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Abstract

We present an algorithm for the numerical solution of ordinary differential equations
by random enumeration of the Butcher trees used in the implementation of the Runge-
Kutta method. Our Monte Carlo scheme allows for the direct numerical evaluation of
an ODE solution at any given time within a certain interval, without iteration through
multiple time steps. In particular, this approach does not involve a discretization step
size, and it does not require the truncation of Taylor series.
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1 Introduction

Taylor expansions appearing in the Runge-Kutta methods for the numerical solution of
ordinary differential equations (ODEs) have been expressed by rooted trees enumeration in
terms of Butcher series [But63], [Butl16], see Chapters 4-6 of [DB02], and [MMMKV17] for
a recent review starting from the early work of [Cay57]. It is known that the solution y(t)

of the autonomous ODE
y'(t) = fy(t))
y(o) :y0€R7 t€R+a
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in R4, where f(y) = (f'(y),..., f%(y)) is a smooth Révalued function of y in a domain of

R¢, can be expressed as

2 3 3
o(0) = o+ 0 wo) + 5 F) + S I Tlwo) + S U A+ (L)

where we use the notation

7 f (o) = (Z §—£<yo>fk<yo>> ,

etc. In addition, the expansion (1.1) can be coded and enumerated using the following

sequence of Butcher trees.

H Order ‘ Coefficient ‘ Butcher tree H Order ‘ Coefficient ‘ Butcher tree H Order ‘ Coefficient ‘ Butcher tree H

0 Yo 0 1 f (o) @ 2 I f(yo)

3 T'f' (o) T"1f5 fl(vo)

w

The numerical evaluation of Butcher series involves tree enumeration up to a certain order

that determines the level of precision of the algorithm.

In this paper, we propose an alternative method to the numerical evaluation of ODE so-
lutions, based on a random enumeration of Butcher trees by Monte Carlo simulation. Prob-
abilistic methods based on the Feynman-Kac formula provide alternatives to finite difference
schemes, and have been successfully applied to the solution of partial differential equations.
In particular, stochastic branching mechanisms have been used to represent the solutions of

partial differential equations in [Sko64], [INW69], [NS69], [McK75], [LM96], [CLMO08]. This
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branching argument has been recently extended in [HLOT"19] to the treatment polynomial

non-linearities in gradient terms, see also [PP21] for nonlocal and fractional PDEs.

In Theorem 3.2, under suitable integrability conditions we express ODE solutions as the
expected value of a functional of random Butcher trees which encode nonlinearities. Then in
Proposition 3.3 we provide sufficient conditions ensuring that the representation formula of
Theorem 3.2 holds at any time within certain interval. Numerical values of ODE solutions
can be computed beyond that initial interval by iterating the method and by piecing together

the solutions obtained on adjacent intervals.

This approach complements the use of the Feynman-Kac formula for the numerical es-
timation of the solutions of partial differential equations, see also [SH21] for a different ap-
proach to the Feynman-Kac representation of ODE solutions. Other links between Butcher
trees and probability theory have been pointed out in [Maz04], see also [Ski92] for the nu-

merical solution of ODEs as an inference problem by Bayesian techniques.

In Section 2 we introduce the construction of coding trees that will be used for the
numerical solution of ODEs. Section 3 presents the probabilistic representation formula of
ODE solutions obtained by the random generation of coding trees. In Section 4 we consider
examples and in Section 5 we describe the correspondance between Butcher trees and coding
trees, namely we show how any Butcher tree can be recovered by performing a depth first

search on the corresponding coding tree. Section 6 considers numerical applications.

2 Coding trees

This section introduces the random coding trees used for the probabilistic representation of

ODE solutions. Let y(t) be the solution of an ODE of the form

v =m0+ [ feyds,  teR.. 2.1)
where f is a smooth function defined on a domain of R, x R. In order to solve (2.1), we
expand f(s,y(s)) as

f(s,y(s)) = f(0, 40) +/0 (Qof (u, y(u)) + f(u, y(u)Orf (u, y(u)))du (2:2)
by differentiating v(s) := f(s,y(s))), where

aOf(tvy) = aa_{(tvy) and alf(t7y) = g_jyc(tay)
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In the sequel, given g a function on R, x R we let g* denote the mapping
g*: RF+ — RE+
(t = y(t) — g"(y) == (t = g(t, y(1))), (2.3)

where R®+ represents the set of functions from R, to R. In order to formalize and extend

the iteration initiated in (2.2), we introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.1 We let C denote the set of functions from R®+ to R®+ called codes, defined as
C:={Id, (950.f)", k,l >0},

where 1d denotes the identity on R¥+.

By (2.3), the elements of C are operators mapping a function h € R®+ to another function
c(h) € RE+. We also consider a mapping M, called the mechanism, defined on C by matching
a code ¢ € C to a set M(c) of code tuples.

Definition 2.2 The mechanism M is defined by M(Id) = {f*} and

M(g*) - {(a()g)*v (f*7 (alg)*)}v (24>
for g a smooth function on R, x R.
In the next lemma we show that ¢(y) satisfies a system of equations indexed by ¢ € C.

Lemma 2.3 For any code ¢ € C we have

c()(t) = Ly / [[:)s)ds,  teRr,. (2.5)

ZeM(e) VY zez
Proof. When ¢ = Id we have

() () = y(t) = yo + / £(5,y(s))ds = yo + / £*()(s)ds

hence (2.5) holds since M(Id) = {f*}. When ¢ = ¢* € C with ¢ # Id, the equation

g(t,y()) = 9(0,30) + / Bog(s, y(s))ds + / £(s,9(5)Drg(s, ()

satisfied by g*(y)(t) reads
560 =50 + [ WG+ [ PR,
and (2.5) follows by the definition (2.4) of M. O

4



We note that for any ¢* € C it is always possible to compute g*(y)(0) by applying the code
g* to the solution y of the ODE and then evaluating it at time 0 as ¢*(y)(0) = ¢(0,v0). In

particular, the full knowledge of the function y is not necessary to compute g*(y)(0).

Random trees

For each code ¢ € C we denote by I, a uniformly distributed random variable on M(c). For

example, when ¢ = f* we have
* * * 1
P(Iy = (", (00f)") =P(I = (Df)) = 5-
In the sequel we will use the notation
q.(b) :=P(I. = b), be M(c), ceC.
In addition, we consider a probability density function p : R, — (0, 00) and

e an i.i.d. family (77); j>1 of random variables with distribution p(t)dt on R,

e for each ¢ € C, an i.i.d. family (I%7); j>; of discrete random variables, with
P(I7 =b) =q.(b) >0, be M(c),

where the sequences (7%7); ;51 and (I'7).cc>1 are assumed to be mutually independent.

For each n € N we also consider an injection 7, : N* — N.

Coding trees

Starting from time 0, a particle labelled 1 := (1) bearing the code Id lives up to a random time
711 distributed according to p. If 71! > ¢, the branching process stops. Otherwise, if 75! < ¢,
a new particle with label (1, 1) is created, and bears the code f* since M(Id) = {f*}. This
new branch lives during the time 72700 - If 70D 4 72m2(LD > ¢ the tree stops branching,
otherwise, the particle branches into two new offsprings, one bearing the code f and the
other one bearing the code f.

Otherwise, if 71! < ¢, a new particle with label (1,1) is created, bearing the code f*, and

2m2(LY) and so on until

independently follows the same pattern as the first one, lives for a time 7
the random tree formed by these particles reaches the horizon time t. If 711 4 727201 > ¢
the tree stops branching. Otherwise, if 71! 4 727211 < ¢ the particle branches in two

different ways. Namely, with probability 1/2, either
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e into two new offsprings, one bearing the code f* and the other one bearing the code

(alf)*v or

e into a single offspring bearing the code (9 f)*,

since M(f*) = {(f*,(01f)"), (Do f)"}-
More generally, a particle with code ¢ € C at the generation n > 1 is assigned a label

of the form k& = (1,ky,...,k,) € N” and its parent is labeled k— = (1,ky, ..., Kk, 1).

The birth time of particle k is denoted by T}_, and its lifetime 777 is the element of

index 7, (k) in the ii.d. sequence (79);5;. If Ty := Tj_ + 7™® <, we draw a sample

k) (c1,...,¢) uniformly in M (c), and the particle k& branches into ‘L?’W"(E)| offsprings

at generation (n-+1), which are labeled by k = (1,...,ky,4),i=1,..., If’ﬁ"@)|.

The particle
with label ending with an integer i will carry the code ¢;. Finally, the code of particle k
will be denoted by ¢z € C. Note that the labels are only used to distinguish the particles
in the branching process, and we sometimes abusively use the word branch to speak about
its label and vice-versa. The set of particles dying before time t is denoted by K°, whereas
those dying after ¢ form a set denoted by K?. The death time of the particle k is denoted
by 1%, and its birth time is 753_.

Definition 2.4 When started at time t € [0,T] and a code ¢ € C on its first branch, the above
construction yields a marked branching process called a random coding tree, and denoted by

Tic

The tree T; 14 will be used for the stochastic representation of the solution y(t) of the ODE
(2.1), while the trees 7;. will be used for the stochastic representation of ¢(y)(¢). The next

table summarizes the notation introduced so far.

H Object ‘ Notation H
Initial time 0
Tree rooted at ¢ with initial code ¢ Tic
Particle (or label) of generation n > 1 | k = (1,ko, ..., k,)
First branching time T;
Lifespan of a particle T: — T3
Birth time of a particle k T%
Death time of a particle k T
Code of a particle k Cx




The following is a visual representation of a sample of the random tree 7; ;4 we just created.

(1,1,1,1)
(aof)*

We denote by K° the particles that do not reach t and K? the ones reaching ¢ (in this
specific case, there is only one particle in K?). The above construction also allows us to

build a coding tree 7. started from any code c € C at any time ¢ > 0.

3 Probabilistic representation of ODE solutions

Next, we introduce the random multiplicative functional which will be used to represent
ODE solutions.

Definition 3.1 Given T;. a random coding tree started at time t > 0 with code ¢ € C, we

define the universal multiplicative functional H by

1 () (0)

U = |1 Qe (L) (T = Tio) o0, F(t = Tp)

keke

keko
The next result gives the probabilistic representation of ODE solutions as an expectation

over random coding trees.

Theorem 3.2 Let T' > 0 for which there exists Ky > 0 such that
E[|H(Te.c)|] < Ko, ceC, telo,T].
Then, for any c € C we have the probabilistic representation
W)(t) =E[M(T].  tel0.T], (3.1)
where y is the solution of the ODE
o0 =0+ [ Fsaohds, tei0.1)
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In particular, taking ¢ = 1d, we have

y(t) = E[H(Ti)],  te[0.T].
Proof. For c € C we let

ve(t) =E[H(T:.)],  te€0,T).

By conditioning on the first branching time 77, the first particle bearing the code Id branches
at time 77 into a new particle bearing the code f* as M(Id) = {f*}, hence

yia(t) = E[H(Ti1a) Lz sy + H(Toga) Lir<sy]

yp(t = T1)
gt <2 |

BB flyetos)
~ TR “f o) Pl

Yo

~E +E

~+

t
:y0+/ yp(s)ds,  te[0,T).
0

Similarly, starting from any code g* € C different from Id, the particle branches at time 737
into either one particle with code (9pg)* or into two particles with codes (f*, (019)*), hence

we have

Yg~ (t) = E[H(ﬁ,g*)l{Tﬁt} + H<7;,g*)ﬂ{TTSt}}

gt (o) Y(aog)* (t — T7) Yy« (t — T7)y(o,9)- (t — T7)
~ B[ et lmso (1”9*=<‘9°9’*} 4o (g )p(Ty) MU =00@0y = T o) H
[ (wo) Y(aog)* (t — T7) \ e Y7 (8 = T7)Yy(o,9)+ (¢t — T7)
~ B[ e <“< (@) (G AT 4 (6" G )= T By )o@ )]
g (o) _
=K F) ]l{T1>t}:| +Z€§(g*)E{1{T <t} gyz }
= 9" (»)(0) + Z / % (H y.(t 8)) p(s)ds,
ZeM(gr) V0 PUS) \lez

—g O+ Y / TT v-(s)ds. (3.2)

which yields a system of equations

Ye(t) = + Y /Hy s, tel0,T], ceC. (3.3)

ZeM(c 2€Z



By the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem on the Banach space of sequences ¢*°, this system admits
a unique maximal solution. We conclude by noting that from Lemma 2.3, the family of

functions (c(y))cec is the solution of the system (3.3), hence (¢(y))cec = (Ye)cec, and

E[H(T:0)] = () = cly)(t). € [0,7)

Integrability condition

The following proposition provides sufficient conditions ensuring that the representation
formula (3.1) of Theorem 3.2 holds at any time within certain interval. In order to represent
an ODE solution beyond that interval we may reuse a numerical value obtained close the
boundary as a new initial value in order to represent the solution on an extended time

interval. The error on numerical values can be controlled by the Central Limit theorem.

Proposition 3.3 Assume that there exists K > 0 such that ¢(y)(0) < K for any c € C. Then,
for any T > 0 such that

T < log (1 + %) , (3.4)
or such that the density function p is nonincreasing and
p(T)>2, K<F(T), (3.5)
there exists K(T') > 0 such that
E[|H(T:0)|] < K(T), cecC, te[0,T]. (3.6)

Proof. 'We have

E[H(T)]] < 5:(0) = Eee | TT —r I1 0 f(T )

teT)plr) 1L

We note that we have S.(t) = Sy« (t) for all ¢ € C of the form ¢ = (95L f)*, k,1 > 0, since the
corresponding trees have the same distribution. Therefore, the system of equations satisfied

by S.(t) may be written as

Su(t) = K + /t Sy (s)ds

0

Sp(t) =K + /0 (S (5))%ds + /O Sy (s)ds,
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which can be solved as

Ket

m, Sld(t) :K_IOg(1+K(1 _et))'

S (1) =

Therefore, integrability holds when

1
0<t<T <1 1+—.

Under Condition (3.5), since g¢umin := mineec q.(1.) = 1/2, we have

1 K
11 1 = <1,
Gminp(T3; — T3;) exco F(t—T;)

keke
hence
1 K
E[|[H(Teo)|] <Bee | ] —— | <1, teloT]
o Gminp (T = Ti) o F(t =T )

In the case of a higher dimensional autonomous system of the form

) = it / F1(5'(s), .y (s))ds
) = Bt / By (), 5 (s))ds

s = it / Fal ), - y(s))ds

it is possible to create n different coding trees, where each tree codes for a different y* for

i€ {1l,...,n}. In this case, the set of codes C is defined as
C:{Idl, Gilazldfz : il,...,idZO,izl,...,d}
and the mechanism is obtained using the chain rule and is defined as

M(d;) = {fi}, M(g) = {(f1,019)7 (f2,029), ..., (fd,adg)}'

and by definition we let Id;(y3, . .., %¢) := yi. By an argument similar to (3.2), for ¢ € C we

yelt) == E[H(T.)] = Ly / T] v-(s)d

ZeM(c) 2€Z

have
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and yiq, (t) = y'(t), i = 1,...,d. In addition, any non autonomous system can be transformed
into an autonomous system by addition of a dimension. In particular, any higher order

ordinary differential equation of the form

y ) = fty(0),y (1), ..y (1)

can be written as a system of the above form by taking f;(xo,z1,...,24) = z, © =
0,1,...,d—1and fy(zo,1,...,24) = f(0,21,...,24), with y°(¢) = t and y*(t) = y=V(¢),
1=1,...,d.

4 Examples

Exponential series

We first consider the equation

rewritten in integral form as

¢
y(t) = yo +/ y(s)ds, teR,,
0

whose solution admits the power series expansion
t 1
y(t) = yoe :yozm, teR,.
n=0

Here we have C = {Id}, and the mechanism M satisfies M(Id) = {Id}. The particle
of generation n bears the label k& = (1,...,1) € N", and its parent is the particle k— =
(1,...,1) € N*=1. When the random times (7"),>; are independent and exponentially
distributed, i.e. p(s) = e L) (s) with F(t) = e™', the total number of branches in the

random tree T; is given by N; + 1 where (N;):>o is a standard Poisson process with unit

intensity.
1 1 (1,1) o (1,1,1) e (1,1,1,1)
[0] 1d L 1d [ 1d IS 1d [

In this case, the multiplicative functional

B 1 Yo
)= 11 sy I moms

keke ke
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simplifies to the deterministic expression
N n n
H(T) =yoe 2= [ e =woe',  teRy,

in which we take S°0_ 1 :=0and [[0_;1:= 1,
Autonomous ODEs
Consider the autonomous equation

y(t) =yo + /Otf(y(s))ds, teRy, (4.1)
where f € C®(R;R) is bounded together with its derivatives f*) of order k > 1, with

)|, <K k>0, (4.2)
for some K > 0. For any k£ > 0 we have the integral equation
FOWO) = 10+ [ FED s ek,
and the set of codes is given by
C:={Id, f®, k>1},

where f®) k> 0, denotes the operator acting as

fPW)s) = (FPW)s),  seRr
In this case, the mechanism M is defined by

M) = {f}, M) ={(f. )} M) ={(/. ")}, k=1

Below is a visual representation of a sample of the random tree 7; r4.
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Here, the multiplicative functional on the random tree 7; ;4 is given by

_ 1 cz(y)(0)
H(Ti1q) = kl;C[O —p(TE “T) kga —F(]; T )

We note that the above product is well defined, and in particular we are able to compute
cz(y)(0) = ¢z(yo) by interpreting the operator ¢z as a function from R to R. With y.(t) :=
E[H(T:.)], ¢ € C, the system (3.2) reads

yia(t) = o +/0 yy(s)ds

t
Yoo (t) = f(k)<y0) _|_/ Yy (8)y s (8)ds, k> 0.
0

By (4.2), for any code ¢ € C we have

1 K
yc(t) < Sc(t) = ]Ec | | = ’
keke T = Ti) kekd Ft =T )

where the right-hand side of the above inequality is solution of

SId(t) =K + /t Sf(S)dS

' (4.3)

t
Sf(k) (t) =K +/ Sf(S)Sf(k+1)(S)dS, k>0,
0

and by construction we have Sy = Syw), k > 0, since the corresponding trees starting with

the codes f and f®) k > 1, have the same distribution. Thus, (4.3) reduces to

SId(t) = K+ /Ot Sf(S)dS

t
Sp(t) = K+/ S¥(s)ds, k>0,
0

which yields

K
Sia(t) = K —log(l — Kt d Se(t) = :
1a(?) og( ) and S¢(t) =
Hence the probabilistic representation (3.1) holds if
T<- (4.4)
K’ '
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which is weaker than Condition (3.4) in Proposition 3.3. Another way to ensure the inte-
grability of H (7 14) is to choose a decreasing probability density function p(t) satisfying the
condition

p(T)>1 and K < F(T),

which is also weaker than (3.5).

5 Coding trees vs Butcher trees

In this section we describe the connection between coding trees, Butcher series and Butcher
trees, by showing bow any Butcher tree can be recovered by performing a depth first search

on the corresponding coding tree.

Autonomous case

In the case of the autonomous ODE

o0 =+ | fy(s)ds,  teR,,

we write the Taylor expansion of y(t) as the Butcher series

y(t) = yo +tf(yo) + %th(yo)f’(yo)

+ %t?’(f”(yo)fZ(yo) + f2(0) f (1))

+ %ﬂ(f///(yo)f?’(yo) + £ (o) £ (o) £ (o) + £ (yo) f' (o) S (o) + f* (y0) f () + -+~
¢1Bl

= o+ C(B)
Y Z V(B)

where the summation is over Butcher trees, the order |B| denotes the number of vertices
of the tree B, ¢(B, f,yo) is a term depending on the derivatives of f at yo, and v(B) is a
coefficient which is defined recursively, see (4) in [But10]. In the following tables we show

how Butcher trees B in the above sum can be identified to a coding trees 7.

[ Order | c(B) | Butcher tree B | Coding tree T |

0 Yo )

1
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[ Order | c(B) | Butcher tree B | Coding tree T |
1 (1,1)
1 £ (o) @ OB
Order c(B) Butcher tree B Coding tree T
(
2 f 1 (o) 0 [0]
H Order ‘ c(B) ‘ Butcher tree B ‘ H
ONG o
3 F"f*(yo) e
3| ) () :
ORI
‘ Order ‘ c(B) ‘ Butcher tree B ‘ H
0.&\\
QOO| T BT Ry
4 I 2 (o) 0
0
1 1,1
4 f"F (o) 0 @ [0} 111 (] (f)
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©,
©,

e

GG
[=]
=)

4 F' 1" (o)

4 f?f (o)

Namely, every Butcher tree can be recovered by performing a depth first search on the
corresponding coding tree by matching leaves on Butcher trees to branches of the same color

in coding trees.

If a node in the initial coding tree branches into two new coding trees 7; (above) and 7
(below), the Butcher tree for the initial coding tree is obtained by sticking the Butcher tree
obtained from 77 to the root of the Butcher tree obtained from 75. If a tree is a leaf then

the Butcher tree obtained is simply a node with the code of the leaf.

Non-autonomous case

In the case of a non autonomous ODE of the form

MOZ%+AJ@&@M& tER,,

multiple coding trees are needed to represent a given Butcher tree. For example, the following

Butcher tree

is represented using the following two coding trees:
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On the other hand, the following Butcher tree

will be represented using the following four coding trees:

=]

Id

LY (L)

(1L1,1,1)

(=]
= -

@ I a0 (0o f) [f@Ld |

6 Numerical application

i) Taking f(y) := y?, We start with the quadratic ODE

v () =y*t),  y(0) =y >0,

with solution

Yo
t) = —— te 0,1 .
y() 1—y0t’ 6[ ) /yO)

In the framework of (4.1) we have

C:{Id, f(k), kZO}:{Id, r— 0, x+— 2, v~ 2z, xr—>x2},

17
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hence we have ¢(y)(0) < K := max(1,2yo,y2) for all ¢ € C, hence by Proposition 3.3
and (4.4) the representation formula (3.1) of Theorem 3.2 holds for all ¢ € [0,1/2), see

Figure 1. The following figures are plotted with one million Monte Carlo samples.

2r 1 . 1 | |
Exact solution
Numerical solution o

1.8
1.6
1.4 r
1.2

1 1 1 1 1 J

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

t

Figure 1: Numerical solution of (6.1) with yo = 1.

In this example and the next one we take p to be the exponential probability density

function p(t) = et ¢t > 0.
ii) Next, we take f(y) := cos(y) and consider the equation
y'(t) = cos(y(t),  y(0) = v, (6.2)

with solution

y(t) = 2tan™ (tanh (t + Qtanh;(tan@()/ 2)))) . teR,.

in the framework of (4.1). When 3, = 1 we have sup,cy f*)(1) = 1 hence by Proposi-
tion 3.3 and (4.4) the representation formula (3.1) of Theorem 3.2 holds for all ¢ € [0, 1),

see Figure 2.
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1.4 | | | | |

135

13

1.25 |

1.2

115 |

1.1

1.05 Exact solution
Numerical solution o
1 1

1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
t

Figure 2: Numerical solution of (6.2).

iii) Taking f(t,vy) :== (y +t)/(y — t) we find Equation (201a) in [But16], i.e.

V=" o=t 63)

with solution

y(t) =t 4+ V1422

In this case, the time interval of validity may not be determined explicitly because
SUPy, 150 10501 f(0,1/2)] = oo and the finiteness of this supremum is only a sufficient
condition for (3.6) to hold in Proposition 3.3. Figure 3 shows the convergence of the

Monte Carlo algorithm until ¢ = 0.25.

1.8 |

1 I | | | ! |

1 1
Exact solution
1.7 Numerical solution o

1.6 . ®
15
1.4
13
1.2

1.1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 005 01 015 02 025 03 035 04 045 05
t

Figure 3: Numerical solution of (6.3).
iv) Taking f(t,y) := (y — t)/(y + t) yields Equation (316e) in [Butl6], i.e.

V=YD o=t (6.4
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whose solution is given in parametric form as (t(u),y(u)) = (usinlog(u), u coslog(u)).
As in Example iii) above, the time interval of validity may not be determined explicitly,

see Figure 4.

1.4 |

I I
Exact solution
1.35 Numerical solution o

13
1.25 |
1.2
1.15 |
1.1

1.05 |

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4

t

Figure 4: Numerical solution of (6.4).

In this example and the next one we take p to be the gamma probability density function

p(t) =t~Y2e7t/T(1/2), t > 0.
Taking f(t,y) := yt + y* we find Equation (223a) in [But16], i.e.

y(t) =ty(t) +y(t),  y(0)=1/2, (6.5)

with solution

€t2/2
y(it) = ——5—-—-
2 — fot es*/2(s

In this case we have supy ;o [051 f(0,1/2)| < 2, hence by Proposition 3.3 and (4.4) the
representation formula (3.1) of Theorem 3.2 is valid on the time interval [0,0.5), see

Figure 5.
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Figure 5: Numerical solution of (6.5).

In addition, after running the algorithm on the time interval [0,0.5] we may reuse the
numerical evaluation at time ¢t = 0.5 as a new initial condition and iterate the algorithm

on the time interval [0.5, 1] with a better stability of estimates, as shown in Figure 5.

A Maple and Mathematica codes

The following codes implement the algorithm of Theorem 3.2 using an exponential distribu-

tion p(t) =e™* ¢t > 0.

codetofunction := proc(f, c, t0, yO) if nops(c) = O then return yO; end if; if ¢ = [0, 0] then return
£(t0, y0); else return eval(eval(diff(f(t, y), t $ c[1], y $ c[2]), t = t0), y = yO); end if; end
proc;

mcsample := proc(f, t, tO, yO, ¢, h) local A, tau; tau := random[exponential[1]](1); if t - tO < tau then
return h*codetofunction(f, c, t0, y0)/exp(-t + t0); else if nops(c) = O then return mcsample(f, t -
tau, tO, yO, [0, 0], h/exp(-tau)); else if random[uniform] (1) < 0.5 then return mcsample(f, t - tau,
t0, yO, [c[1] + 1, c[2]], 2xh/exp(-tau)); else A := mcsample(f, t - tau, tO, yO, [0, 0], 1); return
mcsample(f, t - tau, t0, yO, [c[1], c[2] + 1], 2*Axh/exp(-tau)); end if; end if; end if; end proc;

solution := proc(f, t, t0, yO, n) local i, temp; temp := O; for i to n do temp := temp + mcsample(f, t,
t0, yO, [J, 1); end do; return evalf(temp/n); end proc;

f := (t, y) -> y~2;solution(f, 0.5, 0, 1, 10000);

Maple code.

codetofunction[f_, c__, tO_, yO_] := (If [c == {}, Return [yO],
Return[D[D[f[t, y1, {t, c[[111}], {y, c[[211}] /. {t -> t0} /. {y -> yO}11)
MCsample[f_, t_, tO_, yO_, c__, h_] := (Module[{A, tau}, tau = RandomVariate[ExponentialDistribution[1]];
If[tau > t - tO, Return [h*codetofunction[f, c, t0, yO]/E~(-(t - t0))],
If[c == {}, Return[MCsample[f, t - tau, tO, yO, {0, 0}, h/E~(-tau)l],
If [RandomVariate[UniformDistribution[1]][[1]] <= 0.5,
Return[MCsample[f, t - tau, tO, yO, {c[[1]] + 1, c[[2]1}, 2*h/E~(-tauw)]],
A = MCsample[f, t - tau, tO, yO, {0, 0}, 1];
Return[MCsample[f, t - tau, tO0, yO, {c[[11], c[[2]] + 1}, 2*A*h/E~(-tau)]1]1111]1)
Solution[f_, t_, tO_, yO_, n_] := (temp = 0; For[i = 1, i <= n, i++, temp += MCsample[f, t, tO, yO, {7},
111; Return[temp/n])
flt_, y_] := y~2;Solution[f, 0.5, 0, 1, 100000]

Mathematica code.
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