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Abstract

An existence result is presented for the worst-case error of lattice rules for high dimen-
sional integration over the unit cube, in an unanchored weighted space of functions with
square-integrable mixed first derivatives. Existing studies rely on random shifting of the
lattice to simplify the analysis, whereas in this paper neither shifting nor any other form of
randomisation is considered. Given that a certain number-theoretic conjecture holds, it is
shown that there exists an N-point rank-one lattice rule which gives a worst-case error of
order 1/+/N up to a (dimension-independent) logarithmic factor. Numerical results suggest
that the conjecture is plausible.

1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with an error estimate for a numerical integration rule for functions
defined on high-dimensional hypercube [0,1)%, s € N,

/ f(x)de. (1.1)
[0,1)*

More specifically, we consider the worst-case error for rank-one lattice rules. The main con-
tribution of this paper is the analysis of unshifted lattice rules without randomisation; we
allow neither shifting nor any other form of randomisation. Given the truth of a certain con-
jecture with a number-theoretic flavour (Conjecture B.8]), our results show the existence of a
deterministic cubature point set that attains the worst-case error of the order 1/ VN, up to a
logarithmic factor, where N is the number of cubature points, with a dimension-independent
constant (Corollary B.I0]).

An N-point rank-one lattice rule in s-dimension is an equal-weight cubature rule for ap-
proximating the integral (IT)) — a quasi-Monte Carlo rule — of the form

N—
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1
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for some z € {1,...,N — 1}*, where {z} € [0,1)* for € = (z1,...,z5) € [0,00)® denotes the
vector consisting of the fractional part of each component of . The choice of z, known as
the generating vector, completely determines the cubature points, and thus the quality of the
cubature rule. Our interest in this paper lies in proving the existence of a good generating
vector z € {1,...,N — 1}°. The figure of merit we consider is the so-called worst-case error,
defined by

e(N,z):=e(N,({kz/N})) = sup
feHS"W ”f”Hs,'ySI

1 N-—1
/W e 3 f<{kz/N}>1,

where Hj ., is a suitable normed space consisting of non-periodic functions over [0,1)*, specified
below. As is standard nowadays, we will assume that the norm incorporates certain parame-
ters vy, one for each subset u C {1,2,...,s}, since without weights integration problems are
often intractable, see [Il 9] for more details.
It is natural to seek a generating vector z that makes the worst-case error small. If H - is
a reproducing kernel Hilbert space then the worst-case error e(N, z) can be computed for any
value of z (see below), but there is no known formula that gives a good value of z for general s.
The strategy we take in this paper is to prove an existence result, by considering the average
of €2(N, z) over all possible generating vectors z € Z%,, with Zy := {1,2,...,N — 1}, i.e. we
compute )
e(N) := N=1r Z ¢*(N, z); (1.4)

zZ€Z3,

and then use the well known principle that there must exist one choice of z that is as good as
average. With the support of a certain number-theoretic conjecture (Conjecture B.8]), which
does not depend on the choice of z), we will show that

(6%
() < LN “?VN) :
with C independent of N, where a > 0 is an exponent appearing in the conjecture that
depends on neither s nor N. Moreover, C' is independent of s for suitable weights ~,. It follows
that there exists a generating vector z* for which the worst-case error e(NV, z*) is bounded by
VC(In N)*/2 /5/N (Corollary BI0).

For periodic function spaces, error estimates for rank-one lattice rules are well known; see
[T} [4], [7, B8] and references therein. For non-periodic functions, with the aid of shifting—changing
the cubature points from {kz/N} to {kz/N + A} with elements A € [0,1)°—good results
have been obtained for shift-averaged worst-case errors; see [I] and references therein for more
details. In the present paper, however, the function space is not periodic, and the worst-case
error we consider is not shift-averaged. Approaches to estimating the error for lattice rules for
non-periodic functions without randomisation include [2, [3] where a change of variable called
the tent transform was applied to the integrand. In this paper, however, we do not transform
the integrand.

The shift-averaged worst-case error mentioned above is the expected worst-case error for
randomly shifted lattice rules, see [I]. The present paper is a first step in our project to “deran-
domise” randomly shifted lattice rules—that is, to produce explicit shifts (for an untransformed
rule) that gives worst-case errors that lose no accuracy compared to the shift-averaged worst-
case errors. While randomly shifted lattice rules have the advantages of providing us with an



online error estimator and are simple to analyse and construct, they are less efficient than a
good deterministic rule, because of the need in practice to repeat the calculations of integrals
with fixed z for some number (say 30) of random shifts. In this first step in this programme,
we study the case of zero shifts. (Experience suggests that this is a poor choice—perhaps the
worst!)

There are related works in [5, 6] where a quantity called ‘R’, which is connected to the
so-called (weighted) star discrepancy, was considered as the error criterion. In the weighted
setting in [6], lattice rules can be constructed to achieve O(n~'*7?) convergence rate for any
6 > 0, with the implied constant independent of s and N for suitable weights.

After establishing the setting in Section 2] the conjecture and the main results are stated in
Section Bl Section [ provides numerical evidence relating to the conjecture. Section Bl concludes
the paper.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the setting and recall some facts on lattice rules that will be
needed later. Throughout this paper, we assume that N, the number of cubature points, is a
prime number. Let us start with a general reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) H, with
a reproducing kernel K: [0,1]* x [0,1]°* — R that satisfies

/ K(z,y)dxdy < cc.
0,155 J10,1]

It is well known that for a general quasi-Monte Carlo (QMC) rule ([2]), the square of the
worst-case error in Hg,

e(N, (tr)r) = sup
feHs, |fllms<1

1 N—-1
| r@de- Y )
0,1) prd
is given by

e*(N, (tr)k)
N—-1 N—1N-1

/ K:I:y)dacdy—iz K(tg,x) d$+—ZZKtk,tk'
[0,1] J[0,1]

[0.1]® k=0 k'=

see for example [II Theorem 3.5]. We specialise to the case

K(z,y)dz =1 for any y € [0,1]%,
[0,1)

to obtain

BQ(N’ (tk) =

1 1N—
Nz Z (b, ) — 1. (2.1)

fmz



In particular, for the QMC rule we here take an unshifted lattice rule with cubature points
given by (L3) for some z € Z3,. Then, we have

QNZINZIKG } {’?})-1 (2.2)

k=0 k'=

Now we further specialise the RKHS to H, 4 with kernel

Kony(@y) = Y w]]n@ ), (2.3)

uC{l:s} Jj€u

where

n(z,y) = %Bz(lx —yl)+ (w - %) <y - %) z,y € [0,1].

Here Bo(t) = t> —t +1/6, t € R is the Bernoulli polynomial of degree 2, {1 : s} is a shorthand
notation for {1,2,...,s}, and the sum in (23] is over all subsets u C {1 : s}, including the
empty set; and v = {7V, }ucn is an arbitrary collection of positive numbers called weights with
vp = 1. The choice of weights plays an important role in deriving a dimension-independent
error estimate, see Corollary B.I0l This space, discussed fully in [I], is an “unanchored” space
of functions on the unit cube with square integrable mixed first derivatives. We again refer the
readers to [I] for more details. For this space it follows from (Z1]) that

BQ(N’Z) = Z Yu€ N Zu), (2.4)

0#uC{1:s}

where for u C {1: s} and z, = (2j);eu, from (1)) and (23]

eu(N, zu)
e 2L ) (R ) ({5 2)) e

Thus the quantity e2(N, z,) is a key to deriving an estimate for e?(N, 2).

3 Existence result for worst-case error

In this section, we derive an existence result for the worst-case error. We first note the following
property.

Proposition 3.1. Let g be a function that satisfies g(t) = g(1 —t) for t € [0,1]. Then for
a,b >0 we have

9({a} = {b}]) = g({a — b}),

where, as before, the braces indicate that we take the fractional part of the real number.

Proof. Note first that {a},{b} € [0,1) and therefore {a} — {b} € (—1,1). It is clear that
{a} — {b} differs from {a — b} by 1 or 0. If {a} = {b}, then {a —b} = 0 and the result is trivial.
If {a} > {b}, then {a} — {b} € (0,1), and so {a} — {b} = {a — b}. Thus, again the result is



trivial. If {a} < {b}, then [{a} — {b}| = {b} — {a} € (0,1) and so |[{a} — {b}| = {b — a}. Thus,
using ¢(t) = g(1 —t), t € [0,1] we have

9({a} ={b}) = 9({b} —{a}) = g({b —a}) = g(1 = {b —a}) = g({a — b}),
where in the last step we used the identity {t} + {—t} =1 for ¢t &€ Z. O

In particular, Proposition Bd] applies to the function Ba(-) so we can rewrite (23] as

2(N Zy)
1N—1
k‘ k;’)Z] k‘Zj 1 ki,Zj 1
N2ZZH[B2<{ N }>+<{W 5 ~ (32| (3.1)
k=0 k’=0j€u
Now we obtain the average over z € Z3,. From ([4]) and ([24]) we have
PN = D wEWN), (3.2)
0AuC{l:s}
where
_9 1 9 1 )
eu(N) = (N _ 1)5 Z eu(N, Zu) == m Z eu(N, Zu)
2CZN z EZM
u N
| NoIN-
N2 (X + Inaes) (3.3)
k=0 k’'=0
with .
1 - k—k
ANk = 5y 2 P2 ({( N : }) (3.4)
z=1
and
J 1 = kz 1 Kz 1 55)
Nik K T N 2 ~ 5 ~ 5

e(N) = 3 (X e )" (e o). (3.6)

In secking an error estimate for the generating-vector-averaged worst-case error 2(N), we take
the point of view that estimates of order 1/N or higher are relatively harmless, so we are
concentrating on isolating terms that are more slowly converging.

In the following two subsections, we derive estimates for Xy., 1 and Jy., . It turns out
that, roughly speaking, the terms (X]V;/z%k/)‘“\"| yield the order 1/N. The terms (JN;k,k/)M seem
to converge more slowly, and require more detailed analysis.



3.1 Estimates for Xy,

We have the following expression for Xy .

Lemma 3.2. For N prime and k, k" € {0,1,...,N — 1}, the quantity X defined in (34
satisfies
ifk =Kk,
Xy =4 12 1 (3.7)
——— ifk#£K.
oy Tk
Proof. For k = k', we have By(0) = %. For k # k', recalling the (absolutely convergent) series
representation

1 exp(2mihx)
By(z) = o2 Z gz z € [0,1],

h£0
we have
1
XN;k,k’ 4 — 1 Z h2 Z eXp 27T1h ke — k/)Z/N)
h#O z=1
1 1 N—-1
- m Z ) <Z exp(2mizh(k — K')/N) — 1) ’
h#0 z=0
with .
Zexp (2mizh(k — K')/N) = if h( ) =N
z=0 0 if h(k—F) 37—£N

Throughout this paper, the notation a =x b means that a = b (mod N), and similarly a Zx b
means that a Z b (mod N). Since N is prime and k # k', we conclude that all possible values
of k — k', namely, 1,42, ..., +(N — 1), are relatively prime to N, and so h(k — k') =y 0 <
h =n 0. Thus

XNk = F( Z -2 h2>
h=£0 h£0
h=n0
_ 1 Ny Loy 1 Nt w1
~ 4712(N - 1) = ((N?2 3 ) 4n (N-1)\N23 3 /) 12N’
which completes the proof. ]

We deduce the following estimate for €2(V).
Proposition 3.3. For N prime, the quantity €2(N) defined in [B.6) satisfies

—1N-1 9 1

\U\ ; _ = 4=
(N) < CuN N2 kz:l klz:l JNk: k’ with Cy = 3\11\ + 4\11\ .



Proof. On separating out the diagonal terms of (B.6]), we have

N—-1 —1N-1
1
V) = 53 X Ko+ T + 373 Y S K ) (589
k=0 k= OI]:;HQUCU.

From Xy, = % and 0 < Jnpn < ﬁ Ziv:*l % = %, the first term in (B.8]) can be bounded
by
N-1

1
. 2 <
l;)(XN,k,k + Inge i)™ < N

1
N2

For the second term in (B.8)), noting |Jnx x| <1 7> from Lemma 3.2 we have for any v C u

1

|u\b| |o| -
| (Xt ) Y (v < (12N )\l 4l

and thus summing over v C u and estimating N~™\° by N~ we obtain

1 1
|u\v| ol < = ——o
E ‘(XN;k,k’)u (Inik, k) | = anc: 12/u\o[ 4lv]
Cu

vCu

Further, from the binomial theorem we have ) . m = (% + %)Iul - 4‘1u‘ = ‘1u‘ ‘lu‘.
Using this, together with the case v = u, we obtain

9 1 1 1 N—1N-1
=2 i R B Nl
Wl = <3lu| 4|u|> e 2o 2 ()

Using again |Jy., x| < 1/4, we can separate out the contributions for £ = 0 or &’ = 0, to obtain

N-1

1 -1 1 1 1
E Ju < < _ . < -
N2 — |JNOk | = 4‘”‘]\72 = 4|u|N and N2 ; |JN,k,O| = 4N
Finally noting (J, N;k,k)‘u‘ > 0 yields the desired result. O

3.2 Estimates for Jy, p

In this subsection, we derive estimates for Jy,i p for k, k" > 1. In the following we will make
use of the Fourier series for the real 1-periodic sawtooth function, defined on [0, 1) by

—1/2 if 1
0 if z =0,

and then extended to the whole of R by b(z) = b(z + 1) for all x € R. Thus b(z) is the periodic
version of the first-degree Bernoulli polynomial B (x) = z—1/2. It is well known (following, for



example, from the Dini criterion) that the symmetric partial sums in its Fourier series converge
to b(x) pointwise for all x € R, that is

. M .
27ih
ba) = lm = 3 exp@mihz) g

For notational simplicity we shall often omit the limit, writing simply

i 2rih
ba)= > exp(2rihz) g
27 prs h

but this is always to be understood as the limit of the symmetric partial sum.
We have the following expression for Jy.x i, k, k' € {1,...,N —1}.

Lemma 3.4. For N prime and k,k" € {1,...,N — 1}, the quantity Jn i defined in BI)
satisfies

INe ke = o 2N Z Z (3.9)

h;éO ' #£0
WE'=y hk

where the double sum is to be in interpreted as the double limit
1 ) ) 1
2D g fm D 2w
h#0 B0 he{—M,...MPN\{0} K'e{—M',....M'}\{0}
hEk'=n hk hk'=n hk

Proof. For (z,y) € (0,1)? we have

Bi(xz)B 222

h#£0 R0

27r1hx —27r1h’

1 e2miha 6727rih’y
= i li —
Jim ol ) > W
he{~M,...MP\{0} W' e{~M",...M"}\{0}

Thus for any k, k' = 1,..., N —1 we have, noting that the finite sum over z may be interchanged
with the implied limits,

N—-1

IN gk = Z Z Z exp (2771<MTW>Z>
h;éO h’;éO z=1
= hk — 'K’
= RN 2 2w hh’ PR D) 2 2 i hh’ 2o (27”< ) )
h;éo B #£0 h;éO W A0 2=0

The first term vanishes because it has as a factor the limit of the product of symmetric partial
sums of the odd function 1/h. For the second term we use

N-1 .
N ifhk—hE =50
3 exp(2riz(hk — HK)/N) = ' NN
=0 0 ifhk—hE #50
which leads to the desired formula. O



We now want to estimate Jy,x i for k, k' > 1 using B3). It turns out that it suffices to

consider Jy.. 1, for k =1,..., N — 1.

Proposition 3.5. For N prime, the quantity €2(N) defined in ([3.0]) satisfies

1 1 N—-1
=2 el |
Go(N) S cue = D [Tniea ™. (3.10)
N N ~
Proof. Because N is prime, for each k' € {1,...,N — 1} there is a unique inverse Kt e
{1,...,N — 1} such that ¥'k'~* =y 1, and therefore
WE =xhk & B =y h(kE ).
It follows from (3.9]) that
INp = Inwt,  with  w:=kkK'" mod N,
and since x runs over all of {1,..., N — 1} as k' runs over {1,..., N — 1}, we have
N—1N-1 L N1 1
N2 DD Unvwa)™ = == Y (v < Z [ v |1,
k=1 k’'=1 k=1 k=1
Applying this to Proposition yields the desired result. O
From Lemma [3.4] we have
N
INK1 = —5—— —:——l lim S(M, M’ 3.11
e D DN D it ey s WL L ) (3.11)
h£0  h/2£0
h/EN hk
where
1
S(M,M") := —. 12
( ’ ) Z Z hh! (3 )
he{—M,...MPN\{0} h'e{—M",...M'}\{0}
h,ENhli
To further simplify Jn.. 1, we note that for h, h' satisfying i’ =y hx with k € {1,...,N — 1}
we have
h=xy0 < he=ny0 < Hh =yn0.
Hence, for the h =5 0 contribution to the double sum ([B.I2]) we have
1 1
> % > w0
h=n0 h=nO0
Thus, we can restrict the double sum ([BI2]) to h #n 0 so that
1
N — -
S(M,M") = > > ol (3.13)

he{—M,...MP{0} W ef{—M’, ... M"\{0}
h#NO h=nhk



We now assume N > 3 so that N — 1 is even for N prime. We can write h #Zx 0 as
h={(N+gq, with ¢€Z and qe€ {—%, s %} \ {0} =: Rn. (3.14)
Then, we can write h' =y hx with h Zx5 0 as
W' =0N +r(qrs,N), with ¢ €Z,

where r(j, N) is the unique integer congruent to j mod N with the smallest magnitude. More
precisely, the function r(-, N): Z — Ry U {0} is defined for j > 0 by

(3.15)

. 7 mod N if jmong%,
7"(37N)Z: . . . N—1
jmod N—-N if jmod N > ==,

and extended to all integers j by r(j, N) = r(j + N, N). It follows that for j > 0 we have
r(—j,N) = r(N — jmod N,N) = —r(j, N). Hence the function is both N-periodic and odd.
If N divides j, then we have r(j, N) = 0, but otherwise r(j, N) € Ry.

Using these representations of h and A/, the double limit in Jy,.1 as in (BII) can be
rewritten as follows.

Lemma 3.6. For N > 3 prime and k € {1,...,N — 1}, the quantity Jn..1 given by BII)
satisfies

, 1N (N—Zl)/2 l_i 2% 1 - i 2r(qr, N)
Nl = o2 N =1 = \4 ZUNP=¢ J\rlgsN) = (E'N)*—r(gr,N)? |’
(3.16)

where r(-, N) is defined as in ([BI5).

Proof. We begin with the expression (BIT) for Jy.. 1. Writing M = LN+Q and M’ = L'N+Q’
with L, L’ € N and Q, Q" € Ry U {0}, the double sum (BI3) can be rewritten as

1 1
SMMY) = ) ) e
(€7, qeRy Vez, ¢ €Rn IN +q EN+q
[EN+q|<LN+Q |¢/N+q'|<L'N+Q’
=N gk
L %
1 1
= - 3.17
(xSl X why) e
qu/eRN {=—L p=_1
d=ngqr [IN+q|[<LN+Q |¢/ N+q'|<L'N+Q’

where we used the fact that the inequalities in the summation conditions cannot hold if |¢| > L
or ['| > L.

First we consider the sum over ¢ in (3.I7)). Since the condition |[/N + ¢| < LN + @ always
holds for |¢| < L — 1, we can write

L 1 L 1 1
ot (N +q = (N +q = (N +q
|¢N+q|<LN+Q |¢N+q|>LN+Q

10



where we have

RN SR H S
£:7L€N+q_q pt €N+q —(N +q ¢ = €N — q2
and
Z 1 < < 2 — 0 as L — o0
Py (N+q|~ LN+Q ~ LN—N/2
|(N+q|>LN+Q
Thus we conclude that
L L 0
. 1 1 . 2q 1 2q
1 =—-—1 — = — — =P .
Lo Z IN+q ¢ fes — (IN)?2—q%> ¢ ; ({N)? — ¢? ~(9)
[UN+q|<LN+Q

The sum over ¢ in ([B.I7)) is similar.

Now since the double limit of S(M, M) exists as M — oo and M’ — oo, it must equal the
double limit of the last expression in [B.IT) as L — oo and L' — oo, with arbitrary @ and Q.
(This is because for a particular pair (Q,Q’), the last expression in ([BI7]), when interpreted as
a sequence in the double index (L, L"), can be considered as a subsequence of the convergent
sequence S(M, M") with double index (M, M’).) Hence we obtain

l. . / _

MlinoolelglooS(M’M ) E Pn(q E Pn(q r(gk,N)),
4.4'€RN 9€RN
7'=Nqr

where we used the fact that for a given ¢ € Ry, the only value of ¢’ € Ry that satisfies ¢ =y qr
is ¢ =r(gk,N).

Finally, we observe that Py(—q) = —Pn(q), and Py(r(—qr,N)) = —Pn(r(qk, N)) since
r(—qr, N) = —r(qr, N). Thus the contributions of ¢ and —¢ to the sum are the same, and so
we only need to sum over the positive values of ¢ and then double the result. Applying the
result in (B.I1]) completes the proof. O

Now we estimate the magnitude of Jy.. 1.

Lemma 3.7. For N > 3 prime and k € {1,..., N —1}, the quantity Jn..1 from BI0) satisfies

1 N 1072 In N
< —— (T o T
e ( L T >
where
(N-1)/2 1 7T2
Tn (k) = § R 3.18
(%) = alr(es,N)| ~ 6 (3-18)

Proof. We expand the two factors in the sum over ¢ in (B.I6]) and then apply the triangle
inequality to obtain

1 N
!JNm!_zzN (Tn (k) + Ay + Ag + Ag),

11



with

(N-1)/2 1 00 2%
A= - - - —
AP i ] (; (EN)? - q2>

q=1

(N-1)/2 o0
. 2\7" (gr, N)|
M Y q(g fan L

q=1

(N-1)/2 / oo 2% 0 2|r(qr, N)|
Agi= ) (Zm><;(€w)2—r(q&m2)

q=1 /=1

Since ¢ < N/2 < ¢N/2 and |r(gk, N)| < N/2 < {/N/2, we have
2

> > 4 X1 on
Z(fN Z eN/2 __NZ_2:_’

=1 Z:l

| A

and

i 2|r(gr, N)| <i N _2n?
— (!'N)? —r(gr,N)? — — (/N2 —(('N/2)2 9N’

Moreover, we have

(N-1)/2 (N=1)/2 1d - ; (N-1)/2 1 (N-1)/2 o
- <1 —dt < -
2 < /1 St <2mN an z; T T X s

where in the prenultimate step we used the fact that |r(gr, N)| takes all the values from 1 to
(N —1)/2 exactly once as ¢ runs from 1 to (IV — 1)/2. These estimates lead to

A+ A+ A3 <

472 InN 472 InN N —1 4r7? 72 In N o272 1072 In N
+ + < + < .
IN 9N 2 81N? IN 9In3 9N

On the other hand, a crude estimate for Ty (x) follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

(N=1)/2 1 1/2 /(N—-1)/2 1 1/2 (N—1)/2 1 1/2 /(N—-1)/2 1 1/2 9

T

< E — E S = E — E - =
TN(K) > ( q2> < g T(qFL, N)2> ( q2> ( t2> < 6

q=1 q=1 t=1
This completes the proof. O

Numerical experiments show that the value of Ty (x) is much smaller than the crude bound
72/6 for most values of x, and have led us to the following conjecture. Note that we have
r(¢(N — k),N) =r(—qr,N) = —r(gr,N), and so Tn(N — k) = Tn (k). Moreover, from (316
we conclude that

INN=r1 = —JINik,1-
Since we are only interested in the magnitude of Jy..1 (see Proposition B.0), it suffices to
consider only x € R := {1,2,...,(N —1)/2}.

12



Conjecture 3.8. For N > 3 prime and r € R};, with Tn (k) as defined in BIS), let (k;)
for j € R} be an ordering of the elements of R} such that (Tn(kj)) is non-increasing. The
conjecture is that there exist Cv,Co > 0 and « > 2 independent of N such that

Tn(kj) < Ch

In N)®
(HN) forall  j> Cy(In N)®. (3.19)

Conjecture 3.8 together with Lemma [3.7] lead to an estimate for |Jx; 1| of the following
form:

Cs for j < Cy(In N)?,

JN;/{'7 < In N
| il C4(n ) for j > Cy (In N),

where C3 and Cy are known numerical constants. We will use this bound in the next subsection
to obtain the desired result for the mean of the worst-case error.
3.3 Final results

Now we are ready to state our main results.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that Conjecture [3.8 holds with some o > 2. For arbitrary u C {1 : s}
and any prime number N > 3 such that (In N)*/N < 1, the quantity e,(N) defined in (B3]
satisfies

In N)o/?
eu(N) < Cu%a (3:20)
where
23\ lul 3CT 5yl
cuomfarae(5) "+ (14 )"
wE a2 yy) e T
Here, the constant ¢, is as in Proposition [33, and Cy,C5 are as in Conjecture [T8.
Proof. From Proposition together with Jn.nN—x1 = —JN:k,1, We have
1 9 (N-1)/2
—2
alN) <as + > [nwgalM. (3.21)

j=1
For j < Co(In N)®, we use Ty(k;) < 72/6, InN/N <1 and N/(N —1) < 3/2 in Lemma B to

obtain
1 N (71'2 107721nN>< 13<7r2 107r2> 23

For j > Co(In N)®, we use In N > 1, N/(N — 1) < 3/2 and Conjecture B8 to obtain

1 N <1(1nN)°‘ 107721nN>§<3Cl 5>(lnN)a.

<—_— (= — (= ===
1|—27T2N—1 = 9729 24

’JNH‘Q]?

< — s
1‘—27T2N—1 N "9 N 42 " 6) N
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Combining these and using (In N)*/N < 1, we obtain

(N-1)/2

23\ 30, 5\ /(n N\
v 1M < = o1, 2
S oealis X (3) ¥ (rd) (%)
j=1 1<j<C2(In N)« Co(In N)*<j<(N-1)/2
2\ N-1/3c; 5\MnN)e
< a2 - (==l
< Ce(ln N) (24) 2 <4772 +6> N
2\M 1 /30, 5\M
<|(Cy — - —=+ = In N)°.
—<2<24> +2<4w2+6> >(n )
This together with (3:2]]) yields the required result. O

Corollary 3.10. Suppose that Conjecture holds with some o« > 2. Let N > 3 be a prime
number. Suppose that the weights v = (W )u satisfy

C:= Z Y Oy < 00,
[u|<oo

where C\ is the constant as in Theorem [3.9. Then, the generating-vector-averaged worst-case
error €2(N) defined as in [B.2) satisfies

(In N)

_9 <
(V) < o

(3.22)

with C > 0 independent of s and N. As a consequence, there exists a generating vector
zteZi={2€Z|1<z<N —1}° that attains the worst-case error

o (N
e(N,z") < \/EW (3.23)

Proof. From ([3.2]) and Theorem [3.9], we have

In V)« - C(lnN)O“
N T N

EQ(N) < Z 'Yucu(

0#uC{1:s}

(3.24)

Now, recall that e2(N) is defined in ([3.2)) as the average of e?(N, z) over all possible z. Thus,
there must be at least one z* such that

(In N

2 *
N <
e“(N,z") < C N

which yields the second statement. U

4 Numerical experiments on the conjecture

In this section, we present numerical evidence relating to Conjecture We compute the
numbers {TN(/{)}I({ZIU/ 2 given by BIR)) for varying N. For each fixed N, we sort these values
in non-increasing order, which we write as (T (k;))j=1,.. (v—1)/2, Plot the values, and make

14



a guess of the constants Cp, Cy in Conjecture We used Julia 0.6.2. for the experiments
below.

Figure [Il shows the values of (IHLN)QTN(/@») against j/(In N)* for j =1,...,(N —1)/2 with
a = 2,3, and N = 50021, 74687,99991. We see that for both « = 2 and 3 and these values of
N we can take constants Cp, Cy such that for all j/(In N)* > Cy with j =1,...,(N —1)/2
we have T (k;)N/(In N)* < Cy: for example, C; = 20 and Cy = 10. This is consistent with
Conjecture B8], especially for o = 3. Of course, we cannot be certain even in this case that the
bounds will hold for very large /N, with these or any constants. But even if the conjecture fails,
the numerical experiments give us confidence, even for a = 2, that the bounds in Theorem

will hold with C7 = 20 and C5 = 10 for NV up to at least a few hundred thousand.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we considered the worst-case error for unshifted lattice rules without randomi-
sation. A conjecture to support the error estimate was proposed. Given the conjecture, we
showed the existence of a generating vector that attains the worst-case error 1/v/N, up to a
logarithmic factor. Numerical experiments suggest that the conjecture is plausible.
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Tn(kj)N/(In N)* < Cq: for example, C = 20 and Cy = 10.
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