the convergence ré@td, ) in the norm of V(rather than
for linear functionals of the solution) can be computeditMy, ) = &' (h;2) work
and memory, i.e., with the same cost as one multi-level giwdf the deterministic
problem.

4 Conclusion

This paper introduces a multi-level QMC FE method, appl@functionals of the
solution of the same PDE with random coefficient problem assictered by/[[6].
The same problem was studied by the present authdrslin [24),emve developed a
single level QMC analysis which yielded the same error beuaslin [6] within the
range of convergence rates relevant to QMC. The probabildgiel in these papers,
namely, independent and uniformly distributed parametgris particularly simple
and lends itself naturally to an error analysis by QMC. Tme af the present multi-
level version of the QMC approach is to outline the design ofudtilevel QMC FE
Method which significantly reduces the costs, while mairitey the fast convergence
(compared to MC) associated with QMC. We emphasize that thig-favel version
requires a new analysis, and in particular leads to a newcppésn for the POD
weights (different from that i [24]) that determine the QM@e. Another difference
is that the regularity requirements on the functignsare also more stringent than in
the single level case.

The principal results for dimensioth= 2 are as follows. In Scenario 1 where
k-orthogonality[(2B) holds, if we can choose: t’ = 1 so thatr = 2, and can choose
A =1/(2—20) for somed € (0,1/2), then the cost of the multi-level QMC FE al-
gorithm for computing the expectation 6{u) is ¢/(22-/1-9)) = ¢(h?/*%)) while
the convergence rate is the (best possible) second 6r@r’t) = ¢'(h?). This cor-
responds to optimal accuracy versus work bounds for the atatipn of solution
functionals in first order FE methods applied to determiaigi® regular, second
order elliptic problems (see, e.@! [4]). In contrast, mldtiel MC FE methods such
as those analyzed inl[3,5] cannot achieve optimal compléaitoutput functionals
for general, sufficiently regular covariances of the randwid a(x,y), due to the
maximal convergence rat¢ 2 of standard MC methods.

As noted earlier, our cost model does not include the prepedation cost for
the CBC construction of lattice rules. This is justified hesmthe same lattice rules
can be used for the PDE problem with different forcing tefmklowever, as we are
tailoring the choice of weights to the problem, the cost ef@BC construction may
be a significant issue.
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The present analysis was performed under Lipschitz assomspony; andain
(A4) and A7) which, together withA6) and the assumption th& < L?(D), ensure
in @) thatZ = (H}NH?2)(D) and, in turn, implies”(h?) convergence il (16). The
present convergence analysis extends directly to weakangsions: if in A4) and
(A7) we have only Holder continuitg®" (D) for some O< r < 1 instead oiV>*(D)
regularity, or ifD is not convex, thei; in (35) and [(€b) will depend ofjy; llcor )
rather than o Yj[lw1ep)-

In Theorem$§T7 anﬁ]S we considered only the weighted Sobokssesporm in-
volving mixed first derivatives with respectypbut Theoreril6 holds for higher order
mixed derivatives. The results here can be extended bydemsg higher order QMC
methods, see e.d. 11, Chapter 15].

Finally, in our multi-level scheme we assumed thaact expectation8|-] over
all realizations of random shiftd, € [0,1]* are available. In practical realizations,
these expectations must be approximated by MC estintaigg based on a finite
numbermy of i.i.d. realizations of the shifA, at discretization levef = 0,1, ..., L.
This leads to a further errdi — E,)[-] in term ¢ of (23) of orderﬁ(m;l). We can
maintain our error-versus cost estimate§30d, with the same choices of parameters
s; and Ny, by takingm, = m* independent of, that is, a level-independent, fixed
number of random shiftA, for each level. To provide a reasonable error estimate,
our experience (stemming, in part, from Monte-Carlo siriaies) is that the number
m* of realizations of random shifts needs to be of the order ab13D.
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