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EXPLICIT CONSTRUCTIONS OF QUASI-MONTE CARLO RULES
FOR THE NUMERICAL INTEGRATION OF HIGH DIMENSIONAL
PERIODIC FUNCTIONS

JOSEF DICK*

Abstract. In this paper we give explicit constructions of point sets in the s dimensional unit cube
yielding quasi-Monte Carlo algorithms which achieve the optimal rate of convergence of the worst-case
error for numerically integrating high dimensional periodic functions. In the classical measure P,
of the worst-case error introduced by Korobov the convergence is of OQ(N~ min(a:d) (Jog N)sa=2) for
every even integer o > 1, where d is a parameter of the construction which can be chosen arbitrarily
large and N is the number of quadrature points. This convergence rate is known to be best possible
up to some log NV factors. We prove the result for the deterministic and also a randomized setting.
The construction is based on a suitable extension of digital (¢, m, s)-nets over the finite field Zy.
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1. Introduction. Korobov [I3] and independently Hlawka [I1I] introduced a
quadrature formula which is suited for numerically integrating high dimensional pe-
riodic functions. More precisely, we want to approximate the high dimensional inte-
gral f[O,l]S f(x)dx (where f is assumed to be periodic with period 1 in each coordi-

nate) by a quasi-Monte Carlo rule, i.e., an equal weight quadrature rule Qn s(f) =

N1 Zg;ol (z,,), where xg,...,zny_1 € [0,1]° are the quadrature points. Specifi-
cally, Korobov and Hlawka suggested using a quadrature rule of the form Qn 4.5(f) =
N1t Ef::ol ({ng/N?}), where for a vector of real numbers & = (x1,...,z,) we define

{zx} as the fractional part of each component of x, i.e., {z;} = z;— |z;| = z; (mod 1)
and where g € Z° is an integer vector. The quadrature rule Qn g, is called lattice
rule and g is called the generating vector (of the lattice rule). The monographs
[12, 14, 19, 27] deal partly or entirely with the approximation of such integrals. (Note
that the assumption that the integrand f is periodic is not really a restriction since
there are transformations which transform non-periodic functions into periodic ones
such that the smoothness of the integrand is preserved, see for example [27].)

To analyze the properties of a quadrature rule one considers then the worst-case
eITor SUp fe 3, | f[o,l]s f(z)dx — QN s(f)|, where By denotes some class of functions.
In the classical theory the class €%, of periodic functions has been considered where
one demands that the absolute values of the Fourier coefficients of the function decay
sufficiently fast (see [12] 14, 27, T9]). This leads us to the classical measure of the

quality of lattice rules P, = supje.. ‘f[o 1 f(z)dx — Qn,s(f)], which then for a

lattice rule with generating vector g = (g1, ...,9s) can also be written as

Pa:Pa(g7N): Z |B|_a7

hezZs\{0}
h-g=0( mod N)

where h = (hy,...,hs), h-g = h1g1 + -+ hsgs and |h| = [ 1=, max(1, |h;]). (Later

on in this paper we prefer to use the more contemporary notation of reproducing
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kernel Hilbert spaces, in our case so-called Korobov spaces, (see Section 23]), but as
is well understood (and as is also shown in Section [2.3)) the results also apply to the
classical problem.)

By averaging over all generating vectors g several existence results for good lattice
rules which achieve P, = O(N~*(log N)**) have been shown, see [12, [13] [14] 20|
19/ 27]. By a lower bound of Sharygin [26] this convergence is also known to be
essentially best possible, as he showed that the worst-case error is at least of order
N~=%(log N)*~!. But, except for dimension s = 2, no explicit generating vectors g
which yield a small worst-case error are known. For s > 3 one relies on computer
search to find good generating vectors g and many such search algorithms have been
introduced and analysed, especially recently, see [13] 28] 29| [34].

On the other hand one can of course also use some other quadrature rule Qn,s(f) =
Zf::ol wn f(xy) to numerically integrate functions in the class 5. In this case the
worst-case error in the class €, for a quadrature rule with weights wp,...,wny_1 and
points {xo,...,xn_1} C [0,1)® is given by

e2mih- (T —Tm)

N-1
Pal{mo,....on 1)) = Y wotm Y — (1.1)

n,m=0 hezs\{0}

An explicit construction of such point sets was introduced by Niederreiter, see
[16, Theorem 5.3], and is called Kronecker sequence. Here the idea is to choose the
quadrature points of the form {zk}, k = 1,2,..., where z is an s-dimensional vector
of certain irrational numbers (for example one can choose z = (\/p1,. .., /Ps) where
P1, - --,Ps are distinct prime numbers. Depending on the smoothness « certain points
will be used more than once, see [16]. In practice, problems can occur because of the
finite precision of computers making it impossible to use points whose coordinates are
all irrational numbers.

Another construction of quadrature rules is due to Smolyak [31] and is nowadays
called sparse grid, see also [§]. Those quadrature rules are sums over certain products
of differences of one-dimensional quadrature rules. In principle any one-dimensional
quadrature rule can be chosen as a basis, leading to different quadrature rules. In
many cases the weights w,, of such quadrature rules are not known explicitly but can
be precomputed. But even if the underlying one-dimensional quadrature rule has only
positive weights, it is possible that some weights in Smolyak’s quadrature rules are
negative, which can have a negative impact on the stability of the quadrature formula.
In general, quadrature formulae for which all weights are equal and Zf::ol wy = 1,
that is, w, = N~! for alln =0,...,N — 1, are to be preferred. As mentioned above,
such quadrature rules are called quasi-Monte Carlo rules, to which we now switch for
the remainder of the paper.

As the weights for quasi-Monte Carlo rules are given by N~! the focus lies on
the choice of the quadrature points. Constructions of quadrature points have been
introduced with the aim to distribute the points as evenly as possible over the unit
cube. An explicit construction of well distributed point sets in the unit cube has been
introduced by Sobol [32]. A similar construction was established by Faure [7] before
Niederreiter [I8] (see also [19]) introduced the general concept of (¢,m, s)-nets and
(t, s)-sequences and the construction scheme of digital (¢, m, s)-nets and digital (¢, s)-
sequences. For such point sets it has been shown that the star discrepancy (which is
a measure of the distribution properties of a point set) is O(N~1(log N)*~1), see [19].
From this result it follows that those point sets yield quasi-Monte Carlo algorithms
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which achieve a convergence of O(N~2(log N)?*~2) for functions in the class €% for
all & > 2. This result holds in the deterministic and randomized setting.

For smoother functions though, i.e., larger values of « in the class €7,, one can ex-
pect higher order convergence. For example, if the partial derivatives up to order two
are square integrable then one would expect an integration error of O(N~*(log N)*(#)),
for some ¢(s) > 0 depending only on s, in the function class €%, and in general, if the
mixed partial derivatives up to order a/2 exist and are square integrable then one
would expect an integration error in 2, of O(N~%(log N)(*®)), for some c(s, ) > 0
depending only on s and «. But until now (¢, m, s)-nets and (¢, s)-sequences have only
been shown to yield a convergence of at best O(N~2(log N)?*~2) (or O(N~3+9) for
any 0 > 0 if one uses a randomization method called scrambling, see [24]) in €%, even
if the integrands satisfy stronger smoothness assumptions.

In this paper we show that a modification of digital (¢,m,s)-nets and digital
(t, s)-sequences introduced by Niederreiter [I8,[19] yields point sets which achieve the
optimal rate of convergence of the worst-case error Py, = O(N ~2min(ed)(Jog N)250=2)
for any integer @ > 1 and where d € N is a parameter of the construction which can
be chosen arbitrarily large. We too use the digital construction scheme introduced
by Niederreiter [18, [19] for the construction of (¢,m, s)-nets and (¢, s)-sequences, but
our analysis of the worst-case error shows that the ¢-value does not provide enough
information about the point set. Hence we generalize the definition of digital (¢, m, s)-
nets and digital (¢, s)-sequences to suit our needs. This leads us to the definition of
digital (¢, «r, 8, m, s)-nets and digital (¢, a, 8, s)-sequences. For a« = 8 = 1 those def-
initions reduce to the case introduced by Niederreiter, but are different for a > 1.
Subsequently we prove that quasi-Monte Carlo rules based on digital (¢, «, 3,m, s)-
nets and digital (¢, «, 3, s)-sequences achieve the optimal rate of convergence. Fur-
ther we give explicit constructions of digital (¢, @, min(«,d), m, s)-nets and digital
(t, @, min(c, d), s)-sequences, where d € N is a parameter of the construction which
can be chosen arbitrarily large.

Digital (¢,2,2,m, s)-nets and digital (¢,2,2, s)-sequences over Z; (i.e. where a@ =
B = 2) can also be used for non-periodic function spaces where one uses randomly
shifted and then folded point sets using the baker’s transformation (see [3]). Our
analysis and error bounds for & = 2 here also apply for the case considered in [3]
(with different constants though), hence yielding useful constructions also for non-
periodic function spaces where one uses the baker’s transformation. Using a digital
(t,c,m, s)-net with a scrambling algorithm (see [24]) on the other hand does not
improve the performance in non-periodic spaces compared to (¢, m, s)-nets.

In the following we summarize some properties of the quadrature rules:

e The quadrature rules introduced in this paper are equal weight quadrature
rules which achieve the optimal rate of convergence up to some log N fac-
tors and we show the result for deterministic and randomly digitally shifted
quadrature rules. The upper bound for the randomized quadrature rules even
improves upon the best known upper bound (more precisely, the power of the
log N factor) for lattice rules for the worst-case error in €%, for all dimensions
s > 2 and even integers a > 2 (compare Corollary [6.5] to Theorem 2 in [20]).

e The construction of the underlying point set is explicit.

e They automatically adjust themselves to the optimal rate of convergence in
the class €3, as long as « is an integer such that a < d, where d is a parameter
of the construction which can be chosen arbitrarily large.

e The underlying point set is extensible in the dimension as well as in the
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number of points, i.e., one can always add some coordinates or points to an
existing point set such that the quality of the point set is preserved.

e Tractability and strong tractability results (see [30]) can be obtained for
weighted Korobov spaces.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In the next section we introduce the nec-
essary tools, namely Walsh functions, the digital construction scheme upon which
the construction of the point set is based on and Korobov spaces. Further we also
introduce the worst-case error in those Korobov spaces and we give a representa-
tion of this worst-case error for digital nets in terms of the Walsh coefficients of the
reproducing kernel. In Section B we give the definition of digital (¢, a, 8, m, s)-nets
and digital (¢, «, 8, s)-sequences. Further we prove some propagation rules for those
digital nets and sequences. In Section M we give explicit constructions of digital
(t,a, B, m, s)-nets and digital (¢, a, B, s)-sequences and we prove some upper bounds
on the t-value. We then show, Section Bl that quasi-Monte Carlo rules based on those
digital nets and sequences achieve the optimal rate of convergence of the worst-case
error in the Korobov spaces. The results are based on entirely deterministic point
sets. Section [ finally deals with randomly digitally shifted digital (¢, «, 8, m, s)-nets
and (¢, a, B, s)-sequences and we show similar results for the mean square worst-case
error in the Korobov space for this setting. The Appendix is devoted to the analysis
of the Walsh coefficients of the Walsh series representation of Ba,(|x — y|), where
Bs,, is the Bernoulli polynomial of degree 2. In the last section we give a concrete
example of a digital (¢, «a, a, m, s)-net where we compute the ¢-value by hand.

2. Preliminaries. In this section we introduce the necessary tools for the anal-
ysis of the worst-case error and the construction of the point sets. In the following
let N denote the set of natural numbers and let Ny denote the set of non-negative
integers.

2.1. Walsh functions. In the following we define Walsh functions in base b > 2,
which are the main tool of analyzing the worst-case error. First we give the definition
for the one-dimensional case.

DEFINITION 2.1. Let b > 2 be an integer and represent kK € Ny in base b,
k= fq 10t +--- 4+ ko with s; € {0,...,b— 1}. Further let w, = e*™*/®. Then the
k-th Walsh functlon pwaly : [0,1) — {1,wp,...,wp ™} in base b is given by

bW&lk (;C) _ w:lK/O'f"""Fwa’iafl’

for = € [0,1) with base b representation x = 216~ 4+ 2902 + - -+ (unique in the sense
that infinitely many of the z; are different from b — 1).
DEFINITION 2.2. For dimension s > 2, @ = (z1,...,25) € [0,1)® and k =

(k1,...,ks) € N§ we define pwaly, : [0,1)° — {1,wp,. .. ,wll:—l} by
pwaly (z H pwalg, (

As we will always use Walsh functions in base b we will in the following often write
wal instead of pwal.
We introduce some notation. By @ we denote the digit-wise addition modulo b,
e, forz=>77 xb tandy=> ;- yb~" we define
o0
TPhyY = Z 2™,

1=w
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where z; € {0,...,b— 1} is given by 2z; = x; + y; (mod b) and let © denote the digit-
wise subtraction modulo b. In the same manner we also define a digit-wise addition
and digit-wise subtraction for non-negative integers based on the b-adic expansion.
For vectors in [0,1)® or N§ the operations @ and © are carried out component-wise.
Throughout the paper we always use base b for the operations @ and &. Further we
call z € [0, 1) a b-adic rational if it can be written in a finite base b expansion.

In the following proposition we summarize some basic properties of Walsh func-
tions.

PROPOSITION 2.3.

1. For all k,1 € Ny and all x,y € [0,1), with the restriction that if x,y are not
b-adic rationals then x @y is not allowed to be a b-adic rational, we have

walg (z) - walj(z) = walgg(z), walg(z) - walg(y) = walg(z & y).

2. We have

1 1
/ walp(z)dz =1 and / walg(z) =0 if k > 0.
0 0

3. For all k,1 € N§ we have the following orthogonality properties:

_ 1, ifk=l,
/[071)5 waly(@)wali(2) d = { 0, otherwise.

4. For any f € £2(]0,1)%) and any o € [0,1)* we have

/ f(:c@a)dcc:/ f(x)d.
[0,1)* [0,1)*

5. For any integer s > 1 the system {walg, : k = (k1,...,ks),k1,..., ks > 0} is
a complete orthonormal system in L2([0,1)%).
The proofs of 1.-3. are straightforward and for a proof of the remaining items see
[2] or [33] for more information.

2.2. The digital construction scheme. The construction of the point set used
here is based on the digital construction scheme introduced by Niederreiter, see [19].

DEFINITION 2.4. Let integers m,s > 1 and b > 2 be given. Let Rp be a
commutative ring with identity such that |Ry| = b and let Z, = {0,...,b — 1}.
Let Cq,...,Cs € Ranm with Oj e (Cj,k,l)lgk,lgm- Further, let ¢; : Zy — Ry for
1=0,....m—1and p;: Ry =+ Zy for j=1,...,5and k =1,...,m be bijections.

Forn =0,...,0™ —1let n = Zﬁgl ai(n)bl, with all a;(n) € Z, be the base
b digit expansion of n. Let @ = (¥o(ag(n)),...,Ym—1(am—-1(n)))T and let §; =
(Yjas-- - Yjm)T = Cyii for j =1,...,s. Then we define @, = pj1(y;1)b" 1+ +
i (Yjm)b~™ for j =1,...,s and n =0,...,0™ — 1 and the n-th point @,, is then

given by &, = (£1,n,...,%sn). The point set {xo,...,xpm_1} is called a digital net
(over Rp) (with generating matrices C1, ..., Cs).

For m = oo we obtain a sequence {xg, 1, ...}, which is called a digital sequence
(over Rp) (with generating matrices C1, ..., Cs).

Niederreiter’s concept of a digital (t,m,s)-net and a digital (¢, s)-sequence will
appear as a special case in Section Bl Apart from Section [3] and Section ] where we
state the results using Definition 4] in the general form, we use only a special case
of Definiton 2.4] where we assume that b is a prime number, we choose R the finite
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field Zy and the bijections i; and p; 5 from Zy to Zy are all chosen to be the identity
map.

We remark that throughout the paper when Walsh functions wal, digit-wise ad-
dition @, digit-wise subtraction & or digital nets are used in conjunction with each
other we always use the same base b for each of those operations.

2.3. Korobov space. Historically the function class €, has been used. In this
paper we use a more contemporary notation by replacing the function class €, with
a reproducing kernel Hilbert space H, called Korobov space. The worst-case error
expression (L.I]) will almost be the same for both function classes and hence the results
apply for both cases.

A reproducing kernel Hilbert space H over [0,1)° is a Hilbert space with in-
ner product (-,-) which allows a function K : [0,1)® — R such that K(-,y) € H,
K(z,y) = K(y,z) and (f, K(-,y)) = f(y) for all z,y € [0,1)° and all f € H. For
more information on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces see [1], for more information
on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces in the context of numerical integration see for
example [5] B0].

The Korobov space H,, is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of periodic functions.
Its reproducing kernel is given by

eQﬂ'ih~(m7'y)

Ka(mvy) = Wa

hecZs

where a > 1/2 and |h| = H;Zl max(1, |h;]). The inner product in the space H, is
given by

= R f(R)(h), (2.1)

heZs

where
fty = [ f@je e
0,1)¢

are the Fourier coefficients of f. The norm is given by || f|la = (f, f>1/2

Note that for o a natural number and any = € (0,1) we have

(_1)a+1(2a)! eZTrih;E

Bao(z) = (2m)2 |h[2e

h#£0

where Bs, is the Bernoulli polynomial of degree 2a.. Hence, for o a natural number
we can write

®

271'1h (z;—y;5) S N (271')20‘
1+Z e =II(1-¢1 - Baa(lz; —y;l) ) -
: |R] ; (2a)!
j=1 h#0 j=1
Let now
e27rih(m—y) (27T)2a

Ko(z,y) =1+ R = 1— (=1 20
h#£0

Baa(|z = y))- (2.2)
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Then we have

S

Ko(z,y) = H Ka(zj,9;)

j=1

where ¢ = (x1,...,25) and y = (y1,...,ys). Hence the Korobov space is a tensor
product of one-dimensional reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces.

Though o > 1/2 can in general be any real number we restrict ourselves to
integers o > 1 for most of this paper. The bounds on the integration error for H,
with @ > 1 a real number still apply when one replaces a with |a], as in this case
the unit ball of H, given by {f € Hq : || flla < 1} is contained in the unit ball
{feHa): Ifllla) £ 1} of Hia) as [[fll[a) < |If]la. Hence it follows that integration
in the space H, is easier than integration in the space H |-

In general, the worst-case error e(P,H) for multivariate integration in a normed
space H over [0,1]® with norm || - || using a point set P is given by

e(P,) =  sup
FerlIfll<t

/ f(w) de — Qp(f)‘ ,
[0,1]°

where Qp(f) = N™' Y .p f(x) and N = |P| is the number of points in P. If # is
a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with reproducing kernel K we will write e(P, K)
instead of e(P, H). It is known that (see for example [30])

N-1
1
¢*(P,K) :/ K(z,y)dedy — - Z K(@ny)dy+ 55 D K@),
[0,1)2 n,1=0
(2.3)
where P = {xg,...,xn_1}. Hence for the Korobov space H,, we obtain
| Nl
(P K,) =—1+ el > Ko, xn). (2.4)
n,h=0

Therefore it follows that e?(P, K,) = P2, and hence our results also apply to the
classical setting introduced by Korobov [13].

It follows from Proposition 2.3 that K, can be represented by a Walsh series, i.e.,
let

Kq(z,y) = Z 0 (k, D)walk(x)wal;(y), (2.5)
k,lEN

where
rpa(k,l) = / Ko (z, y)walg(x)wal; (y) de dy.
[0 1)25

As the kernel K, is a product of one-dimensional kernels it follows that 7 (k,1) =
[[j=1 7b.a(kj, 1), where k = (ki,...,ks) and I = (I1,...,ls) and

1 1
roa(k,1) = / / Ko (2, y)waly ()wal;(y) de dy.
0 0
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For a digital net with generating matrices C1,...,Cs let D = D(C4,...,Cs) be
the dual net given by

D={keN;\{0}:CTky+ - +CTk, =0},

where for k = (kl, ey ks) with kj = Iij10+lij71b+ -+ we set Ej = (Hj,(); ey Iijymfl)T.
Further, for § #u C {1,...,s} let D, = D((C}) eu). We have the following theorem.
THEOREM 2.5. Let Cy,...,Cs € Z;"*™ be the generating matrices of a digital

net Pym and let D denote the dual net. Then for any a > 1/2 the square worst-case
error in Hq 1S given by

Py, Ko) = Y roalk,l).

k€D

Proof. From (Z4) and (2.3) it follows that
1 -
e2(Pym,Ko) = —1 + Z rb)a(k:,l)bz—m Z walg (z)waly (y).
k,lENG x,ycPym

In [5] it was shown that

1 3 Walk(w):{ L if ke DU {0},

0 otherwise.

Hence we have

APy, Ko) = =14+ > roa(k).
k,leDU{0}

In the following we will show that r4(0,0) = 1 and 74 4(0,k) = 1.4 (k,0) =0
if k # 0 from which the result then follows. Note that it is enough to show those
identities for the one dimensional case. We have walp(z) = 1 for all z € [0,1) and
hence

7p,a(0, k) / / (1+ |h|_2o‘e2”ih(m_y))wa1k(y) dz dy
hEZ\{O}
:/ Walk dy—i—/ Z |h| 2a/ 2mihx dz e72ﬂ'ihywa1k(y) dy
0 hez\{o}

1
:/ walg (y) dy.
0

It now follows from Proposition 23] that 7, ,(0,0) = 1 and 4 (0,k) = 0 for k£ > 0.
The result for r, o (K, 0) can be obtained in the same manner. Hence the result follows.
O
In the following lemma we obtain a formula for the Walsh coefficients 7y .
LEMMA 2.6. Let b > 2 be an integer and let o > 1/2 be a real number. The
Walsh coefficients ry o (k,1) for k,1 € N are given by

roa(k,1) = Z ﬁhkﬂhz

|2a ’
hezZ\{0}



Explicit constructions of quasi-Monte Carlo rules for periodic integrands 9

where B = fol e~ 2mthewaly (r) da.
Proof. We have

halk, 1) = / / > |t Yyl (z)wal, (y) dz dy
0

heZ\{0}

1 1
= Z |h|_2°‘/ e%ihwwalk(:v)dx/ e 2™yl (y) dy.
0

REZ\{0} 0

The result follows. O

It is difficult to calculate the exact value of rpo(k,1) in general, but for our
purposes it is enough to obtain an upper bound. Note that rp o (k, k) is a non-negative
real number.

LEMMA 2.7. Let b > 2 be an integer and let o > 1/2 be a real number. The
Walsh coefficients ry o (k1) for k,1 € N are bounded by

17b.0 (B, D) < 7 a(k, k)rp.a(l,1).

Proof. Using Lemma we obtain

2 |Bn.k||Bn.1 |Bn.1|? |Bn.1|?
76,0 (K, DI7 < Z TRpRe < Z RE: Z [h|2e
hez\ {0} heZ\ {0} hez\ {0}
= ’I”bﬁa(k, k)?"bya(l, l)

The result follows. O

In the following we will write rp o (k) instead of 74 o (k, k) and also ry o (k) instead
of rp.o (K, k).

LEMMA 2.8. Let C1,...,Cs € Z]"™™ be the generating matrices of a digital net
Pym and let D denote the dual net. Then for any natural number o the worst-case

error in He s bounded by
e(Pym, K. Z \/Tba(

kcD

Proof. From Theorem and Lemma 277 it follows that

2(Pyu, K Z|rbakl|<(zm>

k,lcD kcD

and hence the result follows. O
For a > 1 a natural number we can write the reproducing kernel in terms of
Bernoulli polynomials of degree 2ae. Then for £ > 1 we have

rpa(k) = (—1)~tt ((2272; /0 /0 Bao |z — y|)waly (x)walg (y) dz dy.

Note that the Bernoulli polynomials of even degree 2a are of the form

Boo () = o + cq_ 1227V 4 feg + ca®
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for some rational numbers c,, . .., ¢g, ¢ with co,c # 0. Let

Ii(k) = /0 /0 |z — y| waly (z)waly (y) dz dy. (2.6)

As mentioned above, rp, o (k) is a real number such that rp, o (k) > 0 for all £ > 1 and
a > 1/2, hence it follows that for any natural number o we have

(27)2e
Tb,a(k) S (2(1)

Using Lemma and Lemma from the Appendix we obtain the following
lemma.

LEMMA 2.9. Letb,o € N withb > 2. Fork € N with k = kb 14 4 g, b1
where v > 1, K1,...,6, € {1,...;0=1} and 1 < a, < -+ < a1 let gpo(k) =
b~ T T min(v.2) . Then for any natural number o and any natural number b > 2 there
exists a constant Cp o > 0 which depends only on b and o such that

(Icalza (k)| + lca—1Ta(a—1) (k)] + -+ [ecolo (k)| + |claa-1]) -

roa(k) < Cp o Gho(k)  for all k> 1.

Let now gy, (0) = 1. For k = (ki1,...,ks) € N§ we define gy, (k) = [[j_; av,a(k;)-
We have the following lemma.
LEMMA 2.10. Let m > 1, b > 2 and o > 2 be natural numbers and let Dg‘mﬁu =

D, N{l,...,b™ — 1}, Then we have

Z \/ Tb7a(k)

keD

< Y A Cala+ b ) MO 1+ o+ ), L W (Ch L, C)
0#uC{1,...,s}
+(1+b7Cho(a+b72)) — 1,

where Cy o is the constant from LemmalZ9 and where

Qz,m,u,a(ch ttt CS) = Z qb70l(k)'

kED}m ,,

Proof. Every k € N§j can be uniquely written in the form k = h + 0™l with
he{0,...,b™ —1}° and l € N§. Let Dym =D N {0,...,b™ — 1}°. Then we have

S e = Y e+ 3 ol o),

keD 1eN;\{0} hEDym 1ENS
For the first sum we have
S A rea®ml) =1+ ([readml) = —1+<Zq/rbabml>
leNg\{0} leNg

By using Lemma B8 from the Appendix and Lemma we obtain that

S Ve @) = 14670 S (1) S 1TH07"Cha Y gball)
=0 =1 =1
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We need to show that ;% gp.a(l) < a+b72 Let I =161+ +1,b% ! for some
v>1withl<e¢, <---<c¢ andly,...,l, € {1,...,b—1}. First we consider the
sum over all those [ for which 1 < v < a. This part of the sum is bounded by

c1—1 cy—1—1

Zb—l Z Yoo Y e <y -1 b =
v=1 c=1

c1=vca=v—1 c,=1

If v > awe have gy o (1) = go.o(I') for I = 1167 + - -+ 1,b> ! and where I’ = '(I) =
[16°07 1 + .o 4+ 1,61, Thus we only need to sum over all I’ (i.e. natural numbers
with exactly « digits) and for given !’ multiplying it with the number of I which yield
the same I/, which is =1 — 1 (and which we bound in the following by b%~1). We
have

c1—1 Cca—1—1
(b—1)~ E E E pmermCapla=l
ci=a+1ce=a Cca=2
c1—1 Cca—2—2
Yb—1)* E D> o Y (Casr 2T
ci=a+1ca=a Ca—1=3

3(b—1)> Zb ey 2§:cb—c
c=1

b2’

Thus we obtain > ;= gp.a(l) < a+ b2

Further we have

)OI IRTCINTERTTINIS I | b DY)

he€Dym 1ENG heDym j=11=0

where h = (hq,...,hs). By using Lemma B8] from the Appendix and Lemma we
obtain

M8

Vra®™) =1+ Cha Y gha(l) <1T+b0"""Chala+b72).
=1

Il
=)

Let now 0 < h; < b™. From Lemma we obtain

\/Tb,a(hj +0m1) < Chagp,a(h; +0"1) < Cpaqy,a(hj)apa(l)

From above we have >°7°  gp.a(l) <1+ a+ b~? and hence

o0

Pha(hy 4+ 6m1) < gy a(h Obanba < Chal(l+a+b7)galhy).

~
Il
o
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Thus we obtain

> > Vrbalh+bm)

heDym LEN]

= Z Z H Z Tp,a(hj +b™) H Z \/T‘b)a(bml)

0#uC{l,...,s} hu€Dpm , jEU I=0 Jj¢u =0
< Y A+ Crala+ b7 A+ a+ b ST T ava(hy),
P#uC{1,...,s} h.€Dpym , JEU

where h, = (hj)jey. The result follows. O

In [26] it was shown that the square worst-case error for numerical integration
in the Korobov space can at best be of O(N~2%(log N)*~1), where N is the number
of quadrature points. Hence Lemma shows that it is enough to consider only
Qf moaa(Cls. .., Cs) in order to investigate the convergence rate of digitally shifted
digital nets.

3. (t,a,B,m, s)-nets and (¢,a, B, s)-sequences. The t value of a (¢,m, s)-net
is a quality parameter for the distribution properties of the net. A low ¢ value yields
well distributed point sets and it has been shown, see for example [0, [19], that a small
t value also guarantees a small worst-case error for integration in Sobolev spaces for
which the partial first derivatives are square integrable.

In the following we will show how the definition of the t value needs to be modified
in order to obtain faster convergence rates for periodic Sobolev spaces for which the
partial derivatives up to order « are square integrable. It is the aim of this definition to
translate the problem of minimizing the worst-case error into an algebraical problem
concerning the generating matrices. (This definition can therefore also be used in an
computer search algorithm, where one could for example search for the polynomial
lattice with the smallest ¢(«) value which in turn yields a small worst-case error for
integration of periodic functions.)

For natural numbers @ > 1, Lemma suggests to define the following metric
tb,o(k, 1) = pp.o(k ©1) on N§ which is an extension of the metric introduced in [17],
see also [25] (for o = 1 we basically obtain the metric in [I7, 25]). Here up(0) =0
and for k € N with &k = k0% ' + .- + kb~ where 1 < a, < --- < a7 and
K € {1, Cee b—l} let /Lbﬁa(k) =a1+-- '+Qmin(a7y). Forak € NS with k = (kl, ey ks)
let pp.o(k) = pba(ki) + -+ + pp.a(ks). Then we have g o (k) = p=He.a(k)  Hence in
order to obtain a small worst-case error in the Korobov space H,,, we need digital nets
for which min{u o (k) : k € D} is large. We can translate this property into a linear
independence property of the row vectors of the generating matrices C1,...,Cs. We
have the following definition.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let m,a > 1 be natural numbers, let 0 < 8 < a be a real
number and let 0 < ¢ < Sm be a natural number. Let R, be a ring with b elements
and let C1,...,Cs € R™™ with Cj = (¢j1,...,¢jm)". Iforall 1 <ij, <---<
i1 <m, where 0 <v; <mforall j=1,...,s, with

il,l +---+ il,min(ul,a) +---+ is,l +---+ Z's,min(vs,oz) < Bm -1
the vectors

Clyiy s +5Clizas+5Csiig g1 Csign
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are linearly independent over R; then the digital net which has generating matrices
Cy,...,Cs is called a digital (t,«, S, m,s)-net over R,. Further we call a digital
(t, o, a,m, s)-net over Ry a digital (¢, «, m, s)-net over Rp.

If ¢ is the smallest non-negative integer such that the digital net generated by
Cy,...,Cs is a digital (¢, a, 8, m,s)-net, then we call the digital net a strict digital
(t,a, B, m, s)-net or a strict digital (¢, a, m, s)-net if o = 3.

A concrete example of a digital (¢, «, 8, m,s)-net, where we also calculate the
exact t-value by hand, is given in Section [7

REMARK 1. Using duality theory (see [2I]) it follows that for every digital
(t, o, B, m, s)-net we have mingep pp,o (k) > fm—t and for a strict digital (¢, o, 8, m, s)-
net we have mingep iy, (k) = fm —t + 1. Hence digital (¢, o, 8, m, s)-nets with high
quality have a large value of fm — t.

DEFINITION 3.2. Let « > 1 and ¢t > 0 be integers and let 0 < 8 < « be a
real number. Let R, be a ring with b elements and let C,...,Cs € R°*> with
C; = (¢j1,¢j2,...)T. Further let Cj,, denote the left upper m x m submatrix of
C;. If for all m > t/f the matrices Cim,...,Csm generate a digital (¢, i, 8, m, s)-
net then the digital sequence with generating matrices C1,...,Cy is called a digital
(t,a, B, s)-sequence over Ry. Further we call a digital (¢, «, «v, s)-sequence over Ry, a
digital (¢, o, s)-sequence over Ry,

If ¢ is the smallest non-negative integer such that the digital sequence generated
by Cy,...,Cs is a digital (¢, a, 8, s)-sequence, then we call the digital sequence a strict
digital (¢, a, 8, s)-sequence or a strict digital (¢, «, s)-sequence if a = .

REMARK 2. Note that the definition of a digital (¢,1,m, s)-net coincides with
the definition of a digital (¢,m, s)-net and the definition of a digital (¢, 1, s)-sequence
coincides with the definition of a digital (¢, s)-sequence as defined by Niederreiter [19].
Further note that the t-value depends on « and f3, i.e., t = t(a, 8) or t = t(«) if @ = .

In the following theorem we establish some propagation rules.

THEOREM 3.3. Let P be a digital (t, «, 8, m, s)-net over a ring Ry and let S be a
digital (t,«, B, s)-sequence over a ring Ry. Then we have:

(i) P is a digital (t',c, B, m, s)-net for all 1 < ' < f and all t <t < f'm and

S is a digital (', «, B, s)-sequence for all 1 < ' < B and all t < t'.

(i) P is a digital (t',a/,8',m,s)-net for all 1 < o < m and S is a digital
(t', o, B, s)-sequence for all o > 1, where f/ = fmin(a,d’)/a and t' =
[t min(a, ') /a].

(iii) Any digital (t, e, m, s)-net is a digital ([t /o], ', m, s)-net for alll < o' < «
and every digital (t, «, s)-sequence is a digital ([ta'/a], o, s)-sequence for all
1<d <a.

Proof. Note that it follows from Definition that we need to prove the result
only for digital nets.

The first part follows trivially. To prove the second part choose an o’ such that
o’ > 1. Then choose arbitrary 1 < b, < - <ij1<m with 0 < v; < m such that

min(a, o) {tmin(ma')w '

o «

il,l + +i1,min(v1,a’) +-- '+is,1 +-- '+is,min(us,a’) < mﬁ

We need to show that the vectors

Clyiv,pq e+ 3 Clyin,is -+ Coyiguyre 1 Csis
are linearly independent over Rj. This is certainly the case as long as

il,l +F Z'1,min(1/1,o¢) ++ Z's,l + 4+ Z's,min(vs,a) < ﬁm —t.
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Indeed we have
il,l +-+ Z.1,1nr1i1r1(111,oz) + -+ is,l +- is,min(lfs,a)
« . . . .
< W(Zl,l +- 21,min(vy,a’) +-+ 15,1 +-+ Zs,min(us,a’))
a tmin(oz,o/)
min(«, o) a
S mﬁ - tu

< mf —

and hence the second part follows. The third part is just a special case of the second
part. O

REMARK 3. Note by choosing o =1 in part (iii) of Theorem B3] it follows that
digital (¢, a,m,s)-nets and digital (¢, «, s)-sequences are also well distributed point
sets if the value of ¢ is small, see [19].

4. Explicit constructions of digital (¢, «, 8, m, s)-nets and digital (¢, «, 3, s)-
sequences. In this section we show how suitable digital (¢, v, 8, m, s)-nets and digital
(t,a, B, s)-sequences can be constructed.

Let d > 1 and let C4,...,Csq be the generating matrices of a digital (¢, m, sd)-
net. Note that many explicit examples of such generating matrices are known, see
for example [7, 19 22 [32] and the references therein. For the construction of a
(t,a, B, m, s)-net any of the above mentioned explicit constructions can be used, but
as will be shown below the quality of the (¢, a, 8, m, s)-net obtained depends on the
quality of the underlying digital (¢,m, sd)-net on which our construction is based on.

Let Cj = (¢j1,...,¢im)T for j = 1,...,sd, i.e., c;; are the row vectors of Cj.
Now let the matrix C;d) be made of the first rows of the matrices C;_1yq41, - -, Cja,
then the second rows of C(;_1)q11,--.,Cja and so on till C’J(-d) is an m X m matrix,

ie., Oj(d) = (c;jil),...,c;i)rl)T where c%) =cyp Withl = (v—J)d+u, 1 <v<m
and (j —1)d < uw < jdforl =1,...,mand j = 1,...,s. In the following we
will show that the matrices Cfd), . .,Cs(d) are the generating matrices of a digital
(t, &, min(ev, d), m, s)-net.

THEOREM 4.1. Let d > 1 be a natural number and let Cy,...,Csq be the gen-
erating matrices of a digital (t',m, sd)-net over some ring R, with b elements. Let
C{d), .. .,Cs(d) be defined as above. Then for any a > 1 the matrices C’fd), . .,C’gd)

are generating matrices of a digital (t, a, min(«, d), m, s)-net over Ry with

s(d — l)gnin(a,d)" |

t = min(a, d) t' + {

Proof. Let C’J(-d) = (cg.;il), .. .,cg-‘z)T for j = 1,...,s and further let the integers

B0, 58,05+ 508,15+ 0s,0, D€ such that 1 <id;,. <. <ij; <m and
il,l + o+ il,min(uha) +-+ is,l +o 4+ 7;s,lnﬂi]ﬂ(us,oz) < min(a, d)m -t

We need to show that the vectors

(d) (d) (d) (d)
Clinar = 1Chiy 0 1Coipar 1 Coiy .
. . ) d d
are linearly independent over Ry. For j =1,...,slet U; = {C(‘,i)j,uj ey ng)ﬂ} The

vectors in the set U; stem from the matrices C;_1yq41,--.,Cja. For j =1,...,s and
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di = (j —1)d+1,...,jd let eq, denote the largest index such that (eq; — j)d + d; €
{ij,;---,ij1} and if for some d; there is no such eq; we set eq, = 0 (basically this
means eq; is the largest integer such that cq; e ” e U;).
Let d < a, then we have d((e(j—1ya+1 — 1)+ + -+ (€ja — 1)) + ZIL:jll <ij1+
“ 1 min(y,;,d) Where (z)1 = max(z,0) and L; = [{(j —1)d+1 < d;j < jd : eq; > 0}].
Hence we have

d((e(j—1ya+1 — D4+ +(eja — 1)4) + Zl

=d(e-1ya+1+ - +eja) — Ljd+ Lj(Lj +1)/2

dld—1
> d(e(jfl)dJrl + -+ €jd) - (T) (41)
Thus it follows that
- d(d—1 d(d—1
d(el + -+ 65,1) < Z(ij’l + -+ ij,min(vj,a)) + 8(7) <dm-—t+ Sg

2 2

j=1
and therefore

d—1 ,
<m-—t.

¢
Lt Feasm—o+s

Thus it follows from the (¢, m,sd)-net property of the digital net generated by
Cq,...,Csq that the vectors c(d) c(d? c(d) D are linearly in-

Linar > Clyis,y 2 > Caytanr 1 Cosi
dependent

Let now d > . Then we have d((e(j—1)g+1 — 1)+ + -+ (eja —1)4)) + Zz i<
Q51+ F Umin(vy,a) T (d = Q)ijmin(,,a), Where again L; = [{(j — 1)d +1 < d <
jd :eq; > 0}|. Hence we can use inequality (I again. Note that iy min(y,,a) +
b min(ve,a) < M — t/a and hence we have

+

Z(%’,l"" : '+ij,min(1/j,o¢)+(d_a)ij,min(uj,a)) S am_t+(d_a)(m_t/a) = dm—dt/a
j=1

Thus it follows that

> ) d(d—1
d(€1 + -+ esd) < Z(ZJ 1+ -+ L5, min(v;,a) + (d O‘)Zj,min(u]-,a)) + S%
j=1
<dm — ﬁ—i—sLd_ D
o 2

and therefore
d—1

t
e1+:--+eqg<m-——+s <m-—t.

@
Thus it follows from the (¢, m,sd)-net property of the digital net generated by
Ci,...,Csq that the vectors cgdz)l 19 Cgtxii)l,ul sy cgfli)syl, e ,ci’i-)syw are linearly in-
dependent and hence the result follows. O
In Section [ we use this construction method to construct a digital (3,2, 4, 2)-net
over Zs.



16 Josef DICK

Note that the construction and Theorem 1] can easily be extended to (¢, , 3, s)-
sequences. Indeed, let d > 1 and let C1,...,Cysq be the generating matrices of a
digital (¢, sd)-sequence. Again many explicit generating matrices are known, see for
example [7, 19, 22, B2]. Let C; = (¢j1,¢j2,...)" for j = 1,...,sd, ie., ¢;; are the
row vectors of C;. Now let the matrix Oj(d) be made of the first rows of the matrices

C(j—1)d+1;- - - Cja, then the second rows of C(;_1)441,--.,Cjq and so on, i.e.,
d
C§ ) — (C(jfl)dJrl,la -5 Cid, 15, C(j—1)d4+1,25 - - - » Cjd, 2, - - -)T-
The following theorem states that the matrices C’fd), ce Cs(d) are the generating ma-
trices of a digital (¢, o, min(cv, d), s)-sequence.
THEOREM 4.2. Let d > 1 be a natural number and let C1,...,Csq be the gener-

ating matrices of a digital (', sd)-sequence over some ring Ry with b elements. Let
C{d), .. .,Cs(d) be defined as above. Then for any a > 1 the matrices C’fd), ceey C’gd)
are generating matrices of a digital (t, a, min(c, d), s)-sequence over Ry with

t = min(o, d) ¢ + F(d — 1)?in(a’dw .

The last result shows that (¢, «, 8, m, s)-nets indeed exist for any 0 < < «
and for m arbitrarily large. We have even shown that digital (¢, «, 8, m, s)-nets exist
which are extensible in m and s. This can be achieved by using an underlying (¢', sd)-
sequence which is itself extensible in m and s. If the ¢’ value of the original (¢, m, s)-
net or (t', s)-sequence is known explicitly then we also know the ¢ value of the digital
(t, 0, B,m, s)-net or (t,«,f,s)-sequence. Furthermore it has also been shown how
such digital nets can be constructed in practise.

In the following we investigate for which values of ¢, «, s, b digital (¢, a, s)-sequences
over Zy, exist. We need some further notation (see also [23], Definition 8.2.15).

DEFINITION 4.3. For given integers s, > 1 and prime number b let dj(s, @) be
the smallest value of ¢ such that a (¢, «, s)-sequence over Z; exists. We have the
following bound on dp(s, @).

COROLLARY 4.4. Let s,a > 1 be integers and b be a prime number. Then we
have

s b—1)s+b+1
a<5—1—logb%>+l
< dy(s,0) < a(s_l)?)b—l_ (2b4+4)v/s—1

N a(oz—l).
b—-1 2 —1

+2a+ s

Proof. The lower bound follows from part (¢iz) of Theorem B3] by choosing o =1
and using a lower bound on the ¢-value for (¢, s)-sequences (see [22]). The upper bound
follows from Theorem 2] by choosing d = o and using Theorem 8.4.4 of [23]. O

5. A bound on the worst-case error in H, for digital (¢, «, 3, m, s)-nets
and digital (¢, «, 5, s)-sequences. In this section we prove an upper bound on the
worst-case error for integration in the Korobov space H,, using digital (¢, «, 3, m, s)-
nets and (t, «, 3, s)-sequences.

LEMMA 5.1. Let a > 2 be a natural number, let b be prime and let Cy,...,Cs €
Zy™™ be the generating matrices of a digital (t,«, 8,m, s)-net over Zy with m > t/f.
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Then we have
QZ}WU)Q(C&, o COg) < 2b‘"|o‘b75m+t(6m + 2)‘"'0‘71,

where Q.. ., o, 15 defined in Lemmal2.10
Proof. We obtain a bound on @} (15t
can be obtained using the same arguments.

We first partition the set Dy, (1,5} into parts where the highest digits of k;

for all other subsets u the bound

are prescribed and we count the number of solutions of C¥ Fi4 -+ CSTES = 0. For
j=1,...,8let now i, < --- < 451 < m with i;; > 1. Note that we now allow
;1 < 1, in which case the contributions of those 7;; are to be ignored. This notation
is adopted in order to avoid considering many special cases. Now we define

ng,{l,...,s}(ile . 7i1,a; e ,7;511, . 7is,a)
={k € Dy (1,0 1 kj = [Rjab" 7 o hjabe Tl 4 ] with 0 < Iy < bfe”
and 1 < kj;<bforj=1,...,s},

where [-| just means that the contributions of i;; < 1 are to be ignored. Then we
have

QZ ;m,{1,...,s},« (Cl "'7CS)

i1,a—1—1 fs,a—1— * . . . .
|D 7”,{1,,,.,5}(21717 RN S e TIP3 BRI 77/.9,? |_I
Z Z Z Z pir i et tis 1 s a to-1)
i1,1=1 i1,a=1 is,1=1 is,a=1

Some of the sums above can be empty in which case we just set the corresponding
summation index 7;; = 0.
Note that by the (¢, «, 3, m, s)-net property we have

D 1y (Lt vty istse e esisia)] = O

as long as i11+ -+ i1a+ - Fis0+ -+ isa < fm —t. Hence let now 0 <

11,1, - is,a < m be given such that i1,1,...,%51 > 1, 4j0 < -+ < i1 < m for
j=1,...,sand whereif¢;; < 1weseti;; =0and iy 14+ - Fi1,0+ - Fis14 Fisa >
Bm — t. We now need to estimate |ng7{11___75}(i1)1, vy Blay ey Bs 1y ls,a)], that

is we need to count the number of k € D}, (1.5} with k; = |kj1b% 7+ +
fij.obie =1 +1; | such that CTky +--- + CTk, = 0.

There are at most (b — 1)*° choices for k11,...,Ks o (We write at most because
if 4;; < 1 then the corresponding x;,; does not have any effect and therefore need not
to be included). Let now 1 < K11, ..., ks, < b be given and define

- T T T T
9= K116 4, + -+ K1,a€1 4, +---+ Ks,1Cs i, 1 +---+ Ks,aCs i o>
where we set cJTl = 01if ! < 1. Further let

_ (T T T T
B—(6171,...,cl)ilya_l,...,c ceyCai 1)

s, 10 7 TS s, 00—

Now the task is to count the number of solutions I of Bl = g. As long as the columns
of B are linearly independent the number of solutions can at most be 1. By the
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(t, v, B, m, s)-net property this is certainly the case if (we write (z);+ = max(z,0))

(ita— D)+ 4 (t1a—a)s+ + (isa— g+ 4 (isa — )4
S a(il,a + -+ is,a)
S ﬁm - tu
that is, as long as

pm —t
o

il,a""'""is,a S
Let now i1, + - + 15,0 > % Then by considering the rank of the matrix

B and the dimension of the space of solutions of Bl = 0 it follows the number of
solutions of Bl = § is smaller or equal to b*t.et - +is.a=L(Bm=t)/a] Thys we have

Dy (1,53 (01,15 ity o155 Bs,0)|
0 iijlzj‘lijl<ﬂm—t
(b—1)>s if ZJ Dy lzjl>ﬁm—t
<

and ZJ 14,0 < ﬁm
(b _ 1)asbi1,a+”'+is,a_L(Bm_t)/aj 1f Z] 1 Zl 1 Z],l > ﬁm —t

Bm—t
and ZFlz],a> .

We estimate the sum (5.1I) now. Let Sy be the sum in (51I) where iy 1+ 4454 >

Bm—tand i1 o+ Fisa < ﬁ”;;t. For an [ > Bm —t let A;(l) denote the number
of admissible choices of 41 1,...,%s, such that [ =41 +--- + 45 . Then we have

Sy =(b—1)* af Aull)

l

l=Bm—t+1
We have A;(l) < (l;rzofll) and hence we obtain
> l+sa—1 Bm —t+ s«
< _ sa s Bm~+t—1
Sr=(b-1) Z (sa—l )bl_b b ( sa—1 )’
l=Bm—t+1

where the last inequality follows from a result by MatouSek [I5, Lemma 2.18], see also
[6, Lemma 6].

Let Sz be the part of (51]) for which i1 1+ 4isq > Bm—tand i1 o+ +is0 >

Bm=t je. we have
«@
m i1,a—-1— m is,a—1—1 p—L(Bm—1)/a]
S2=(b-1)° Z Z Z Z hitat it a1+t tis 1t tis a1
1=1 i1,a=1 s 1=1 is,a=1
m t1,a—2—1 ts,a—2—1
< s(b—1)* 1 5.9)
— b[ ﬁm t)/aJ Z Z Z Z biratotin a1+t 1t +l
t1,1=1 i1,a—1=1 is,1=1 is,a—1=1

where in the first line above we have the additional conditions 41 1+ - +%s,o > Bm—1
and 41,q + -0+ lsa > % From the last inequality and 41,q4—; + -+ + t5,0—1 >
t1a+ - -+isqforl=1,...,a—1it follows that iy 1+ -+ 41,01+ - F+is1+ -+
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isa—1> |[(Bm—1)(1—a1)] + 1. Let Az(l) denote the number of admissible choices
Ofl.lﬁl, RPN 7i1,a71; RPN 7is,17 NN ,i57a71 such that [ = ’L'171—|—' . '—|—’L'17a,1—|—' . '+7:511—|—' R
is,a—1. Note that we have Ay(l) < (HS(O‘_l)_l). Then we have

s(a—1)—1
m®(b— 1) = I+s(a—1)—1\1
2 < pL(Bm—1t)/a] Z < sla—1)—1 bl
I=[(Bm—t)(1—a~1)]+1
m*(b— 1) pl(Bm=t)/a] [(Bm —t)(1—a Y] +s(a—1)
= pl(Bm—t)/a] (1 _ b*l)s(afl)bﬁmftJrl s(a _ 1) -1 ’

where the last inequality follows again from a result by Matousek [15, Lemma 2.18],
see also [0, Lemma 6]. Hence we have

So < mSpsep—Bmtt (L(Bm - t)iia__al_)l)} ;- S(a - 1)) -

Note that we have Qz,m,a,{l,...,s}(clv ooy Cg) =51+ 5. Let a>1and b >0 be
integers then we have

b
a+b a b
~TI(+2)<a+ar
(b) 1:[1(+z <(+a)
Therefore we obtain S; < b**b= 8"+ =1(Bm —t+2)%*~1 and Sy < b5~ P+ ms (Bm—
t+2)%(@=D=1 Thus we have
Qimor,..s(Crrn Cs) < 26°07 P (Bm 4 2)%0 7

.....

from which the result follows. O
The following theorem is an immediate consequence of Lemma2.I0land Lemmal5.1]
THEOREM 5.2. Let b be prime, o > 2 be a natural number and let Cy,...,Cs €
Zy*™ be the generating matrices of a digital (t,a, 8, m, s)-net over Zy with m > t/[3.
Then the worst-case error in the Korobov space Hy s bounded by

2(14+b7Cha(a+b72) + Cha(l +a+b72)(Bm +2)%)°

bBm—t(Bm + 2)
+(1+07"Ch (o +b72)) — 1,

eb,m,a(clu ceey Cs) <

where Cpo > 0 is the constant in Lemma[2.9

REMARK 4. By the lower bound of Sharygin [26] we have that the worst-case
error in the Korobov space H, is at most O(N~%(log N)*~!). Hence it follows from
Theorem [5.2] that for a digital (¢, «, 8, m, s)-net with 8 > a we must have t = O((8 —
a)m). Thus in order to avoid having a ¢-value which grows with m we added the
restriction S < « in Definition Bl Further, this also implies that a digital (¢, «, 8, s)-
sequence with ¢t < oo cannot exist if 5 > «, hence 8 < « is in this case a consequence
of the definition rather than a restriction.

REMARK 5. Lemma [Z.8 also holds for digital nets which are digitally shifted by
an arbitrary digital shift & € [0,1)® and hence it follows that Theorem also holds
in a more general form, namely for all digital (¢, «, 3,m, s)-net which are digitally
shifted.
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Theorem shows that we can obtain the optimal convergence rate for natural
numbers « > 2 by using a digital (¢, «, m, s)-net. The constructions previously pro-
posed (for example by Sobol, Faure, Niederreiter or Niederreiter-Xing) have only been
shown to be (¢,1,m, s)-nets and it has been proven that they achieve a convergence
of the worst-case error of O(N ~!(log N)*1).

We can use Theorem to obtain the following corollary.

COROLLARY 5.3. Let b be prime and let C’fd), cee O§d) € Z;°"°° be the generating
matrices of a digital (t(a),a, min(a, d), s)-sequence S over Zy for any integer a > 1.
Then for any real o > 1 there is a constant CZ') s, > 0, depending only on b, s and a,
such that the worst-case error in the Korobov space Heo using the first N = b™ points
of S is bounded by

Laj)(lOgN) sled =1

(d) (d) /
eb,m,a(Ch ,C7) < Ch,s Nmin(la],d) -

REMARK 6. The above corollary shows that digital (¢, &, min(«, d), s)-sequences
constructed in Section [ achieve the optimal convergence (apart from maybe some
log N factor) of P, of O(N~2%(log N)?**=2) as long as « is an integer such that
1 <a <d. If a > d we obtain a convergence of O(N~2%(log N)25>~2).

6. A bound on the mean square worst-case error in H, for digital
(t,a, B,m,s)-nets and digital (¢,«, 3, s)-sequences. To combine the advantages
of random quadrature points with those of deterministic quadrature points one some-
times uses a combination of those two methods, see for example [6] 10, 5] 24]. The
idea is to use a random element which preserves the essential properties of a deter-
ministic point set. We call the expectation value of the square worst-case error of
such randomized point sets the mean square worst-case error.

6.1. Randomization. In the following we introduce a randomization scheme
called digital shift (see [5, [I5]). Let Py = {xo,...,xn_1} C [0,1)° with @, =
(10 Tsn) and Ty = Tjp1b L+ 2jp0b 2+ forn=0,...,N—1and j =
1,...,s. Let 0j1,0j2,... € {0,1} be i.id. for j = 1,...,s. Then the randomly
digitally shifted point set Pn.o = {Z0,...,2N-1}, Zn = (Z1,n, .- -, Zs.n) Using a digital
shift, is then given by

Zin = (Zjn1 © 050007+ (Tjn,2 ® 0j2)07% +
forj=1,...,sandn=0,...,N—1, where 2, ,, x D0jn = Tjnk+0jn (modb) (note
that all additions of the digits are carried out in the finite field Z;). Subsequently let
Py = {xo,...,xn_1} and let Py, be the digitally shifted point set Py using the
randomization just described.

6.2. The mean square worst-case error in the Korobov space. In this
section we will analyze the expectation value of e?(Py o, K,), which we denote by
¢?(Py,Ka) = Ele*(Pn.o, Ko)], with respect to the random digital shift described
above. We call é2(Py, K,) the mean square worst-case error.

From (Z4)) and the linearity of the expectation operator we have

&*(Py,Ko) = Ele*(Py o, Ko)] = —1+— Z HE o(Zjm, zj1))-
n,l=0j=1
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In order to compute E[K(2jn,2;,)] we need the following lemma, which, in a
very similar form, was already shown in [6], Lemma 3. Hence we omit a proof.

LEMMA 6.1. Let x1,22 € [0,1) and let 21,22 € [0,1) be the points obtained after
applying an i.i.d. random digital shift to ©1 and x2. Then we have

- aly,(z1)waly(r2) i k=1,
E[walg (21)wal;(22)] :{ SV Kl hwalk(ez) o{therwise.

Recall that

o1, 22) Z 7,0 (K, D) wal, (x1)wal; (x2),
k,1=0

where

b0 (k, 1) :/ / Ko (21, z2)walg (z1)wal;(z2) dzq das.
0

Let z1, 29 be obtained by applying an i.i.d. random digital shift to x1,x2. Using
Lemma [6T] and the linearity of expectation we obtain

E[K (21, 22)] Z 7,0 (k) waly (z1)walg (z2),

where 75 o (k) = 15,0(k, k) and 13 o(0) = 1.
Therefore we obtain

N—-1 s oo
1 -
Ele*(Pn,o, Kao)] = -1+ e ST mealk)wali(w)q)walk (2;.).

n,l=0 j=1 k=0

Further we have

s b"—1
H Z 7,0 (k)wal,(z; ) walg(x;;) =1 + Z rp,0(k)walg(z, © ),
j=1 k=0 ke{0,...,b—1}s\{0}

where we write 1p,0(k) = [[5_; 7b,a(k;) for & = (k1,...,ks). We have shown the
following theorem.

THEOREM 6.2. Let b > 2 be a natural number and let « > 1/2 be a real number.
Then the mean square worst-case error for integration in the Korobov space Ho using
the point set Py randomized by a digital shift is given by

N—-1

Ele*(Py.o, Ko)| = Z Tb,a(k)ﬁ Z walg (z, © x;).

keNs\{0} n,1=0

In the following we closer investigate the mean square worst-case error for digital
nets randomized with a digital shift.

Subsequently we will often write éim)a(Cl, ..., Cs) to denote the mean square

worst-case error Ele(Pym o, Ko )], where Pym is a digital net with generating matrices
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Ci,...,Cs and b™ points and Pym o is the digital net Ppm randomized with a digital
shift.

THEOREM 6.3. Let m > 1, b be a prime number and o > 1/2 be a real number.
The mean square worst-case error in the Korobov space H,, using a randomly digitally
shifted digital net over Zy, with generating matrices C1,...,Cs € Z;"*™ is given by

ég,m,a(ch sy OS) = Z Tb,a(k)'

keD

Proof. In [5] it was shown that

pm 1 1
1 1 (1 ifkeDu{o},
p2m ;0 walg(zn © 1) = pm Zo walg (@) = { 0 otherwise.

Hence the result follows from Theorem O
REMARK 7. Theorem and Theorem now imply that

éb,m,a(cla ceey Cs) = \/Z rb,a(k) S Z Tb,a(ku l) = G(Pbm,Ka),

keD k,leD

i.e. the root mean square worst-case error is always smaller than the worst-case error,
see also Remark
Remark [l and also the above Remark imply that the bounds on the worst-case
error also hold for the root mean square worst-case error. On the other hand, following
the proofs for the bound on the worst-case error using the criterium for the root mean
square worst-case error yields a better bound. We outline the results subsequently.
Following the proof of Lemma [2Z.10 we obtain

domalk) < > (142G ML+ G DY @a(R)

keD P#AuC{1,...,s} keD}n ”
(bR ) 1,

where Cy o is the constant from Lemma [Z9] and

a+1
Cha = Chay | b1+ (B2 = b)~1 H (b2 — p2(e=1))~1 (6.1)
c=3

The sum » kED: . qp o (k) can now be bounded using almost the same arguments

as in the proof of Lemmal[5.dl Doing this one can obtain that for a digital (¢, i, 8, m, $)-
net we have

Z qia(k) < (2b)|u\ab—2(,8m—t)+1 (Bm —t+ 1)|u\o¢—1'
kED}m .,

Hence we obtain the following theorem.
THEOREM 6.4. Let b be prime, a > 1 an integer and let Cy,...,Cs € Z;"*™ be
the generating matrices of a digital (t, o, 8, m, s)-net over Zy, with m > t/B. Then the
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mean square worst-case error in the Korobov space H,, is bounded by

Ema(Cry... Cy)
_ (1 +b720mCE L+ (20)*(CE o + CF ) (Bm — t + 1)“) —(1+b20mCE)*
= 2B (Bm — t + 1)

+(1+b72"C L) -1,

where Ch.o > 0 is the constant in Lemma[Z9 and the constant Cb,a > 0 s given by

(E.1).

We can use Theorem to obtain the following corollary.

COROLLARY 6.5. Let b be prime and let C’fd), ceey ! ¢ Zp°™° be the generating
matrices of a digital (t(a),a, min(a, d), s)-sequence S over Zy for any integer a > 1.
Then for any real o > 1 there is a constant Cl')’)&a > 0, depending only on b,s and «,
such that the root mean square worst-case error in the Korobov space H. using the
first N =b™ points of S is bounded by

) (log N)(SLO‘J _1)/2
Nmin([a],d)

Epma(CD,... 0Dy < oy, bile]

REMARK 8. The above corollary shows that the digital (¢, &, min(«, d), s)-sequences
constructed in Section @ achieve the optimal convergence of Py, of O(N ~2%(log N)**~1)
as long as « is an integer such that 1 < a < d. (This convergence is best possi-
ble for & = 1 by the lower bound in [26].) If o > d we obtain a convergence of
O(N~2d(log N)®>~1).

Using the construction of Theorem A.] or Theorem it follows that t(a) also
depends on the choice of d. Hence choosing a large value of d also increases the
constant factor b(L%)) in Corollary (.3l and Corollary 6.5

7. Some examples of digital (¢, «, m, s)-nets over Z,. In this section we give
a simple example to show how the nets described in this paper can be constructed.
We use the construction method outlined in Section [l

7.1. Example of a digital (0,2,m, 1)-net over Zs. First we use the so-called
Hammersley net as the underlying digital net, which is a (0, m, 2)-net over Zs. The
generating matrices for this net are given by

1 0 ... 0 O ... 0 1
=0 and Cy — 0 (7.1)
0 0
0 0 1 10 0

Now we use the construction method of Section [ to construct the matrix CfQ),
i.e. d =2 in this case. The first row of Ciz) is the first row of C', the second row of
C£2) is the first row of Cy, the third row of C’?) is the second row of C, the fourth
row of 01(2) is the second row of Cs and so on. Assume that Cy, Cy are m X m matrices
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where m is even. Then we obtain

0

e R e

.
o

oo~ o

o =

o
o
—_
o
o

So for example if m = 4 we obtain

c® = (7.2)

o O O
O = OO
— o O O
oo = O

The matrix 01(2) is of course non-singular and therefore the point set one obtains
are just equidistant points starting with 0.

Assume that m is even. Then the digital net which one obtains from C£2) is a
digital (0,1, m, 1)-net over Zs and, at the same time, it is also a digital (0,2, m, 1)-net.
Note that using the bound from Theorem 1] we obtain a t-value of 1, but by closer
investigation using Definition 3.l one can see that the properties also hold for ¢t = 0.
Hence the t-value obtained from Theorem [ ]is not necessarily strict even if the value
of the underlying digital net is strict.

7.2. Example of a digital (¢, 2,4, 2)-net over Z;. Consider the digital (1,4, 4)-
net over Zy with generating matrices given by C7,Cy above and

1 1 1 1 01 1 0
0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1
G=1log o1 1| ™%=]9 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0 01 0
Then 01(2) is given by (T2)) and C2(2) is given by
1 1 1 1
(2) 0110
7 = 0 1 0 1
1 1 0 1

Using the digital construction scheme we obtain the points

(07 0)7 (%7 1_6)’ (
(3:16)> (3 %)
It can be checked that this digital net is a digital (1,1,4,2)-net, i.e. a digital

(1,4,2)-net (the first two rows of C’?) and the first two rows of 052) are linearly
dependent, so the ¢t-value cannot be 0 when « = 1).

Now we investigate the t-value when o = 2. First note that Theorem [.1] yields a
t-value of 4 for & = 2 (d = s = 2). Further the t-value cannot be 2 in this case: we need
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to consider all cases where i1,1 + %1, min(1,,2) T 92,1 T 92, min(1n,2) S @M —1t=2-4-2=06
with 0 S V1,V2 S 4. But by Choosing ’L'171 = 2.211 = 2 and Z.LQ = 2.212 = 1 we obtain
the first two rows of C7 and the first two rows of C5, and as those 4 rows are linearly
dependent it follows that the t-value cannot be 2. Now let us check whether a t-value
of 3 is possible: we need to have i1 141 min(vy,2) 42,192 min(rs,2) < 9, hence vy, vy > 2
is not possible (because then we would have i1 1 +41 24421 +i22 > 2+14+2+1>5).
Further the conditions are satisfied if either 11 = 0 or 9 = 0 as the matrices 01(2) and
02(2) are non-singular. If v > 2 then 417 > 3 and ¢; 2 > 2 and hence 41,1 +412 > 5
and we can only get 11,1 + 41 min(1,2) T 92,1 92, min(1s,2) < 9 if 2 = 0. Hence if either
11 > 2 or vy > 2 the properties are also satisfied. Thus we are left with the following
three cases: (v1,v2) = (1,1), (v1,12) = (1,2) and (v1,12) = (2,1).

Now let v; = v = 1. Then we need to take one row of each matrix Ciz) and C§2)
such that the sum of their row indices is smaller or equal to 5 and check whether those
two rows are linearly independent. It can be checked that this is always the case: let
CJ(-Q) = (¢]1,¢)9,¢/3,¢}4), ie. ¢k denotes the k-th row of CJ(-Q). Then the pairs of
vectors (c1,x, C2,) where k + 1 < 5 are always linearly independent for all admissible
choices of k and [ (i.e. ¢1 # c21).

Consider now v; = 1 and 15 = 2, i.e. we take one row from 01(2) and two rows

from 02(2) such that the sum of the row indices does not exceed 5. Note that iz 5 has
to be 1 otherwise i1 + 42,2 > 5 and 41,; cannot even be 1. As iy; > 1 and iy > 2
the only choices left are 411 =1 and i1 = 2,3 and 41,1 = 2 and i1 = 2. So we need
to check whether the triplets (¢1,1,¢2,1,¢2,2), (€1,1,¢2,1, ¢2,3) and (c1,2, 2,1, 2,2) are all
linearly independent, which upon inspection can be seen to be the case.

The case v = 2 and v = 1 can also be checked as the previous case. In this case
all the relevant sets of vectors are also always linearly independent, hence a t-value of
3 is possible for a = 2, i.e. the digital net above is a (strict) digital (3, 2,4, 2)-net.

The classical t-value (i.e. a = 1) of this digital net is not as good as for example
the t-value of the Hammersley net (which is 0). On the other hand it can be checked
that for o = 2 the t-value of the Hammersley net where m = 4 is 4 and hence for this
case it is worse than the ¢-value of the digital net constructed above.

As a last example let us consider the Hammersley net again for arbitrary m > 1,
i.e. with the m x m generating matrices given by (ZI)). As for example the first
row of C; and the last row of Cy are the same (and therefore linearly dependent) we
must have fm —t < m+ 1 for all @« > 1 (for @« = 1 we can still choose § = 1 and
t = 0 and hence the Hammersley net achieves the optimal ¢-value, but for o > 1 we
have seen in Section [ that there are better constructions). It is sensible to choose g
such that we can have a t-value which is independent of m (for example this is the
case when one considers sequences and which is also the motivation for introducing
those parameters; for digital nets it would of course also make sense to just state the
value of fm — ¢ and m instead of ¢, 8 and m). This means that 8 < 1, and as 8
indicates the convergence rate one can obtain it follows that one cannot expect to
obtain a convergence rate beyond (b™)~!*? (for an arbitrary small § > 0) when using
a Hammersley net.

8. Appendix: Some lemmas. We need the following lemmas.
LEMMA 8.1. Let j>1,a>0,b>2 and 0 < u,v < b® with uw # v. Then we have

(ut1)/b®  p(ut1)/b® ; 9
T — dxdy = -
L/ba L/ba ==l YT pal) G+ +2)
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and

(u+1)/b*  p(o+1)/b° _ 2,1 Li/2] u — v]i =2
o=yl dedy = —=s > — .
u/be v/ba beli+2) &= (j = 21)!(21 + 2)!

Proof. We have

(u+1)/b*  p(ut1)/b _ /b p1/b% _
/ / Ix—yljdxdy:/ / |z -yl dzdy
u/be u/be

J+2//|x— yl? dz dy.

We divide the last double integral in two parts, we have

1 1 ‘ 1y ) 1 rl )
/ / |x—y|3dxdy:/ / (y — x)’ dxdy—i—/ / (x —y)! dz dy.
0o Jo o Jo 0 Jy

We calculate the first part and obtain

1 ry _ 1 1 = 1
y—x) dedy = —— /yﬂ dy= —————
/0/0( ) i+1Jo G+ +2)

and the second part is given by
1,1 1 1 - 1
Jdedy = — 11—y dy=—+——.
/o/y( v) Jj+1 ( ) G+ +2)

Hence we have

1 1 ) 2
I GIDG 19

For the second part we have

(u+1)/b%  p(v41)/b" 1/b%  p(lu—v]+1)/ _
/ / | — |dedy—/ / |:v—y|7dxdy
w/ba v/be lu—v|/b®

Ju 'u|+1
ba(;+2) / /uv y)’ dedy,

where now |u — v| > 1. We have

lu— vH-l 1 1 ‘ ‘
/ /| | Jd:z:dy_ ? ((|u—v|+1—y)3+1 _(|u_v|_y)]+l) dy

~ 2u— v|3Jr2 —(lu —v|+1)772 — (ju —v| — 1)7+2
G+D0E+2)
The result follows by simplifying the sum in the numerator. O
LEMMA 8.2. Let k > 1 be given by k = lial,lb‘“*l + -4 liay,lbaV’l for some

v>1, Kayo1yeveyka,—1 € {1,...;0—=1} and 1 < a, < --- < ay. For any even
0 <j < 2v we have I;(k) = 0.
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Proof. The result for j = 0 follows from Proposition 23] and ([Z6]). It was shown
n [5], Appendix A, that

co b—1
) + Zl Z bc e 271'17'/b )Wal"'bcil(x)
and hence
) co b—1 1 J
lz —yl! = <; Tz::l m(walwvl (y) — walype— (@))
> 7 wal pei—1(y) — wal pe;—1(x)
= Z b01+ e HZ —27r1T/b —1 ’
C1,...,¢;=1 i=171=1
Let
L] wal_pe;—1( WalTbc -1 () ———
Ag(er,... e H Z p 271'17'/b wal (z)walg (y) da dy.
i=17=1

Then we have

We have
ﬁ bzl wal pe;—1(y) — wal _pe;—1 ()
e—2miT b _
i=171=1 / 1
b—1 J
= Z H 727”'7]/b )71 Z |u‘ H Wa,l,r pei—1 ) H WalTibci—l (33)
T1,.,Tj=11=1 uC{1,....5} icu i¢u
b—1 J
= Y [l -t Y (C)wale, (gwaley, (@),
T1om=lim1 uC{l,....3}
where Cy » = >, 70! and hence
Ag(cr, ..., ¢j)

,,,,,
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Note that if v > j/2 we either have C\,r @k # 0 or Cy,.. j}\u,r © k # 0 and

hence Ag(ci,...,¢;) = 0. The result now follows. O
Let o,(n) = S3p_1 hP. Tt is known that
P
By p' p+1—h
= —_— 8.1
Up(n) h' (p+ 1— h)'n ’ ( )
h=0
where By, By, ... are the Bernoulli numbers (in particular, Bp = 1, By = —1/2 and
By = 1/6).

LEMMA 83. Letb>2,1<d<a, k= rqg1b¥' 4+ - + ko where kg_1 €
{1,...,b—=1}, Kg—2,...,k0 € {0,....,b— 1}, m = me_ 1%L +--- +mg and n =
N1t + -+ +ng. Then we have

b*—2 b*—1

1 1 be
a\ __ 12a—d
Z Z Walk((n@m)/b)_b (§+m>—3,
n=0 m=n+1
b*—2 b?—1
1 1 pa
— al o be pla—2d <_ _ —) v
7;3 mzn-l-l mwaly((n & m)/b%) = 6 2sin2(f<ad_17r/b) 6
and
b*—2 b?—1
1
D> (m g(bga —b%).
n=0 m=n+1

Proof. In order to obtain a formula for the first sum, let m’ = mg_16% 1 +--- +
mafdJrlbaidJrl, m! = ma,dflbafdil +- -+ my, n = naflbail 4. ~+na,d+1ba7d+1
and n” = ng_q_16*" %1+ . .+ny. First consider the case where m’ > n’ and arbitrary
m' n”. We have

b—1
Z Z 27r1(n0 Ng—1—Maq—1)++Kd—1(Na—d—Ma— d))/b—()

nadOmadO

as an_:lo e2mirnm/b — (0 for all k = 1,...,b— 1. Thus we only need to consider the case
where m’ = n/, for which case we have

6271'1(%0("(171 —Ma—1)++ra—1(Na—a—mMa—da))/b _ e2ﬂiﬁd—l(ma—d_na—d)/b'

This part is now given by
ba d1p27d1 b1

Z Z Z 27'r1/-cd 1(Ng—a—mq— d)/b, (82)

n”’=0 m"”"=0 ng_q=0mq,_4=0

where we have the additional assumption mq_gb®= % + m” > n,_gb® % + n”. First
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consider the case where mq_g4 > n,—4. This part of (82) is given by

ba d _1pe— d_l _

Z Z Z Z e2mikd—1(na—a—ma—a)/b

n”’=0 m"”"=0 ng_q=0mg_g=ng_q+1

b—2 b—1
— bd—le(a—d) Z Z e?ﬂind,l(na,d—ma,d)/b

Ng—d=0mq_g=ng—q+1

b2a7d

e?ﬂ'iﬁdfl/b _ 1

Now consider the case where m,_q = nq,_q4. In this case we have the assumption that
"> n" and hence this part of (82) is given by

ba7d72 ba7d71

pe Z Z 1= % (b2a7d _ ba) )

n'’=0 m'""=n""+1

Thus ([B2) is given by

b2a_d 1 2a—d a
2mi 9 (b —b )
e Tikg—1/b _ 2
and the first result follows.
For the second sum let again m' = mq_ 16" + -+ 4+ mu_g 10", m/ =

Ma—qg_10*" 4 4+ oo mg, 0 = ng_ 10N+ o+ ng_g b4 and also 0’ =

Na—d—10%"4"1 4. .4 ng. First consider the case where m’ > n’ and arbitrary m”,n".
We have

b—1 b—1
E E 27Ti(’i0(na71_ma71)+"'+ﬁd71(nafd_mafd))/b
Ng—d=0mgq_ d:0
b—1 b—1

= " (Ma—d — Ngq)e? ™0 (Mam1 Mzt (g =maza) /b
Ng—d=0mg_qg=0

:O,

as an_:loe?”i"‘m/b =0forallk=1,...,b—1.
Thus we are left with the case where m’ = n’. We have

2mi(ko(Na—1—Ma—1)++ra—1(Na—a—Mma—a))/b 27ikg—1(Ma—a—"a—da)/b

e =€

Hence this part is given by
b—1 b—1 b d-1pm-1
Z Z Z Z " b (g g — g )21 (Mama )b,

Ng—dq=0mq_gq=0 n"’=0 m'’=0
(8.3)

where we have the additional assumption mq_gb®~ % + m” > n,_gb® % + n”. First
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consider the case where mq_g4 > n,—4. This part of (B3] is given by

b1
bd—l Z Z (ml/ _n + ba—d(ma_d _ na_d))e%rind,l(na,d—ma,d)/b
0<ng_g<mgqg_qg<bm’’ ,n’"" =0
b—2 b—1
— bdfle(afd) Z Z (mafd _ naid)eQﬂ-ind,l(na,dfma,d)/b
Ng—d=0mq_g=ng_q+1
b3a—2d

T2 sin?(kg_17/b)’

Now consider the case where m,_q = ng—q. In this case we have the assumption that
m'” > n" and hence this part of (3] is given by

bd
bd ooy 2 bS(a—d) _ ba—d .
> OY - = )

n""=0 m'=n'+1

(This result can be obtained using (81), see the proof of the third part below.) Thus
B3) is given by
b3a—2d

bd
- 4 b3(a—d) _ ba—d
2sin®(kqg_17/b) 6 ( )

and the second result follows.
The third result can easily be verified by using (81]). Indeed we have

b*—2 bv*—1 b*—20b%—1—n b —2 1 b —2
> m=-m)=Y" Y m=> (" —n)= 3 > (0" —n)® = (b" —n)).
n=0 m=n+1 n=0 m=1 n=0 n=0

The last sum can be written as & Zza:l(rﬂ —n) = 3(o2(b*+1) — o1 (b* + 1)) and by
using ([BJ)) again the result follows. O
LEMMA 8.4. Let j >0, v>1,1<a, <--<a; <a, k=rg 101+ -+

Ka,—10% Y where kg, —1,...,ka,—1 € {1,...,b—1}. Then we have
ST ey =000 - oy 7)<
m—n) =b%0;(b) —0j41(0") < 755
n=0 m=n+1 ’ o ('7 + 1)('7 + 2)
and
be—2 b1
ST ST (- n)wali((n ©m) /%) < Gy U D20t i 20
n=0 m=n+1
for some constant Cy ; > 0 which is independent of v, a and a1, ..., a,.

Proof. We have

b*—2 b*—1 b —1

STOY m—n) = S0 —n)nd = by (%) — 0y (6°),

n=0 m=n—+1 n=1
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and by using (81 it follows that
b0 (b*) — 041 (0%)

3! (+ 1! _ Cali
a(j+2) B _ b ah _ Bii1b a(j+1)
<Z h( j+1—h) h!(j+2—h)!> A

1
‘GG +2)

< pei+2) B

from which the first part follows as By = 1.

For j = 0,1 the second part immediately follows from Lemma 83l Let now j > 2
and assume the result holds for all j —1,...,1,0.

Let m = mg_1b* 1 +---4+mp and n = ne_16* 1 +--- +ng. In order to obtain a
bound on

b*—2 b*—1
g g (m _ n)je2ﬂ—i(ﬁa171(na7a1 _mafal)+"'+Kzal,—1(’ﬂa7al,—ma7au))/b (84)
n=0 m=n+1

we first sum over the digits mq—q, and nq—q,-

Let m' = maflbail‘k' ' '+ma7a1+1baial+1; n' = naflbail‘k' : '+na7a1+1baial+1a
m’ =mg_q, 10" L+ mg and n” =ng_q, 162"+ ... +ng. We consider
two cases, namely where m’ > n’ and where m’ = n'.

For m’ = n' we either have my—q, > Ng—q, O Mg—q, = Ng—q, and m” > n" as
m > n. First let mg_q, > Na—q,- We have b% ! choices for m’ = n’ and the sum
over the digits mg—q,, Ma—a; With mg_q, > Nq—q, can be written as one sum so that
the part of (84) where m’ = n’ is given by

b7 —1b7 1 -1 b1

por—1 Z Z Z(b _ T)(Tba_al +m" - n//)je—zwinal,lr/b

n'’=0 m'’=0 T=1
be T —1H*7 1 —1b—1
Sbalfl § : E : 2 :(b—T)(Tbaial —I—m”—n”)J
n’=0 m/'"=0 7=1

< C’l;’)jbalb(jﬂ)(“’“l),

for some constant Cl')’) ;> 0 which only depends on b and j. Hence this part satisfies
the bound. Now let mg_o, = ng—q,, then we have m” > n” and hence the part of
®4) where m’ =n’ and mg—_q, = Ng—q, is given by

e pa1 pli+2)(a—ar)

gp> Z J§<j+1)(j+2)’

n’=0 m'’=n""+1

where the inequality was already obtained in the first part of this proof. Hence also
this part satisfies the bound.
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Now we consider the part of (84) where m’ > n’. We have
b—1

§ : (m/ _n 4 prm (mafal _ nafal) + m! — n//)jeZﬂ'lnal,l(na,al —Ma—ay)/b

Ma—ayMNa—ay =0

b—1
_ b(m/ ' +m - ] + Z b _ 7_ —27rina1,17—/b(m/ 0 b o — n”)j
T=1
_|_e27ri/<al,17'/b(m —7’L — Fpe—ar +m _n//)j]
J .
— b(m’ —n +m' = n//)j + Z <j> (m/ —n +m' = n//)jfubu(afal)Eu7 (8.5)
u
where
b—1
E, = (b _ 7_)[ —27riﬁa1,17'/b7_u + e27rina1,17'/b(_7_)u]'

T=1

It can be checked that Ey = —b and Fy = 0. Hence (81) is given by

J .
Z (]) (m/ —n +m" — n”)j_ubu(a_al)Eu,

u
u=2

and hence the result follows from the induction assumption or the first part. O

LEMMA 8.5. Let k > 1 be given by k = lial,lb‘“*l + -4 liay,lbaV’l for some
v>1,1<a, < --<ay and Ka;—1,---,Ka,-1 € {1,...,b—1}. Then for j > 1 we
have

11,()) G
J = p2lar+-+aminew,1;/21))

for some constant C’bJ > 0 which depends only on b and j.
Proof. Let k = kq_1b% 1 4+ - + kg, where now a@ = ay, v = uq_10%" 1 4+ - +ug
and v = vg_16* 1 + -+ + vy. Then we have

11
Ij(k):/ / |z — y|Pwaly, (z)waly (y) dz dy

be—1b°—1 (ut1)/6% p(v+1)/
Z Z e27r1(no Ug—1—Va—1)+ +Ka—1(U0—0) / |;[; — y|j dz dy.
u=0 v=0 /be v /b

For u = v we have e7(fo(ta—1=va—1)+ +ra-1(u0—0)) — ] Using LemmaBIlit follows
that this part in the above sum is given by

2
U (i +1)(5 +2)




Explicit constructions of quasi-Monte Carlo rules for periodic integrands 33

Hence it remains to calculate

olbo1 (ut+1)/b  p(v+1)/b° }
Z Z 6271'1(%0(“(171_Ua71)+"'+ﬁa71(u0_v()))/ / |z — y) da dy
u=0 wv=0 u/ba ’U/ba

uF#v

b*—2 b*—1 . lj/2] o
-9 Z Z e2mi(K0(Ya—1=Va—1)+++HKa—1(uo—v0)) 25! Z lu — v/ %

balit2) L= (5 — 24)!(2i + 2)!

u=0 v=u+1 =0

4,]' Li/2] b —2 b*—1 27'r1 (ko(Ua—1—va—1)++kKa—1(uo—v0))
-~ pali+2) ; (5 — 2i)! 2z—|— 2)! Zo U;H (v —u)2i—J ’

where we used Lemma [B.Il The absolute value of the inner double sum can now be
bounded using Lemma B4 and hence the result follows. O

LEMMA 8.6. Let b > 2 be an integer and let o > 1/2 be a real number. Then we
have

> ralk) = 2¢(20),

k=1
where ((20) = > 52 h™2“.
Proof. Let h € Z \ {0} and let fh( ) = e2ihe  The Walsh coefficients fy, (k)
of the function f, are then given by fh fo fr(z)walg(z)dz. Tt follows that

|fn(k)2 = |Bn.r|?, where By i was deﬁned in Lemma [2.61 Using Parseval’s equality
we obtain

0o ) ) R ) /1 ) /1
> 1Bnkl> =D _fw®)P = [ |fa@)Pde= [ 1de=1.
k=1 " k=1 " 0 " 0

Hence we have

St = Y |h|12a2|ﬂh,k|2: 3 ﬁ—%‘@a)

k=1 hez\{0} k=1 hez\{0}

The result follows. O

LEMMA 8.7. Let k = lial,lb‘“*l + -4 liay,lb“”’l with 1 < a, <---<aj and
let Kay—1,.- ., Ka,—1 € {1,...,b—1}. Then

271'1hl/b

ﬂh,nal71b“1*1+---+ﬁarlb“”’1 - Z (27r1 H

hy,...y hy ezvhlz"al—l ( mod b)
h=h1b%1 14 fh pav—1

Pmof First we consider k = ko161 with k,_1 € {1,...,b—1}. Let z =
Z1 4 22 4+ ..., then we have waly(z) = e?™*e-124/b Note that waly(z) is constant in
the 1ntervals [u/b“, (u+1)/b%) for 0 < u < b Let u=1uq_16"1 + -+ +ug. Then for
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any h € Z\ {0} we have

b —1 (u+1)/b%

ﬂh,k — Z e27ri/<a,1uo/b/ 67271'ihz dx
u=0 u/b*
b1 —2mih(u+1)/b% _ —2mihu/b®
_ Z e?frina,yuo/be wih(u+1)/0% _ e—2mi w/
— —2mih
1—e —2mih/b® b—1 b—1 , /b _— o )
— 2T ika—1t0 —27mih(uq—1 uo
s Z 2
Uqg — 1_0
1 — g—2mih/b® b—1 ) Jo—h/b%) b—1 omiugh/b—1 b—1 o b
_ 7Tl’u.0 Ka—1 —ZT1lUu] - —4T1lUg—1
= 2 > e > e -
uo= =0 1:0 ua,1:O
Let now h € Z\{0} and let h = h._1b*" 1 +---+hg and set he = hey1 =---=0. If h >

0 we assume that h; € {0,...,b—1} and if h < 0 we assume that h; € {-b+1,...,0}

for all i > 0. If hg # 0 then > _11 Oe_%i“a*lh/b = 0 and hence 3}, ., ,po—1 = 0.
If ho = 0 then Zzall—o e 2miua—1h/b — b Tn general, if for an 0 < i < a — 1 we

have h; # 0 then 3 ., ,po—1 = 0. Further, if h; = 0 for 0 < ¢ < a — 1 then we
also have 3, ., ,pa—1 = 0. Hence, in order to obtain 3}, ., ,pe—1 # 0 we must have
ho=--+-=he_o=0and ko—1 — hq—1 = 0 (mod b). In this case we have

1— e—27riha,1/b

ba/
2whi ’

Bhko_1pe—1 =
where h = hg_16%71 + hob® + -+ with hy_1 = K41 (mod b). We can also write

ﬂ 7 b(l _ 6727rih/b)
hba—1 k,_iba—1 = 271k )

with h € Z such that h = k,_1 (mod b).

We can interpret (), x = fol e~ 2mihTwaly (x) dr as the Fourier coefficients of the
k-th Walsh function, hence it follows that

Walk E Bh ke27r1h;ﬂ

heZ

Let now k = kg, 16 14+ Ky, 10! for some 1 < a, < --- < aj. Then we
have

Walﬁal71ba1*1+...+,{a’/71ba,,71 (I)
= Wa,l’{alilba171 (.I) e Wall{au—lba'j71 (ZE)

_ 2mwihix 2mih,

h1E€EZ h,€Z

2wi(h1+---+h,)x
E ﬂhl Koy —1b01=1 " Bhy i, ibav—1€ (B e,

.....

On the other hand we have

_ E 2wihx
Wa']‘l‘@alflbal71+"'+l€a,/—1ba”71(x) = ﬂh,nal71ba1*1+---+f<a,,71bayfle .
hezZ\{0}
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On comparing the last two equations we obtain that ﬂhy,{alflba171+_.+,ﬁa _pr—1 =10

if either b¥®*~! |h or h # kq,_1 (modb*~1). Now let h € Z such that b%~1|h and
h = kg, 1 (mod b*~1). Then we have

ﬁhﬁalflbal*lﬁ'“'-ﬁ'ﬁau71b‘“”1

= E /Bhlbalfl,ﬁalflbalfl e /Bh,/baufl,liayflbaufl

h,l,.,.,h,yel,hlzmal,I ( mod b)
h=h1b%1 "1 4. fhybav—1

4 v 1— e?frihl/b

- by (2ri)” Hl hy

hi,.hy €Lhy=rg, 1 (mod b) 1=

h=h1b%1 " 14 phypav—1

and the result follows. O
LEMMA 8.8. Fork>1,b>2, m>1 and o > 1/2 we have

T (k™) = b2y o ().
Proof. First note that ﬂhﬁﬁalflbmml71+___+,{arlbm+al,,1 =0 if b™ fh. Further it
follows from the previous lemma that

Bhbm;’ial71bm+a171+'"+Na,,71bm+a"71 = Bh,ﬁalflbalflﬁ"“ﬁ'ﬁau71ba’/71

and hence by Lemma we have

m | Brom ko |* —2am |Bn.x|* —2am
Tbﬁﬂt(kb ) = : : |hbm|2a =b Z |h|2a =b TbVO‘(k)'
heZ\{0} heZ\{0}

The result follows . O
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