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Abstract

In this paper we study quasi-Monte Carlo integration of smooth func-
tions using digital nets. We fold digital nets over Z; by means of the b-adic
tent transformation, which has recently been introduced by the authors,
and employ such folded digital nets as quadrature points. We first analyze
the worst-case error of quasi-Monte Carlo rules using folded digital nets
in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. Here we need to permit digital nets
with “infinite digit expansions”, which are beyond the scope of the clas-
sical definition of digital nets. We overcome this issue by considering the
infinite product of cyclic groups and the characters on it. We then give an
explicit means of constructing good folded digital nets as follows: we use
higher order polynomial lattice point sets for digital nets and show that
the component-by-component construction can find good folded higher or-
der polynomial lattice rules that achieve the optimal convergence rate of
the worst-case error in certain Sobolev spaces of smoothness of arbitrarily
high order.
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1 Introduction

Quasi-Monte Carlo (QMC) integration of a real-valued function f defined over
the s-dimensional unit cube is given by

QP = o X fa),
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where P C [0,1]° is a point set and |P| denotes the cardinality of P, to approx-
imate the integral

I(f) = /[0 1}Sf(a:)dac,

as accurately as possible. As one of the main families of QMC point sets,
digital nets and sequences have been extensively studied in the literature, see
for instance [8 [16]. We shall discuss the definition of digital nets in Subsection
2.3 There have been many good explicit constructions of digital nets and
sequences, including those proposed by Sobol’, Faure, Niederreiter, Niederreiter
and Xing as well as others, see [8, Section 8] for more information. These point
sets generally hold good properties of uniform distribution modulo one. The
typical convergence rate of the QMC integration error |I(f) — Q(f; P)| using
these point sets is O(|P|~**¢) with arbitrarily small € > 0.

Our goal of this paper is to give an explicit means of constructing good deter-
ministic point sets for QMC integration of smooth functions in certain Sobolev
spaces H,, of smoothness of arbitrarily high order « > 2. For such smooth func-
tions, it is possible to achieve higher order convergence of O(|P|~**¢) (with
arbitrarily small e > 0) of the QMC integration error by using higher order
digital nets [, [4]. The explicit construction of higher order digital nets intro-
duced in [4] uses digital nets whose number of components is a multiple of the
dimension, and interlaces them digitally in a certain way. Another construction
of higher order digital nets, known under the name of higher order polynomial
lattice point sets (HOPLPSs), is introduced in [7] by generalizing the definition
of polynomial lattice point sets, which was originally given in [I5]. Recently,
one of the authors has utilized original polynomial lattice point sets as inter-
laced components in the former construction principle, and has proved that it
is possible to obtain good interlaced polynomial lattice point sets (IPLPSs) for
higher order digital nets [I1], see also [12].

The most important advantage of IPLPSs over HOPLPSs lies in the con-
struction cost. Fast component-by-component (CBC) construction requires
O(sa|P|log |P]) arithmetic operations using O(|P|) memory for IPLPSs [11],
whereas requiring O(sa|P|*log |P|) arithmetic operations using O(|P|*) mem-
ory for HOPLPSs [2]. In order to reduce the construction cost for HOPLPSs,
one of the authors considered applying a random digital shift and then fold-
ing the resulting point sets by using the tent transformation in [10]. (We note
that the tent transformation was originally used for lattice rules in [I4].) The
obtained cost for the fast CBC construction becomes O(sa|P|*/? log |P|) arith-
metic operations using O(|P|*/?) memory. This is a generalization of the study
in [3]. However, this result not only restricts the base b to 2, but also needs
a randomization by a random digital shift. Thus, we cannot construct good
deterministic point sets in this way in contrast to [2] [IT].

Regarding the restriction of the base, the authors have recently introduced
the b-adic tent transformation (b-TT) in [I3] for any positive integer b > 2, by
generalizing the original (dyadic) tent transformation, and studied the mean
square worst-case error of digitally shifted and then folded digital nets in repro-
ducing kernel Hilbert spaces. As a continuation of the study in [I3], we resolve
the above concerns on [I0] in this paper.

We first consider QMC point sets which are obtained by folding digital nets
by means of the b-TT, and study the worst-case error of QMC rules using such



folded digital nets in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. In our analysis, we
need to permit digital nets with “infinite digit expansions”, which are beyond
the scope of the classical definition of digital nets, see for example [8, Chapter 4]
and [I6, Chapter 4]. To overcome this issue, we consider infinite products of
cyclic groups GG and the characters on G, and define digital nets in G° by
using infinite-column generating matrices, i.e., generating matrices whose each
column can contain infinitely many entries different from zero, see Definition
Then we discuss the dual net of folded digital nets and the worst-case error in
reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. This is the first contribution of this paper.

Using the results of the above argument, we do the following next. We em-
ploy HOPLPSs in prime base b that are folded using the b-TT. We call such
deterministic point sets folded higher order polynomial lattice point sets (FHO-
PLPSs). We consider the Sobolev space H,, as a function space, and prove that
the component-by-component construction can find good FHOPLPSs for which
QMC integration achieves the optimal convergence rate of the worst-case error
in H,. Moreover, we show how to obtain the fast component-by-component
construction using the fast Fourier transform in a way analogous to [2, [10]. We
obtain a construction cost of the algorithm of O(sa|P|*/? log | P|) arithmetic op-
erations using O(|P|*/?) memory. This is the second contribution of this paper.
We note that QMC point sets constructed in this way are considered useful in
the context of uncertainty quantification, in particular partial differential equa-
tions with random coefficients [5], although the investigation of this application
is beyond the scope of this paper.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall
some necessary background and notation, including infinite products of cyclic
groups GG, Walsh functions, digital nets, and HOPLPSs. As mentioned above,
we define digital nets in G*, instead of those in [0, 1]°, by using infinite-column
generating matrices. In Section[3] we first describe the b-TT and some properties
of folded digital nets, that is, digital nets that are folded by using the b-TT,
and then study the worst-case error of QMC rules using folded digital nets in
reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. In Section [l we introduce the Sobolev spaces
H,, and give an upper bound on the worst-case error for QMC rules using folded
digital nets in H,. In Section Bl we prove that the CBC construction can find
good FHOPLPSs for which QMC integration achieves the optimal convergence
rate of the worst-case error in H,. Finally in Section [6] we show how to obtain
the fast CBC construction using the fast Fourier transform in a way analogous

to [2 0.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we use the following notation. Let N be the set of
positive integers and let Ny := NU{0}. Let C be the set of all complex numbers.
For a positive integer b > 2, let Z; be a cyclic group with b elements, which is
identified with the set {0,1,...,b — 1} equipped with addition modulo b.

2.1 Infinite products of cyclic groups

This subsection is based on [21], which treats only the one-dimensional dyadic
case, and [19], which constructs Pontryagin duality theory for locally compact



abelian groups. First we consider the one-dimensional case. Let us define G :=
H:; Zpy. G is a compact abelian group with the product topology, where Z;
is considered to be a discrete group. We denote by & and & addition and
subtraction in G, respectively. Let v be the product measure on G inherited from
the uniform measure on Z;; For every cylinder set E =[], Z; x [[;=,, 12y
with Z; C Zy, (1 < i <n), it holds that v(E) = [];_,(|Z:|/b).

A character on G is a continuous group homomorphism from G to {z € C:
|z| = 1}, which is a multiplicative group of complex numbers whose absolute
value is 1. We define the k-th character W}, as follows.

Definition 1. Let b > 2 be a positive integer, and let w := exp(2my/—1/b) be
the primitive b-th root of unity. Let z = ((1,(a,...)" € G and k € Ny whose
b-adic expansion is k = kg + k1b+ -+ ke_10° with ko, ..., ka1 € Zy. Then
the k-th character Wy: G — {1,w,...,w*" 1} is given by

Wi, (Z) = oGt Ra—1Ca

We note that every character on G is equal to some Wy, see [19].

The group G can be related to the interval [0, 1] through two maps 7: G —
[0,1] and o: [0,1] — G. Let z = ((1,(2,...)" € G and x € [0,1] whose b-
adic expansions are z = Y .o, &b™" with & € Z;, which is unique in the sense
that infinitely many of the &; are different from b — 1 if  # 1 and that all
& are equal to b — 1 if = 1. Then the projection map n: G — [0,1] is
defined as m(z) = > 2, (;b~* and the section map o: [0,1] — G is defined as
o(r) = (£1,&,...)". In the dyadic case, o is called Fine’s map. By definition,
we have that 7 is surjective and o is injective.

These definitions can be generalized to the higher-dimensional case. Let
G?® denote the s-ary Cartesian product of G. G* is also a compact abelian
group with the product topology. The operators & and & denote addition and
subtraction in G®, respectively. We denote by v the product measure on G*
inherited from v. For integrals on G*, we only consider the measure v. Hence,
in order to emphasize the variable, we write [, f(z)dz instead of [,. fdv.
We define the k-th character Wy as follows.

Definition 2. Let b > 2 be a positive integer. For a dimension s € N, let
z = (21,...,25) € G° and k = (k1,...,ks) € N§. Then the k-th character
Wi: G5 = {1,wp, ... ,wé’*l} 1s defined as

Wk(z) = H ij (ZJ)

Note that every character on G* is equal to some Wy, as with the one-dimensional
case. For the s-dimensional projection and section map, we use the same symbol

m and o as in the one-dimensional case. That is, for z = (21,...,25) € G*
and x = (21,...,25) € [0,1]°, we define the projection map 7: G° — [0,1]°
as m(z) = (m(z1),...,7(2zs)) and the section map o: [0,1]° — G* as o(z) =

(o(x1),...,0(xy)).
The orthogonality of the characters on G* are described below, see [19] for
the proof.

Proposition 3. The following holds true:



1. For k € Ny, we have

1 ifk=0
/ Wi(z)dz = if .’
G 0 otherwise.

2. For all k,l € N§, we have

Wi(z2)Wi(z)dz = {1 k=1

Gs 0 otherwise.

Moreover, we need a lemma on the partial sum of characters referred to as
Paley’s lemma. Since the proof is essentially the same as [21] Paley’s lemmal],
we omit it.

Lemma 4. Let n be a positive integer. For z = (z1,...,25) € G* with z; =
(GinsCizy--.)" € G, we have

SMoGf G = =Cn=0foralll <i<s,
ZWk(Z>{O f G Gin =0 f

firn otherwise,

where k = (k1,...,ks) < b™ means that k; < b™ holds for every 1 <i < s.
Properties of m and o are described below.

Proposition 5. We have the following:
1. m s a continuous map.
2. moo =id,)s-

3. For f € LY(G?), we have

RS /H f(o(x)) da.

4. For f € L'([0,1]%), we have
[ t@de= [ fe)az
0,1]° Gs

Items 1 and 2 of Proposition [B] follow by definition. For the proof of Items 3
and 4 of Proposition Bl we refer to [2I, Theorem 5].

2.2 Walsh functions

Walsh functions play a central role in the analysis of digital nets. We refer to
[8, Appendix A] for general information on Walsh functions. We first give the
definition for the one-dimensional case.



Definition 6. Let b > 2 be a positive integer and let w, = exp(2my/—1/b).
We denote the b-adic expansion of k € Ng by k = ko + k1b+ -+ + kq_16%71
with Ko, ...,Kke—1 € Zy. Then the k-th b-adic Walsh function ywalg: [0,1] —
{1,wp, ... ,wlb’fl} is defined as

pwaly,(z) 1= @y ottt a1t

for x € [0,1] whose b-adic expansion is given by x = &b~ + &b™2 + -+ - which
is unique in the sense that infinitely many of the & are different from b — 1 if
x # 1 and that all & are equal tob—1 if z = 1.

We note that Walsh functions are usually defined on [0,1), whereas they are
defined on [0, 1] specially for this study. This definition can be generalized to
the higher-dimensional case.

Definition 7. Let b > 2 be a positive integer. For a dimension s € N, let
x = (x1,...,25) € [0,1]° and k = (k1,...,ks) € N5. Then the k-th b-adic
Walsh function ywalg: [0,1]° — {1, wp, . .. ,wgfl} is defined as

pywalg(x) := H pwalg; ().

Jj=1

Since we shall always use Walsh functions in a fixed base b, we omit the
subscript and simply write wal, or walg in this paper. By the definition of
characters and Walsh functions, we can see that

walg(z) = Wi (o()). (1)

Some important properties of Walsh functions, used in this paper, are described
below, see [8, Appendix A.2] for the proof.

Proposition 8. We have the following:
1. For k € Ny, we have

1 .
1 k=0
/ waly(z) dz = if .’
0 0 otherwise.

2. For all k,l € N§, we have

_ 1 ifk=1
/ walg (xz)waly(z) dez = if 7
[0,1]¢ 0 otherwise.

3. The system {waly, : k € N3} is a complete orthonormal system in L?([0, 1]°)
for any s € N.

From Item 3 of Proposition B we define the Walsh series of f € L?([0,1]*)
by
Z f(k)waly,
keENg
where the k-th Walsh coeflicient is given by

fk) = /[0 " f(x)walg(x) de.

We refer to [8, Appendix A.3] and [I3, Lemma 17] for a discussion on the
pointwise absolute convergence of the Walsh series.



2.3 Digital nets

We introduce the general definition of digital nets in G* by using infinite-column
generating matrices for an arbitrary positive integer b > 2.

Definition 9. For m € N, let Cy,...,Cs € le?xm. For each non-negative
integer h with 0 < h < b™, we denote its b-adic expansion by h = ZZBI n;bt.
Let zp, = (2n,1, ..., 2n,5) € G® be given by

Zh,j = Cj : (770)771’ v 777m—1)—ra

for 1 < j < s. Wecal P = {z0,21,...,2pm—1} a digital net in G* with
generating matrices C1,...,Cs.

We note that every digital net in G* is a Zp-module of G* as well as a
subgroup of G* by Definition @ We call P C [0,1]® a digital net in [0,1]° over
Zy, if there exists a P which is a digital net in G* with P = 7w(P). In this paper,
we use digital nets in [0, 1]° over Z; as quadrature points.

Remark 10. Historically, (classical) digital nets are subsets of [0,1]* con-
structed by finite-column generating matrices, i.e., generating matrices whose
each column consists of only finitely many entries different from zero. If P
is a classical digital net, we have that o(P) is a digital net in G* and that
m(o(P)) = P. Hence a classical digital net P can be considered as a digital
net in [0,1]° over Zy. Our definition of digital nets permits digital nets with
“infinite digit expansions”. Although the concept of infinite digit expansions has
already appeared in the definition of digital sequences [17, Chapter 8], it has not
been discussed for digital nets in the literature as far as the authors know.

The dual net of a digital net plays an important role in the subsequent
analysis. For a digital net P, its dual net, denoted by P+, is defined as follows.

Definition 11. Let P be a digital net in G* with generating matrices C1,...,Cs €
Zy*™. The dual net of P is defined as

Pli={keN;:Clki® - aClk, =0ez]},
where, for 1 < j < s, we write Ej = (Ko,j, K1,j,---) € G for kj with its b-adic
expansion kj = Ko j + K1 ;b + -+, which is actually a finite expansion.
Using the characters on G*, the dual net P is also given by
Pt ={kecN;: Wg(z) =1 forall z € P}.

A similar definition of the dual net has been introduced in [6] Definition 2.5] for
digital nets in G* with finite digit expansions. Because of orthogonality of the
characters, we have the following.

Lemma 12. Let P be a digital net in G*, and let P+ be its dual net. Then we
have

S Wae) - {|7>| if k € P,

0 otherwise.
zeP



2.4 Higher order polynomial lattice rules

We define higher order polynomial lattice point sets as subsets of G®, whose
construction is based on rational functions over finite fields [7]. Now let b be a
prime. We denote by Z[z] the set of all polynomials in Z;, and by Z;((z~1))
the field of formal Laurent series in Z,. Every element of Z;((z71)) can be
expressed in the form

)
L= Z tlx_l,
l=w

for some integer w and t; € Zy. When w > 1, we set t; = -+ = t,_1 = 0. For
n € N, we define the mapping vy, : Zy((x71)) — G by

Un (Zmﬂ) = (t1,...,tn,0,0,..)".
l=w

We shall often identify an integer n = ng +n1b+ --- € Ny with a polynomial
n(x) =ng+nix+ - € Zy[x]. Then HOPLPSs are constructed as follows.

Definition 13. For m,n,s € N with m < n let p € Zy[z] with deg(p) = n
and let ¢ = (q1,-..,9s) € (Zp[z])®. A higher order polynomial lattice point set
(HOPLPS) P(q,p) C G* is given by

for an integer 0 < h < b™, which is identified with h(x) € Zy[x]. A QMC rule
using w(P(q,p)) is called a higher order polynomial lattice rule with modulus p
and generating vector q.

We define the truncated polynomial tr,(k), associated with k& € Ny whose
b-adic expansion is given by k = kg + k1b+ -+, as

tr, (k)(2) = Ko + K1z + -+ -+ k2™ L

Then the dual polynomial lattice of a HOPLPS P(q,p) plays the same role as
the dual net of a digital net. It is defined as follows.

Definition 14. For m,n,s € N with m < n, let P(q,p) be a HOPLPS. The
dual polynomial lattice of P(q,p), denoted by P*(q,p), is defined as

P(a,p) = {k = (ku,....ks) € Ng:
trp(k1)qn + - +tra(ks)gs = a  (mod p)  with deg(a) < n —m}.
Accordingly, Lemma [12] is now replaced by the following lemma.

Lemma 15. For m,n,s € N with m < n, let P(q,p) be a HOPLPS, and let
PL(q,p) be its dual polynomial lattice. Then we have

Z Wk(Z): {bm kaE/PL(qap)a

2€P(q,p) 0  otherwise.



3 Folded digital nets and integration error

3.1 The b-adic tent transformation

Let b be an arbitrary positive integer greater than 1 again. Here we describe
the b-adic tent transformation (b-TT) ®,: G — G. Previously, the authors
introduced the b-adic tent transformation ¢y: [0,1] — [0,1] in [13]. These two
b-adic tent transformations satisfy m o ®, o 0 = ¢. Notice that the original
(dyadic) tent transformation is given by ¢a(z) =1 — |22 — 1|, see [14].

The b-TT, which is denoted by @y, is defined as follows. Let z = (¢1,(a,---) " €
G. Then ®,: G — G is given by

Dy(2) := (m1,1m2,. .. )T with 7, =(iy1 — G (mod b).

For a vector z = (z1,...,2s) € G*, we define ®y(2) := (Pp(21), ..., Pp(zs)). We
can see that ®; is a Z,-module homomorphism as well as a group homomor-
phism.

3.2 Folded digital nets

In the following we consider folded digital nets in G*, that is, digital nets in
G* that are folded using the b-TT. We recall that quadrature points in [0, 1]°
used for QMC integration are obtained by the mapping w. For the sake of
completeness, we give the definition of folded digital nets below.

Definition 16. Let P be a digital net in G°. The folded digital net of P, denoted
by Pa,, is defined as

Ps, :={Py(z): z € P}.

Remark 17. Let P be a digital net in G° with generating matrices Cy,...,Cs €
lelxm. In view of Definition [d, the folded digital net of P coincides with the
digital net in G° with generating matrices TCy,...,TCs € ZE‘XW, where the
matriz T = (t; ;)i jen is defined as

b—1 i j=1,
tij =11 ifj=1i+1,
0 otherwise.

This fact has already been utilized to study the L, discrepancy of two-dimensional
folded Hammersley point sets [9].

We now consider the dual net of folded digital nets. In order to give the
following lemma, we need to introduce some notation. For x € R, we denote
by || the unique integer n satisfying the inequalities n < & < n + 1. For
x = (x1,...,25) € R*, we write || = (|1],...,|zs]) for short. For k € N
whose b-adic expansion is given by k = ko + k1b+ -+, let 6(k) := ko + K1+,
which is called the b-adic sum-of-digits of k. Moreover, we define

E:={keN:§k)=0 (modb)},

and & = EU{0}.



Lemma 18. Let P be a digital net in G°, and let Pg, be its folded digital net.
Further, let PL be the dual net of P, and let P(f;b be the dual net of Psy,. Then
we have

Pa, = {|k/b]: k€ NP},
where we write |k/b] = ([k1/b], ..., |ks/b]) for k = (ki,... k).

Proof. Let P be a digital net in G° with generating matrices Cq,...,Cs. From
Definition [[Il and Remark [[7] the dual net P(f;b is given by

Pg ={keNy: (TC) ki@ - @ (TCs) ks =0 € Z}'}
—{keN:C/TThy&---aC] Tk, =0e 2z}

For 1 < j <'s, we have

b—1 b—-1 b-—-1 --- Ko,j —(H07j+/€1,j+"-)
1 0 0 K15 Ko,j
T k; = 0 1 0 - R2j | = K15
0 0 1 figyj figyj

We now define 5 : Ng — {0,...,b— 1} by B(k) = —d(k) (mod b) for k € Ny.
Then we have

T'k;=1; €G,

where [; is given by

lj = ﬂ(k}]) + Iioyjbﬂ’ Hlﬁij + -
= B(k;) + bk;.

Using this notation, Plf;b is given by
Pi ={keN:C{lhi@---aC]l,=0czZ}
= {keNy: (I1,...,1s) € P}, (2)

where the second equality stems from the definition of the dual net of P, see
Definition [[1l Here we see that

d(l;) = —0(kj)+ ko + K1+ =—0d(kj) +0(kj) =0 (mod b).
This implies that (I1,...,ls) € & . Let us consider the equation d(k} + bk;) = 0
(mod b) with a variable &} € {0,...,b—1}. It is easy to confirm that &} = B(k;)
is the only solution of this equation. Moreover, since we have | (k} + 0k;)/b] =
kj independently of the choice k7 € {0,...,b — 1}, k; in @) can be uniquely
expressed as [1;/b]. Thus we have

Pg ={l1/b]: 1€ & NP},

which completes the proof. [l

10



3.3 Worst-case error in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces

Let us consider a reproducing kernel Hilbert space H with reproducing kernel
K :[0,1]° x [0,1]* — R. The inner product in H is denoted by (f,g) for
f,g € H and the associated norm is denoted by || f||% := /(f, [)n

It is known that if a reproducing kernel K satisfies f[O,l]S VE(z,x)de < 0o
the squared worst-case error in the space H of the QMC rule using a point set
P C [0,1]° is given by

eQ(P, IC)
= sup |I(f) — Q(f; P)|

feH
[ £l <1

2
= K(z,y)dedy — — K(z,y)dy + — K(z,y), (3)
/[o 1)2s |P| 21:3 [0,1]° |P|2 m%G:P

while the squared initial error is given by

2

sup [1(H)] | = / K(z,y) dz dy.
fer [0,1]25
[[fll2 <1

e2(0,K)

For k,l € N§, the (k,l)-th Walsh coefficient of K is given by
K(k,1) = / K(z, y)walg (x)wal;(y) dz dy.
[0,1]

We refer to [8 Chapter 2] for details. In the following we always assume
f[O,l]S K(x,z)dx < oo and consider the squared worst-case error of QMC

rules using digital nets in [0, 1]® in the space H.

Proposition 19. Let P, P be a digital net in G* and its dual net, respectively,
and let IC be a continuous reproducing kernel which satisfies f[o 1] VK(x,z)dx <

oo. We assume that Zk,LeNg K(k,1)| < co. Then the squared worst-case error

of QMC rules using 7(P) is given by
E(n(P),K)= > Kkl
k,lePL\{0}

Proof. First we prove that for any z,w € G? it holds that

K(n(z),m(w)) = > Kk, )Wi(z)Wi(w). (4)

k,leN:

The proof of @) is similar to [8 Proposition A.20]. By the assumption that
Zk,leNq Kk, )] <00, > leng K(k, )W (z)Wi(w) converges absolutely. There-

fore it sufﬁces to show that

lim Y K(k, )Wi(z)Wi(w) = K(n(2), 7(w)),
k,l<b™

11



where k = (k1,...,ks) < b" means that k; < b" holds for every j. Define two
sets H, C G and H(z,w,n) C G** as H, == {({{,¢,.. )T € G: (= - =
¢/, =0} and H(z,w,n) = {(z,w') € G*: 262 € H;,wow' € H:}. Then
we have

> Kk, )Wi(2)Wi(w)

k,l<bn

= Z Wk(z)Wl(w)/ K(x, y)walg (x)wal; (y) dz dy
k,l<bn [0,1]2¢

= 3 W) [ (Koroo) @y i@ Wilo(y) dedy
kl<bn [0,1]22

= Z Wk(z)Wl(w)/ (Kom)(z,w)Wg(2")Wi(w') dz" dw’
k,l<bn G2

- K(n(2"), n(w")) Z Wi (2 YW (w" YW (2)W;(w) dz’ dw’

G2e k,l<bn
- K(n(z"),n(w")) Z Wi(z 6 2') Z Wi(w e w')dz' dw’
G2 k<br 1<bn

= bQS"/ K(n(2"),n(w"))dz’ dw’,
H(z,w,n)

where we use Item 2 of Proposition B and (), Item 3 of Proposition Bl and
Lemma M in the second, third and the last equality, respectively. Since K and
7w are continuous, K o 7 is also continuous. Hence the last term of the above
equality converges to K(m(z), m(w)) as n — co. This proves ().

Now we prove Proposition For the first term on the right-hand side of
@), we have

/ K(z,y)dxdy = K(0,0).
[0,1]25
For the second term on the right-hand side of @), we have

2
T K(z,y)dy
P mg(;’) 0,1]°

1 1
=B Z K(z,y)dy + I
wen(p) 0,1 7] wen(p)” (0,17

L S| K(r(z),n(w)) dw + % > | Kx(w),w(2))dw

G* zep /G*

= % Z Z I@(k:,l)Wk(z)/GS Wi(w) dw

z€P k,leNS

K(y,x)dy

1 A
T > Y Kk )Wi(2) /G Wi (w) dw

2€P k1N

=Y I@(k,o)% > Wil(z)+ > /@(o,l)%' > Wilz)

keNg z€P leNg zeP

12



= Y K(k,0)+ > K(0,1),
keP+ lept

where we use the symmetry of K, Item 4 of Proposition Bl (@), Item 1 of Propo-
sition [Bl and Lemma in the first, second, third, fourth and fifth equalities,
respectively. For the last term on the right-hand side of [Bl), we have

# 3 K(w,y>=ﬁ S K(n(z), m(w))

z,yen(P) z,weP

:# Z Z K (k, )Wy (2)W; (w)

z,weP k,leN]

-y ié(k,l)%' ZPWk(Z)W

k,lENg weP

= Y K(k1),

k,lepPL

where we use [{@l) and Lemma again in the second and forth equality, re-
spectively. Substituting these results into the right-hand side of (@), the result
follows. .

As mentioned in Remark [[7] when P is a digital net in G*, its folded digital
net Pg, is also a digital net in G*. Therefore, Proposition [ can be applied to
QMC rules using folded digital nets. We have the following results.

Proposition 20. Let P, Py, be a digital net in G° and its folded digital net,
respectively, and let P be the dual net of P. Further, let K be a continu-
ous reproducing kernel which satisfies f[o 1s VK(x,z)de < oco. Assume that

Zk,leNg IK(k,1)| < co. Then the squared worst-case error of QMC rules using
m(Ps,) is given by

F(n(Pe,) K)= Y K(lk/b], |1/b)).

klegsnPL\{0}

Proof. Since Py, is a digital net in G*, we have from Proposition [I9

62(7T(73<1>b),’C) = Z K(kvl)v

klEPE \{0}

where Plf;b is the dual net of Pg,. Applying Lemma [[§ to the right-hand side,
we have the result. (|

4 Bound on the worst-case error in H,

4.1 Unanchored Sobolev spaces H,

First we follow the expositions of [Il [7] to introduce the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space H,, that we consider in the remainder of this paper.

13



Let a be a positive integer greater than 1. For the one-dimensional un-
weighted case, the inner product of H,, is given by

a—1 1 1 1
_ D (2)d ) (2)d @) ()0 () d
. o). ;/ F0 (@) x/ 07 () x+/0 £ ()9 (2) da,

where f(7) denotes the 7-th derivative of f and f(® = f. The reproducing
kernel is 1 + Ky (1)(+, +) for the function Ky (1) : [0,1] x [0,1] — R defined as

°~ B, (z)B Boo(|z —
Ko@) =) T((T)!);—(y) + (=1 m((|2a)! .
T=1
for x,y € [0, 1], where B, denotes the Bernoulli polynomial of degree 7.

Let us consider the s-dimensional weighted case. Let ~1,...,7s be non-
negative real numbers called weights, which moderate the relative importance
of different variables in the space H,. For a vector (aq,...,as) € Nf with
0<a; <aforl<j<s, we denote by flenwas) the partial mixed derivative
of f of (aq,...,as)-th order. Now the inner product of H, is given by

.= >, (TIv"] > >

uwC{1,...,s} \JEu vCU T\, €{1,...,a—1} U\l

/ / flraweO(z)dz_,

[0,1]1] [0,1]s— 1]

X / gm0 gy de_, | de,,
[0,1]— vl

where we use the following notation: For 7,\, = (7j)jcu\», We denote by
(Tw\v, @y, 0) the vector in which the j-th component is 7; for j € u\ v, «
for j € v, and 0 for {1,...,s} \ u. For v C {1,...,s}, we simply write —v :=
{1,....s}\ v, ¢, = (z)jev and ®_, = (¥j)je—yp. Further for u C {1,...,s}
such that ; = 0 for some j € u, we assume that the corresponding inner double
sum equals 0 and we set 0/0 = 0. The reproducing kernel is given by

S

’Ca(may) = H (1 + leca,(l)(zjayj)) )

j=1

for & = (21,...,25),y = (y1,-.-,9s) € [0,1]°. Here we call H, a weighted
unanchored Sobolev space of smoothness of order «.
We now consider a Walsh series expansion of Ky,

> Kal(k, lywaly(z)wal,(y)

k,leNS

= Y Y Y Kallku,0), (1, 0)wal g, o) (x)waly, o) (1),

u,wC{l,...,8} ky ENI¥I 1, ENIvI

where we denote by (k,,0) the s-dimensional vector whose j-th component
is k; if j € w and zero otherwise, and we use the same notation for (I,,0).

14



According to [T, Lemma 14], for u,v C {1,...,s}, k, € NI*l and I, € NI*l| the
((kw,0),(1,,0))-th Walsh coefficient is given by

. K 1Y) ifu =
Ka((ku,O),(lU,O)) — Yu H]Eu Ica,(l)(k]al]) I u ’l?a (5)
0 otherwise.

Here we write v, = [[,¢,, 75 for u € {1,..., s}, where the empty product equals

1. A bound on the Walsh coefficients I@a,(l)(k,l) for k,1 € N is given in [II
Section 3] by

"éa,(l)(k/’,l)‘ < Da,bb_ﬂa(k)_ﬂa(l), (6)

where D, ; is positive and depends only on « and b, which can be calculated
explicitly, and p, (k) is defined for k € N as

,ua(k> =ay+---+ Amin(v,a)s

where we denote the b-adic expansion of k by k = k6™ 1 4 -+« + £,b% ! with
0<Kiyeoonky<banday > - >a, > 0.
Here K, is continuous in the usual topology of [0,1]°. Therefore, we have

f[o,us VEKo(z,z)dr < 0o, and Zk,leNg |Ca(k, )| is also finite since

S Kak D)< S0 4Dl ST bt s

k,lENS uC{1,...,s} Ku,lueNlul jEu

0o 2
S [+Des (z wa<k>)
k=1

uwC{1,...,s} jEu

where the inner sum is shown to be finite as in [7l, Lemma 4.2]. Thus we can
apply Proposition R0l to the reproducing kernel .

4.2 Bound on the worst-case error

Now we show that the worst-case error in H, of QMC rules using m(Pg,) is
bounded from above as follows.

Theorem 21. Let P,Ps, be a digital net in G° and its folded digital net,
respectively, and let P+ be the dual net of P. Then the worst-case error of
QMC rules using ©(Pg,) in Heq is bounded by

e(ﬁ('Pq)b)’ Ka) < Z ’75/2D(|;f‘b/2 Z bi‘u”‘(tk“/bJ),
0#uC{1,...,s} ky,cslul
(ku,0)EP*

where we write pa([ku/b]) =3 ;c,, ta(lk;/b]).
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Proof. Since K, satisfies all the assumptions in Proposition 20l we can use the
result of Proposition 20) () and (@), in this order, to obtain

E(n(Pa,) Ka)= Y K(lk/b), 11/b))

kleEsnPL\{0}

= > ST R(([ku/b).0), ([L./b],0))
0#uC{1,...,s} ko locell
(kw,0),(L,,0)€P*

< Z VUD‘:'b Z p—ta(lku/b])=pa(lle/b])

0A£uC{1,....s} ko lyecll
(ku,0),(1,,0)eP*

D D 2 N I R

0#uC{1,...,s} k,cglvl
(ko,0)ePt
2
< Z ’Yi/QDMb/Q Z p—Ha(lku/b])
®¢u§{17“'1s} kHEg‘u‘
(ku,0)eP*
Thus the result follows. O

5 Component-by-component construction

In this section, we investigate the component-by-component (CBC) construc-
tion as an explicit means of constructing good FHOPLPSs. More precisely, we
attempt to find good HOPLPSs P(q,p) by using the CBC construction algo-
rithm, such that QMC rules using those folded point sets (FHOPLPSs) in [0, 1]*,
denoted by m(Ps, (g, p)), achieve a good convergence rate of the worst-case error
in H,. As above, we write

Pa,(q,p) :={Pu(2): z € P(q,p)}.

For this purpose, we employ the bound of the worst-case error shown in Theorem
2Tl as a quality criterion of P (g, p). In order to emphasize the role of a modulus
p € Zp[z] and a generating vector g € (Zy[x])® of HOPLPSs, we simply write
the bound on e*(7(Ps, (q,p)), Kao) as

Balg.p)= Y. DM N prmelld,

0£uC{1,...,s} kyegll
(ku,0)€P*(q,p)

In the following let b be a prime. We write g, = (q1,....¢r) € (Zp[z])" for
7 € Ng, where g, denotes the empty set, and define

Bo(g,.p) = Y. D2 3 p—te(Lku /b))

0AuCL,..., T} P
(ku,0)EP* (q,.p)
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for 1 < 7 <'s, where we denote by (k,,0) the 7-dimensional vector in which
the j-th component is k; for j € w and 0 for j € {1,...,7} \ v. In view of
Definition [[3] we can restrict ourselves to considering each ¢; € Z[z] such that
deg(g;) < n without loss of generality. We write

Ry == {q € Zp|z]: deg(q) < n}.
Then the CBC construction proceeds as follows.

Algorithm 22. Let b be a prime. For s,m,n,a € N with a > 2 and n > m,
do the following:

1. Choose an irreducible polynomial p € Zy[x] such that deg(p) = n.

2. For 7 = 1,...,s, assume that q._, have already been found. Choose
qr € Ry, which minimizes Bo((q,_1,q-),p) as a function of G-

The following theorem gives an upper bound on the worst-case error in H,
of FHOPLPS for g and p that are found according to Algorithm 22

Theorem 23. Let b be a prime. For 1 <1 <, let p € Zp[z] and q, € R, be
found according to Algorithm[22. Then we have

/2

1 A/2 2A/2
Ba(q,,p) < pmin(m/X,2n) -1+ H (1 +7; Da,b Aavba/\) )

for any 1/a < X\ <1, where Aqp.x is positive and depends only on o, b and A.
The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix [Al

Remark 24. Let p € Zy[z] and q € Ry, be found according to Algorithm [Z2
When n > am/2, we have min(m/\, 2n) = m/\ so that

1/x

1 - A/2 A2
Ba(a.p) < o [—1+ T (14902000 ) |
Jj=1

for1/a < X < 1. Since we cannot achieve the convergence rate of the worst-case
error of order b=*™ in H,, [20], our result is optimal. The degree of the modulus
required to achieve the optimal rate of the worst-case error is reduced by half as
compared to that obtained in [2, Theorem 1].

6 Fast construction algorithm

Finally, in this section, we discuss how to calculate B, (q, p) efficiently and how
to obtain the fast CBC construction using the fast Fourier transform.

6.1 Efficient calculation of the quality criterion
From Lemma [I8 and the definition of B, (q,p), we have

Bala.p)= > wlPDIP Y et

0AuC{l,....s} k,eNl®!
(ku,0)EPg, (.p)
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where Plf;b (g, p) is the dual net of Pg,(q,p). Using Lemma[[2 we have

u|/2 _ 1
Ba(g.p)= Y. DM > b relbd sl D0 Wik (2)
P#uC{1,...,s} ko eNlul 2€Pas, (q.p)
= Z 711L/2D|;,‘b/2 Z b Ma(ku)b Z W(ku,o)(q)b( 2))
0#uC{1,...,s} ko, €Nlul 2€P(q,p)
1 u —_
= ) o WD YD bW, 0)(@0(2))
z2€P(q.p) 0#uC{l,....s} k,ENlul
= Z Z H 2 ;/2 b BT (D (2;))
z€P(q p) 0AuC{1,...,s} jEU k;j=1

=—1+bim 3> H[Hﬁ/? 1/2X,,oq>b(zj)},

z€P(q,p) j=1

where we define the function x; : G — R by
z) = Z b_““(k)Wk(z)

The difficulty in calculating B, (g, p) lies in the fact that x,(z) is expressed as
an infinite sum over k¥ € N. Under the assumption that z € G is given in the
form

(C1)C25' .. aC’naOaOa' ")Ta

forn € Nand (; € Zy, 1 <i < n, it is possible to calculate x;(z) in at most
O(an) arithmetic operations as in [2, Theorem 2]. In the following we show that
it is also possible to calculate yp o ®p(z) in at most O(an) arithmetic operations

under the same assumption on z. Notice that this assumption on z is natural
from Definition

Theorem 25. Let z € G be given in the form (C1, (o, ..., (n,0,0,...) " forn € N

and §; € Zp, 1 < i <n, that is, (n41 = Cuy2 = -+ = 0. Then yp o Pp(2) can be
calculated as follows: we define the following vectors
U(¢) = (Uo(G1), Ur(Gr), - -, Ua=1(C1)),
U(G) = (Uo(6), Ur(Gr)s -+ Uam1(G1)),
Vi(z) = (Vi(2),-.., Va1(2)),
V(2) = (Va(2),.. -, Vi(2)),
where we set
Uo(C1) =
Ui(G1) = 1)Hb_ for1<t<a-—1,

Q1) = Z Upt(G1) for0O<t<a-—1,
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where

-1 otherwise.

We further define

t
Vi(z) = Z H b~ L(z,a; + 1),
O<ar<--<ar1<ni=1
t

Vi) = > b @u(2) € Hoy o] [0 Lz 05 + 1),

O0<ar<---<ai1<n =1

for1 <t<a-—1and 1<t < a, respectively. Here the value of [®y(2) € Hy, 1]
equals 1 if ®y(2) € Ha,—1, and O otherwise, where H,, 1 = {(¢],¢,...)" €
G: (¢ =---=¢,_1 =0} fora; € N. Furthermore, L(z,a; + 1) is defined as

- - b—1 if Ca1 = (15
L(z,a; +1) = {_1 if Caj41 # C1-

Using this notation, we have the following:

¢ IfGi==(=0,
a—1 v o
b—1 b*—1 b—1
xwotu(z) = [l =+ ==t
v=11=1 i=1

e Otherwise,
Xb 0 P6(2) = Ura—1(¢1) - V(2) + (Uo(G) = 1) + U(G) - V(2),

where a-b denotes the~ dot product and 0_1:&71(@) is the vector of the last
a—1 components of U((y).

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix [Bl
Remark 26. Note that V,(z) and Vy(z) can be calculated as

n—1 a;—1 at—1—1
Viz) = > b " L(zyar+1) Y b "L(zap+ 1)+ Y b “L(z,a,+ 1),
a1 =t as=t—1 a;=1
and
~ n—1 a;—1
Vi(z) = Z b~ L(z,a1 + 1) Z b~ L(z,a2 4+ 1)
a;=t as=t—1
at,171
o Y bV ®y(2) € Hay1]L(z, a0 + 1),
ar=1

respectively. By using these forms, the vectors V(z) and V(z) can be computed
in O(an) operations according to [2, Algorithm 4]. Thus the value of xp 0 Pp(z)
can be computed in at most O(an) operations.
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6.2 Fast component-by-component construction

We finally show how to obtain the fast CBC construction using the fast Fourier
transform. Our exposition here follows basically along the same lines as [10,
Subsection 6.2]. By denoting

e HW” e (o (M55 )]
and

where the arguments h, ¢ of P._; and @ are understood as integers, and Py(h) =
1 for any h € Ny, we have

Ba((qrflv (i‘r) p)

= f1+bim Z ]___[ {1+71/2 1/2Xb0(1)b(zj)}

2€P((q,_1,d-),p) J=1

:,H_bz_lprl {H%”D Xb””’(””(%))]

pm—1 1/2D1/2 pm—1
:_1+_ZP‘F1 Otb ZP‘rl qTah)
71/2D1/2 b1
T a,b ~ ~
= Ba(q‘rflvp) + pm P‘rfl(o)Q(Q'rv 0) + Z P'rfl(h)Q(Q'rv h)] )
h=1

where the argument ¢, of @ is again understood as an integer. Since we have
Q(q,0) = x5(0) for any q € Ry, we can focus on the term

b —1

Z P‘rfl(h)Q((j‘r;h)v (7)

h=1

and find ¢, = ¢ which minimizes (@) as a function of ¢, € Ry, in Algorithm
Moreover, for ¢, = 0, we have

b —1
1
_ L 1/2 H1/2
Ba((g--1,0),p) = —1+ 2 hE:O Pr_1(h) {1 +7/7D, y xb (0)}

2D (0) + [1+ 222D (0)] Bald,—,p),

which can be computed at a negligibly low cost, so that we only need to consider
G- € Ry, \ {0} in the following.

According to Algorithm 221 we choose an irreducible polynomial p € Z[x]
with deg(p) = n. Thus, there exists a primitive element g € Ry, \ {0}, which
satisfies

{¢° mod p,¢" mod p,...,¢"" "2 mod p} = Ry \ {0},
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1 bt -2

and g~ mod p = ¢® mod p. Using this property of g, one can obtain the
values of ([@) for all §- € Ry, \{0} by a matrix-vector multiplication Q
where Q
as

perm T 1

isa (b™ —1) x (b™ — 1) matrix given by permuting the rows of Q

perm

Qperm = (Cg(gZ mod D, h))OSiSb"*270<h<bm’
and P,_1 is a vector defined as
P, = (P_1(1),.... P (0™ —1))".

However, the multiplication Q ¢, Pr—1 requires O(b™*™) arithmetic opera-
tions, which can be reduced as follows.

As a first step, we add more columns to Q
matrix Q’

to obtain a (0™ —1) x (b —1)

perm

given by

perm
Qe = (Q(g" mod p, h))o<i<in—2,0<h<bn-

We also add more elements to P,_; to obtain a vector P, _, = ( L0007
where 0 is the (b" —b"™)-dimensional zero vector, such that we have Q ¢y, Pr—1
to obtain a (0™ — 1) x (b"

B

Qe P 1. Next we permute the rows of Q;
circulant matrix

perm

Qcirc = (Q(gl mod D, g_h mod p))DSi,th"—Q

(oo (o (55)) s

where the argument ¢~ mod p of Q is again understood as an integer. Further,

we introduce a vector R,_1 = (R,_1(0),..., R,_1(b™ — 2)) T such that

P, _1(g7" mod p) if deg(g~" mod p) < m
0 otherwise,

for 0 < h < b™ — 2. Using these notations, we have Qperm o1 = Qe Rr—1,
which implies that a matrix-vector multiplication Q..J-—1 gives the values
of ([@) for all g € Ry, \ {0}. Since the matrix Q;,. is circulant, the multipli-
cation Q;,.R-—1 can be done efficiently by using the fast Fourier transform,
requiring only O(nbd™) arithmetic operations [I8]. This way we can reduce the
cost from O(b™*™) to O(nb™) operations for finding ¢, € Ry, which minimizes
B.((g,_1,Gr),p) as a function of ;.

Suppose that g* mod p € Ry, \ {0} minimizes B, ((q,_1,G-),p) as a function
of g;. We update R, by

R-_y(h) [1 +7/*DY3Q(g" mod p, g~ modp)}

R, (h) = if deg(g~" mod p) < m,

0 otherwise,

for 0 < h < 0™ — 2. We then move on to the next component. In summary, the
fast CBC construction proceeds as follows.
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1. Choose an irreducible polynomial p € Z[x] with deg(p) = n.

2. Evaluate Q. and Ry.

circ
3. For r=1,...,s, do the following:

e Compute the matrix-vector multiplication @
fast Fourier transform.

R, _1 by using the

circ

e Find ¢, € Ry, \ {0} which gives the minimum value among the
components of Q.. R-_1.

e Update the vector R, .

In Step 2, since the matrix Q. is circulant, we only need to evaluate
one column of Q.. Since one column consists of b™ — 1 elements, each of
which can be computed in at most O(an) operations as in Theorem 25, Step 2
can be done in at most O(anb™) operations. The matrix-vector multiplication
Q.iycR-—1 can be done in O(nbd™) operations and R, can be updated in O(b™)
operations, so that Step 3 can be done in O(snb™) operations. In total, the
fast CBC construction can be done in O(snb™) operations. As for the required
memory, we need to store one column of Q.. and R, both of which require
O(b™) memory space.

We now recall that we can construct good FHOPLPSs which achieve the op-
timal rate of the worst-case error when n > am/2, see Remark 241 Depending
on whether am is even or odd, we may choose n = am/2 or n = (am + 1)/2,
respectively. In both cases, the computational cost of the fast CBC construc-
tion becomes O(samb®™/?) = O(saN*/?log N') operations using O(b*™/2) =
O(N*/?) memory.

circ

Remark 27. In [13)], the authors studied the mean square worst-case error
of digitally shifted and then folded higher order polynomial lattice point sets
in the same function space H, and proved the existence of good higher order
polynomial lattice rules which achieve the optimal convergence rate. Following
an argument similar to the previous section, it is possible to prove that the CBC
construction can find good higher order polynomial lattice rules which achieve
the optimal convergence rate. Moreover, the fast CBC' construction can also be
obtained by slightly modifying the argument of this section.

A  Proof of Theorem

In order to prove Theorem 23] we need the following lemma, see [I3] Lemma 25]
for the proof.

Lemma 28. Let b be a prime, let o > 2 be an integer. For n € N and a real
number A > 1/a, we have

Aq
S M) < A,y and 3 b Me (/D) < b5§2’2’

keE keE
bk
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where Aqp. a1 and Aqp a2 are positive and depend only on «, b and A, which
are respectively given by

s[RI () e T ()]

and

a—1 v b)‘bfl b)\b,1
Aa,b,)\,Q* 22]-_-[<b/\1— ) —bl_-[(b*l—l)-

Here we note that Ay p x in Theorem is given by Agprx = Aapri +
Aqpr2. In the following argument, we shall use the inequality

A
(zan> <Y a) ©

for any sequence of non-negative real numbers (a,)nen and any 0 < A < 1.

We now prove Theorem 23] by induction. Let us consider the case 7 = 1 first.
There exists at least one polynomial ¢; € Ry, for which B)(q1,p) is smaller
than or equal to the average of BA(qi,p) over G, € Ry.p,. Thus, we have

1 )
Bi(g1.p) <37 > Biap)

q1ERy n

1
P P T

k€& G1E€Ry 0
o (k1)-di=a  (mod p)
deg(a)<n—m
for 0 < A < 1. The innermost sum equals the number of solutions ¢; € Ry,
such that try, (k1) - g1 = a (mod p) with deg(a) < n —m. If tr, (k1) is a multiple
of p, we have tr,, (k1) - ¢1 = 0 (mod p) independently of ¢, so that we have

bin Z 1=1.

G1€Ry,
try (k1)-g1=a (mod p)
deg(a)<n—m

Otherwise if tr,, (k1) is not a multiple of p, then there are b~ ™ possible choices
for a € Zp[z] such that deg(a) < n —m, for each of which there is one solution
¢1 to tr, (k1) - @1 = a (mod p), so that we have

1 1

— 1=—.

bn - Z bm
Q1E€ERy n

tra(k1)-@1=a  (mod p)
deg(a)<n—m

Substituting these results into (@) and using Lemma 28 we obtain

B a1,p) < mPDYE | 7 b duallia/oh Z p—Aha (LK1 /b))
ki1€€ Y
b" | k1 b7tk
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2232 (Aaprz | Aapai
S,Yl Daab < b2kn pm >

N2 4 A/2 A/2 ~N/2
1/ Da,/b 71/ Da,/bA

a,b,A
< pmmmzany (Aabar + Aapaz) =

pmin(m,2An) ’
for 1/ac < A < 1. Hence the result for the case 7 = 1 follows.
Next we suppose that for 1 < 7 < s, the inequality

1/x

1 a A2 /2
Ba(g..p) < i/ 2n) -1+ ]__‘[1 (1 +795 " Doy Aayb«\) (10)
=

holds true for any 1/ < A < 1. Then we have

Ba((q.,_, (I‘r-i-l)’p)

_ Z 7;/2D\:|b/2 Z p—Ha(lku/b])

PAuC{1,...,7+1} ke
(ku,0)€P*((qy,dr+1),p)

_ Z Wi/QDLZle Z p—Ha(lku/b])

0AuC{l,...,7} k,cglvl
(ku,0)€P*((qr:dr+1):p)

1/2 (lu[+1)/2 —tra(lRuu{rs13/b
=+ Z 7uU{T+1}Da,b Z b7¥ o D
uC{1l,...,r} kyogrt1p €€t

(kusir+13,0)€EP((q,,Gr+1),P)
::Ba(q'rap)+9(q‘ra(j‘r+17p)a (11)
where we denote by 0(q.,Gr+1,p) the second term in the last equality. In Al-
gorithm 221 we choose ¢-41 € Ry, which minimizes 6(q,, Gr+1,p) as a func-

tion of ¢r41, since the dependence of B, ((q,,Gr+1),p) on ¢-+1 appears only in
0(q,,qr+1,p). Using an averaging argument and the inequality (&), we have

1 .
9A(‘17‘7Q7‘+15p) S Z ok(qraqﬂ'+1ap)

b Grt1ER
1 b,n
A/2 A(Jul+1)/2 —Apa([kuugrt11/0])
< Z Vustr+13Pab Z b= et
uC{l,...,7} kuu(r 1y €ENIFT
1
X > 1,

Gr+1€Rp n
trn (k) @, +trn (kri1)-dry1=a  (mod p)
deg(a)<n—m

for 0 < A < 1. If tr,,(kr41) is a multiple of p, then we have
tr(ku) - @, + trn(krg1) - Gre1 = trn(ky) - q,  (mod p),

so that the innermost sum equals b" for (k,,0) € Pt(q,,p), and equals 0
otherwise. If tr,(k,41) is not a multiple of p, there are b®~"™ possible choices
for a such that deg(a) < n—m, for each of which there exists at most one solution
Gr41 to try(krg1) - Gre1 = a — try(ky) - q, (mod p), so that the innermost sum
is bounded above by "~ ™. From these results and using Lemma 28] we have

0*(q,.qr+1,D)
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A/2 A(Jul+1)/2 Ao ([Rutfrs11/b
< > VabirryPas > el

uwC{1,...,7} kuu{,.Jrl}Eg‘”Hl
b" |kr 41

LIS 22 DAY S e U /)

pm wU{T+1} " a,b
uC{l,..,7} kyogrtr1p €€t
b her 41
/2 A(Jul+1)/2 Mo ([ R /b
< Z Yultr+13Pab Z b (/B
uC{1,...,7} kyeglul

«| 3 b—Aua<LkT+1/bJ>+bLm S p el /o)

k7—+1€g k7—+1eg
b" |kr 41
- Z A/2 pAMul+1)/2 glul Aabr2 . Aapat
—= 7uU{T+1} a,b a,b,\, 1 b2,\n pm
uwC{1,...,7}

A/2 1 A/2
YDy Aab A/2 A ul/2 4 lul
bmin(m,?)\n) Z Yu Doz,b Aoz,b,)\

uC{1,...,7}
N2 /2 -
'YT-HDa,b Aa,b)\ A/2 4 A/2
= 7 pmin(m,2xn) H (1 95 Dol Aa,b«\) ) (12)
j=1

for 1/a < A < 1. Applying the inequality [®) to (II)) in which ¢,; equals that
Gr+1 which minimizes 0*(q,,G,+1,p), and then using (I0) and (IZ), we obtain

Bé(q'rJrlap) S Bé(qrap) + Gk(q'raq‘r—i-l;p)

1 A/2 A/2
S bmin(m,2)\n) -1 + H (1 + 7] Da,b Aa,b,)\)

A2 ~A/2 .
Yr41 D5 Aaba

: A2 A/2
+ pmin(m,2in) H (1 + 7j Doz,b Aa,b,/\)

j=1
1 jas A2 A/2
= pmin(m,2in) —1+ H (1 + ’Yj Da,b Aa,l),k) ;
j=1

for 1/ < A < 1, which completes the proof.

B Proof of Theorem

Since z € G is given in the form (1, (o, ..., (n,0,0,...)" forn € Nand ¢; € Zy,
1 <i<n, Pp(z) is given as

@b(z) = (7]1,7]2, . .)T € G with 1 = §i+1 — gl (InOd b),

where (41 = (o2 =+ =0.
Let us consider the first part. If {; = -+ = (, = 0, it holds that ®,(z) =
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(0,0,...)", and thus, Wy (®;(z)) = 1 for all k € N. Therefore, we have
Xb © (I)b Z b~ /’La(k)

where the result of the last sum is given in [2] Theorem 2], which proves the
first part.

Let us consider the second part next. We denote the b-adic expansion of
keNbyk=rib™ 14 +k,b% ! for somev € Nsuch that a; > --- > a, >0
and 0 < K1,...,Ky < b. Then we have o (k) = a1 + -+ + Amin(v,a) and

Wk(q)b(z)) _ H wlf:i(fai+1—C1).

=1

Here we note that u (k) does not depend on the values of k1,...,k,. Using
this result and arranging every element of N according to the value of v in their
expansions, we obtain

Xb © o (2)
o0
_ Z Z b me(u ) gy Z H i(Cay+1—C1)
v=10<a,<---<aq 0<K1,..., Ky <bi=1

a—1 _
= Z Z H <b a; Z w:i(Cai+1—<1)>

v=1 0<a,<---<ap i=1 ki=1

e’} o - i -
+ Z Z H (b—ai Z w;i(caiﬂ—cl)) H Z ng(caj+1—<1) ,

v=a0<a, < <ay i=1 ri=1 j=a+1l \k;j=1
(13)

wherein we have

b—
Zl w”i((aiJrl—Cl -1 (Cas41— G =0)
’ (Caz+1 — G #0)

=L(z,a; +1).

Iiizl

Thus, the second term on the right-hand side of (I3) becomes

S Y IIr*Lea+n [[ L+

v=a0<ay, < - <ay =1 Jj=a+1

Z ﬁb““L(z,ai—i— 1)

0<an<-<ay i=1

X > I[I fGei+y 11 1

v=a0<ay < <aa+1<0a i E{Ay,...,00+1} ie{1,...,aa—1}\{av,...,aa+1}
@

= > JveLeEa+) Y] IT LGz +1) 1T 1

0<an<--<ay i=1 uC{l,...,an—1} ¥ €Eu i7€{l,...,aa—1}\u
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an—1

= > J]vLzai+1) [] B+Lz5+1)]. (14)

0<an<---<aii=1 j=1

The innermost product equals b~ if and only if L(z,5 +1) = b — 1 for all
1 < j < a, and equals 0 otherwise. Since L(z,j+1) = b—1 only when ¢;+1 = (1,
we focus on the condition (1 = (; for all 1 < j < a,. It is obvious that z € G
satisfying this condition can be expressed in the form

(Cla gla ceey Cla gaa"l‘l’ Caa+25 .. ‘)T
—_———
[e7eY
For such z we have
q)b(z) = (07 05 ceey Oa Naa+15MNag+25 - - ')T
———
aq—1

Therefore, the innermost product on the right-most side of (Id)) equals b% ! if
®y(2) € H,, -1, and equals 0 otherwise. Hence the second term on the right-
hand side of [I3]) can be further rewritten as

> b @y(2) € Hap 1] [ [0 L(2,0i + 1),

0<an<--<ai i=1

Substituting this result into (I3) we have

a—1 v
X o Pp(2) = Z Z Hb_‘“L(z, a; + 1)
v=10<a,<---<ai 1=1

+ > b @y(2) € Hay ] [J 07" L(z 0+ 1), (15)

0<an<---<ai =1

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3] we have

Z ﬁbfa"L(z,ai +1)

0<ay<---<ay i=1

= Z f[bf‘“L(z, a; + 1)+ Z ﬁbf‘“L(z, a; +1)

O<ay<-<ar<ni=1 0<a, < -<az<n<aj i=1
v v
boeg 3 [Tt Lzai+ )+ > J[b"L(z,ai+1)
0<ay,<n<a,—1<--<ap i=1 n<a,<---<aj i=1
v v t
= Z H b~ % L(z,a; +1) Z H b= L(z,a; + 1),
t=0 0<a,<--<aty1<ni=t+1 n<ay<---<ap j=1
v t
= Viet(2) Z H b=% L(z,a; +1),
t=0 n<ay<--<ay j=1

where we define Vy(z) = 1 for any z € G. We now recall that z € G is given in
the form ((1,C2,y-++,(n,0,0,...)" forn € Nand ¢; € Zp, 1 < i < n. From this
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assumption, we have (,4+1 = (uy2 = --- = 0, so that for any ¢ > n

. _Jb—-1 (G =0)
L(z,i+1) = {_1 (G 4 0)
= p((1)-

Therefore in the last expression we have

> Tl viza+n=r) >, J[v~

n<a;<---<ap j=1 n<are<ay jo1
=) Y b S pee Y
ae=n ar—1=ar+1 a1=az+1
t
1 p(¢1)
~ ptn1) 1:[1 1 = Ue(Gr)- (16)

Using these results and swapping the order of sums, the first term on the right-
hand side of (I3 becomes

> T Lai+ 1) =Y Via(2)Ui(G)
v=10<a,<---<ay i=1 v=1 t=0
= <Z th@l)) Vi(2) + > U(G)

a—1
= Y GCOVi() + o(Gr) — 1),
t=1
For the second term on the right-hand side of (I3, we have

> b ®y(2) € Hap ] [[ 0% L(2,ai + 1)

0<aq<--<ai i=1
= > b ®y(2) € Hoy ] [[ 0% L(2, 05 + 1)
0<an < <a1<n i=1
+ > b ®y(2) € Hop ] [[ 07 Lz, i + 1)
0<an<---<ag<n<ai 1=1
ot Y b ®y(2) € Ho o] [[ 07 L(2, 00+ 1)
n<lan<---<ai =1
= Z Z baa71[¢b(z) € Hlla_l] H biaiL('z’ai +1)
t=0 0<ao<-<aty1<n i=t+41

¢
X Z Hb*aiL(z,aiJrl).

n<ay<---<ap j=1

Here again we recall that z € G is given in the form ({1, (2, ..., (n,0,0,...) " for
n € Nand (; € Zp, 1 < i < n. Furthermore, it does not hold that (1 = --- =
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(n = 0 for the second part of this theorem. Therefore, ®y,(z) ¢ H,, 1 whenever
ao > n. Thus, we have

> b ®y(2) € Hoy ] [[ 07 L(z,0i + 1) = 0.

n<aq<---<ai =1

Thus, by using the above result and (I6), the second term on the right-hand
side of (IH)) becomes

> b @y(2) € Hap 1] [[ 07" L(2,0i + 1)

0<an<-<ay i=1
a—1 [e

=D Vaut(DUlG) = Y Uat(Q)Vi(2).
t=0 t=1

Therefore, we have

o B(2) = S THCVi(E) + (Do) — 1) + 3 Ve Q)T (2),

which completes the proof of the second part.
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