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Abstract. We study the multivariate integration problem for periodic func-
tions from the weighted Korobov space in the randomized setting. We intro-

duce a new randomized rank-1 lattice rule with a randomly chosen number

of points, which avoids the need for component-by-component construction in
the search for good generating vectors while still achieving nearly the optimal

rate of the randomized error. Our idea is to exploit the fact that at least

half of the possible generating vectors yield nearly the optimal rate of the
worst-case error in the deterministic setting. By randomly choosing generat-

ing vectors r times and comparing their corresponding worst-case errors, one

can find one generating vector with a desired worst-case error bound with a
very high probability, and the (small) failure probability can be controlled by

increasing r logarithmically as a function of the number of points. Numerical

experiments are conducted to support our theoretical findings.

1. Introduction

We study the problem of numerical integration for functions defined over the
multi-dimensional unit cube. For a dimension d and a function f : [0, 1]d → R, we
denote the integral of f by

I(f) :=

∫
[0,1]d

f(x) dx.

Throughout this paper, we assume that f is one-periodic in each variable and
belongs to the weighted Korobov space, denoted as Hα,γ , whose precise definition
will be given in Section 2.1. For now, it suffices to understand that the space Hα,γ

is a normed space parametrized by the smoothness parameter α ≥ 0 and the weight
parameters γ = (γ1, γ2, . . .) ∈ RN

≥0, where we denote the norm by ∥ · ∥α,γ .
We aim to approximate I(f) using a quasi-Monte Carlo (QMC) rule over an

N -element point set PN ⊂ [0, 1]d:

QPN
(f) :=

1

N

∑
x∈PN

f(x).(1)
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In the deterministic setting, as the most significant error criterion, the worst-case
error of the QMC rule over PN in the space Hα,γ is defined as

ewor(Hα,γ ;QPN
) := sup

f∈Hα,γ

∥f∥α,γ≤1

|I(f)−QPN
(f)| .

It is well-known that QMC rules using rank-1 lattice point sets, referred to as rank-
1 lattice rules for short, achieve nearly the optimal rate of the worst-case error
of O(N−α), see, for instance, [6, Chapters 2 & 3]. Here a rank-1 lattice point set,
denoted as PN,z, is determined by the number of pointsN and the generating vector
z ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d. The precise definition of rank-1 lattice point sets is deferred
to Section 2.2. To search for good generating vectors, component-by-component
(CBC) construction has been often used [3, 8, 15, 24], which is a greedy algorithm
that recursively looks for all possible candidates from the set {1, . . . , N−1} for zj+1

while keeping the earlier components z1, . . . , zj fixed. As shown in [21], with the
fast Fourier transform, the total construction cost of the CBC construction is given
by O(dN logN). Stability of rank-1 lattice rules obtained by the CBC construction
(with given α and γ) in the weighted Korobov spaces with the different smoothness
and weight parameters has been studied in [4].

In this paper, we are concerned with the randomized setting, where instead of
fixing a point set PN deterministically, we allow for randomness in both the number
of points N and the point sets PN . Specifically, we consider a randomized cubature
rule defined by a pair of a probability space (Ω,Σ, µ) and a family (Qω)ω∈Ω such
that, for each fixed ω ∈ Ω, the corresponding element Qω is a deterministic cubature
rule of the form (1). In this context, we adopt two error criteria: the worst-case
randomized error and the worst-case root-mean-squared error (RMSE), defined as

eran(Hα,γ ; (Q
ω)ω∈Ω) := sup

f∈Hα,γ

∥f∥α,γ≤1

∫
Ω

|I(f)−Qω(f)| dµ(ω),

and

erms(Hα,γ ; (Q
ω)ω∈Ω) := sup

f∈Hα,γ

∥f∥α,γ≤1

(∫
Ω

|I(f)−Qω(f)|2 dµ(ω)

)1/2

,

respectively. One major advantage of a randomized rule over a deterministic rule
is that an error estimator to assess the accuracy is often available for individual
integrals I(f). Furthermore, the optimal convergence rates of the randomized error
criteria may improve compared to the deterministic worst-case error [18, 19, 20].

Building upon the classical work by Bahvalov [1], Kritzer et al. proved in [14]
that, by choosing the generating vector z randomly from a set of good candidates,
denoted by ZN,η,α,γ ⊆ {1, . . . , N − 1}d for an additional parameter η ∈ (0, 1), with
a randomly chosen prime N ∈ {⌈M/2⌉ + 1, . . . ,M}, a randomized rank-1 lattice
rule achieves nearly the optimal rate of the randomized error of O(M−α−1/2) in the
spaceHα,γ for α > 1/2. Here, the implicit constant is bounded independently of the

dimension d if
∑∞

j=1 γ
1/α
j < ∞. Moreover, with an additional random shift applied

to a randomized rank-1 lattice point set, this result is extended to the RMSE in
Hα,γ not only for α > 1/2 but also for 0 < α ≤ 1/2. However, it is challenging
to take a random sample from the uniform distribution over ZN,η,α,γ whose size is
exponentially large in d, i.e., |ZN,η,α,γ | ≥ η(N −1)d, making implementation of the
algorithm difficult in practice.
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There have been some recent works addressing this issue. In [5], Dick et al.
introduced a randomized CBC construction to randomly choose a good generating
vector z for the case α > 1/2. This is an online algorithm, where each sample z is
constructed with a computational cost of O(dN logN) by the fast Fourier transform
approach from [21] for a randomly chosen N . In [16], Kuo et al. eliminated the
randomness in choosing a generating vector and demonstrated that, with a carefully
constructed single generating vector z, a randomized lattice rule with a randomly
chosen prime N ∈ {⌈M/2⌉ + 1, . . . ,M}, which is the only source of randomness
in the algorithm, still achieves nearly the optimal rate of the randomized error.
The corresponding generating vector can be constructed offline, while the CBC
algorithm requires a computational cost of O(dM4/ logM). This result is further
extended to the RMSE for all α > 0 by applying a random shift in [22]. In passing, a
randomized trapezoidal rule with random N to approximate integrals with respect
to one-dimensional Gaussian measure has been investigated in [10].

In this paper, we revisit the property that |ZN,η,α,γ | ≥ η(N − 1)d, indicating
that, with η = 1/2, at least half of the possible choices for the generating vector
z from {1, . . . , N − 1}d are already good. In fact, the set ZN,η,α,γ is defined as a
collection of the generating vectors whose corresponding lattice rules achieve nearly
the optimal order of the deterministic worst-case error in Hα,γ . This property was
previously shown in [8, Theorem 2] and has been utilized in a recent work by the
author and L’Ecuyer [11], where the median of several independently and randomly
chosen rank-1 lattice rules was shown able to adjust to the smoothness and weight
parameters of Hα,γ without any need to specify them. In this paper, we exploit
the same property in the following way to introduce yet another randomized lattice
rule: by independently and randomly drawing generating vectors r times from
the set {1, . . . , N − 1}d and then comparing the worst-case errors of rank-1 lattice
rules with these generating vectors in Hα,γ , the generating vector that minimizes
the worst-case error among them belongs to the set ZN,η,α,γ with a very high
probability 1−(1−η)r. Although there is an exponentially small failure probability,
its contribution to the overall error bound can be mitigated through averaging over
randomness with an appropriate choice of r.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide the
definitions of the weighted Korobov space Hα,γ and rank-1 lattice rules. Section 3
introduces a new online randomized rank-1 lattice rule and proves that it achieves
nearly the optimal rate of the randomized error of O(M−α−1/2) inHα,γ for α > 1/2.
Furthermore, we extend this result to the RMSE for α > 1/2 by applying a random
shift. Finally, we conclude this paper with numerical experiments in Section 4,
which provide empirical support for our theoretical findings.

Notation. Throughout this paper, we denote the set of integers by Z and the set
of positive integers by N. We use the shorthand {1:d} to denote the set {1, . . . , d}.
For any u ⊆ {1:d} and a vector x ∈ Rd, we use the notation −u = {1:d} \ u to
denote the complement of u, and xu = (xj)j∈u to represent the sub-vector of x
consisting of its components indexed by u. The vector with all elements being 0 is
denoted as 0. When considering the probability of a stochastic event A with respect
to a random variable y, we denote it by Py[A]. If the random variable is clear from
the context, we omit the subscript and simply write P[A]. This convention is also
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applied to the expectation E. Furthermore, we denote the indicator function of A
by χ(A), i.e., χ(A) = 1 if A holds and χ(A) = 0 otherwise.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Weighted Korobov space. Let us consider a function f : [0, 1]d → R that
is one-periodic in each variable, and assume that it has an absolutely convergent
Fourier series:

f(x) =
∑
k∈Zd

f̂(k) e2πik·x,(2)

where · represents the inner product between two vectors in Rd, and

f̂(k) :=

∫
[0,1]d

f(x) e−2πik·x dx

denotes the k-th Fourier coefficient of f .
For a real number α > 1/2 and a sequence of non-negative real numbers γ =

(γ1, γ2, . . .) ∈ RN
≥0, where each γj is assumed to be bounded above by 1 for normal-

ization, let rα,γ : Zd → R≥0 be defined by

rα,γ(k) :=

d∏
j=1
kj ̸=0

|kj |α

γj
,

where we set the empty product to 1 and |kj |α/γj = ∞ for any kj ∈ Z if γj = 0.
Then the weighted Korobov space Hα,γ is defined as a reproducing kernel Hilbert
space with the inner product

⟨f, g⟩α,γ :=
∑
k∈Zd

f̂(k)g(k)(rα,γ(k))
2,

and the reproducing kernel

Kα,γ(x,y) =
∑
k∈Zd

e2πik·(x−y)

(rα,γ(k))2
.

The induced norm is simply denoted by ∥f∥α,γ =
√

⟨f, f⟩α,γ . Here we assume

that f̂(k) = 0 if rα,γ(k) = ∞ and we interpret ∞ · 0 as equal to 0 so that the
corresponding frequencies do not contribute to the inner product or the norm of
the function space.

Note that even for 0 ≤ α ≤ 1/2, the weighted Korobov space can be defined as
above, and it holds that Hα,γ ⊆ L2([0, 1]

d) with equality for α = 0 and γj > 0 for
all j ∈ N. However, the Fourier series of f ∈ Hα,γ does not necessarily converge
absolutely, and the equality in (2) should be understood to hold almost everywhere.
As we focus on the case α > 1/2 throughout this paper, the Fourier series of
f ∈ Hα,γ always converges absolutely.

It is evident from the definition of Hα,γ that the parameter α controls how
fast the Fourier coefficients decay, and that the sequence γ moderates the relative
importance of different variables, as considered in [25]. Moreover, the parameter α
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is directly related to the smoothness of periodic functions; for α ∈ N, it holds that

∥f∥2α,γ =
∑

u⊆{1:d}

1

(2π)2α|u|γ2
u

∫
[0,1]|u|

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[0,1]d−|u|

∂α|u|∏
j∈u ∂x

α
j

f(x) dx−u

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dxu,

where we define γu =
∏

j∈u γj for any u ⊆ {1:d}, with the empty product set to 1.

We refer to [6, Propositions 2.4 & 2.17] for this equality.

2.2. Rank-1 lattice rule. For comprehensive information on lattice rules, we refer
to the books by Niederreiter [17], Sloan and Joe [23], and Dick et al. [6]. First, a
rank-1 lattice point set is defined as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Rank-1 lattice point set). For N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, let z =
(z1, . . . , zd) ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d be a vector. The rank-1 lattice point set PN,z is
defined by

PN,z :=
{({nz1

N

}
, . . . ,

{nzd
N

})
: 0 ≤ n < N

}
,

where {x} denotes the fractional part of x, i.e., {x} := x − ⌊x⌋ for real x. The
QMC rule using PN,z as a point set is called the rank-1 lattice rule with generating
vector z.

The dual lattice of a rank-1 lattice point set, defined below, plays a key role in
analyzing the integration error of a rank-1 lattice rule.

Definition 2.2 (Dual lattice). For N ∈ N with N ≥ 2 and z ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d,
the dual lattice of the rank-1 lattice point set PN,z is defined as

P⊥
N,z :=

{
k ∈ Zd : k · z ≡ 0 (mod N)

}
.

The character property, as described in the following lemma, is an essential
characteristic of a rank-1 lattice point set. It indicates that a rank-1 lattice rule
integrates the k-th Fourier mode exactly if and only if either k = 0 or k ̸∈ P⊥

N,z.

The proof can be found, for instance, in [5, Lemma 1.9].

Lemma 2.3. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2 and z ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d. For any k ∈ Zd, it
holds that

1

N

∑
x∈PN,z

e2πik·x =

{
1 if k ∈ P⊥

N,z,

0 otherwise.

It is known that the worst-case error of a rank-1 lattice rule in the weighted
Korobov space can be explicitly given, as stated in the following lemma. The proof
is available, for instance, in [5, Section 2.5].

Lemma 2.4. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ = (γ1, γ2, . . .) ∈ RN
≥0 be a

sequence of non-negative weights. For a rank-1 lattice rule with N ∈ N, N ≥ 2,
and z ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d, it holds that(

ewor(Hα,γ ;QPN,z
)
)2

=
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z\{0}

1

(rα,γ(k))2
.

Moreover, if α ∈ N, this formula can be written in the form(
ewor(Hα,γ ;QPN,z

)
)2

= −1 +
1

N

∑
x∈PN,z

d∏
j=1

[
1 + γj

(−1)α+1(2π)2α

(2α)!
B2α(xj)

]
,
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which is computable in O(dN) operations, where B2α denotes the Bernoulli poly-
nomial of degree 2α.

As mentioned in the previous section, the set ZN,η,α,γ , with a sufficient cardi-
nality, is a collection of the generating vectors z for which the corresponding rank-1
lattice rules achieve nearly the optimal order of ewor(Hα,γ ;QPN,z

). The following
proposition restates the result given in [8, Theorem 2].

Proposition 2.5. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ = (γ1, γ2, . . .) ∈ RN
≥0 be

a sequence of non-negative weights. Let N ≥ 2 be a prime and η ∈ (0, 1). For
1/2 ≤ λ < α, we define

BN,η,α,γ,λ :=

 1

(1− η)(N − 1)

∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))

|u|

λ

,

where ζ denotes the Riemann-zeta function, and further define

ZN,η,α,γ :=
{
z ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d :

ewor(Hα,γ ;PN,z) ≤ BN,η,α,γ,λ for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α} .

Suppose that z is a random variable following the uniform distribution over the set
{1, . . . , N − 1}d, Then it holds that

P [z ∈ ZN,η,α,γ ] ≥ η,

for any 0 < η < 1. Equivalently, we have |ZN,η,α,γ | ≥ η(N − 1)d.

In this proposition, the bound BN,η,α,γ,λ on the worst-case error approaches the
rate O(N−α) arbitrarily closely as a function of N when λ → α − 0. Moreover, it
can be shown that this bound is further bounded independently of the dimension

d for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α if
∑∞

j=1 γ
1/α
j < ∞.

3. A randomized lattice rule

With the above preliminaries in mind, we introduce a new randomized lattice rule
in Section 3.1 and then analyze two error criteria, namely, the randomized error
and the RMSE, in the weighted Korobov space Hα,γ in Section 3.2. Additional
remarks are collected in Section 3.3.

3.1. Algorithm and basic properties. Let us consider the following algorithm:

Algorithm 3.1. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ = (γ1, γ2, . . .) ∈ RN
≥0 be a

sequence of non-negative weights. Given r,M ∈ N, with M ≥ 2, proceed as follows:

(1) Randomly draw N ∈ N from the uniform distribution over the set

PM := { ⌈M/2⌉ < p ≤ M : p is prime} .

(2) Independently and randomly draw r vectors, denoted by z1, . . . ,zr, from
the uniform distribution over the set {1, . . . , N − 1}d.

(3) Choose z∗ that minimizes the worst-case error among z1, . . . ,zr:

z∗ := arg min
zj ,1≤j≤r

ewor(Hα,γ , PN,zj
).
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Our new, online randomized rank-1 lattice rule (without shift), denoted simply
by Aran

r,M , is defined by a family of QPN,z∗ , where N and z1, . . . ,zr are random
variables and z∗ is determined as described in the third step of Algorithm 3.1
with inputs α,γ, r,M . With an additional random shift, in which case our new
randomized lattice rule is denoted by Ãran

r,M , we draw ∆ = (∆1, . . . ,∆d) randomly

from the uniform distribution over [0, 1]d and QPN,z∗ is replaced by QPN,z∗+∆,
where

PN,z∗ +∆ := {({x1 +∆1}, . . . , {xd +∆d}) : x ∈ PN,z∗} .
Here, we recall that {x} denotes the fractional part of a real number x.

Before moving on to the analysis of error criteria, we show some basic properties
of our new randomized lattice rule.

Lemma 3.2. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ ∈ RN
≥0 be a sequence of non-

negative weights. Furthermore, let r,M ∈ N, with M ≥ 2, be given. For N and z∗

being drawn by Algorithm 3.1, it holds that

PN,z1,...,zr
[z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ ] ≥ 1− (1− η)r,

for any 0 < η < 1.

Proof. From the definitions of z∗ and ZN,η,α,γ , we observe that z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ if
and only if zj ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ holds for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r. By using the independence
between z1, . . . ,zr (conditional on N) and Proposition 2.5, we have

P [z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ ] = 1− P [z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]

= 1− P [z1 ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ , . . . ,zr ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]

= 1− EN

[(
Pz1|N [z1 ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]

)r]
= 1− EN

[(
1− Pz1|N [z1 ∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]

)r]
≥ 1− (1− η)r,

where Pz1|N [•] denotes the conditional probability with respect to z1 given N .
Hence, the proof is complete. □

Lemma 3.3. For given r,M ∈ N, with M ≥ 2, let N and z∗ be drawn according
to Algorithm 3.1 with any α > 1/2 and sequence γ ∈ RN

≥0. Then, there exists a
constant c > 0 such that

PN,z1,...,zr

[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
≤ c

r

M
log(1 + ∥k∥∞)

holds for any k ∈ Zd \ {0}, where ∥k∥∞ := maxj |kj | denotes the maximum norm
of a vector.

Proof. From the definition of z∗, it is evident that if k ̸∈ P⊥
N,zj

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r,

then k ̸∈ P⊥
N,z∗ . By using this trivial fact and the independence between z1, . . . ,zr

(conditional on N), we obtain

P
[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
= 1− P

[
k ̸∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
≤ 1− P

[
k ̸∈ P⊥

N,z1
, . . . ,k ̸∈ P⊥

N,zr

]
= 1− EN

[(
Pz1|N

[
k ̸∈ P⊥

N,z1

])r]
= 1− EN

[(
1− Pz1|N

[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z1

])r]
.
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Recall that the condition k ∈ P⊥
N,z1

is equivalent to k · z1 ≡ 0 (mod N), which

holds for all z1 ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d if k ≡ 0 (mod N), i.e., if kj is a multiple of
N for all j. Otherwise, if k ̸≡ 0 (mod N), i.e., if there exists at least one index
ℓ such that kℓ is not any multiple of N , then the condition k ∈ P⊥

N,z1
is further

equivalent to kℓz1,ℓ ≡ −k−{ℓ} · z1,−{ℓ} (mod N), which has at most one solution

z̃1,ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} for any z1,−{ℓ} ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d−1 since N is a prime. This
implies that we have

Pz1|N
[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z1

]
≤

{
1 if k ≡ 0 (mod N),

(N − 1)−1 otherwise.

Applying this bound, we obtain

P
[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
≤ 1− 1

|PM |
∑

N∈PM

k ̸≡0 (mod N)

(
1− 1

N − 1

)r

=
1

|PM |

 ∑
N∈PM

k≡0 (mod N)

1 +
∑

N∈PM

k ̸≡0 (mod N)

(
1−

(
1− 1

N − 1

)r)
≤ 1

|PM |
∑

N∈PM

k≡0 (mod N)

1 +
1

|PM |
∑

N∈PM

k ̸≡0 (mod N)

r

N − 1

≤ 1

|PM |
∑

N∈PM

k≡0 (mod N)

1 +
r

⌈M/2⌉
.

It has been already known from [5, 14, 16] that the first term on the right-most
side above is bounded above by c′ log(∥k∥∞)/M for a constant c′ > 0 independent
of k. Thus, we have

P
[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
≤ c′

log(∥k∥∞)

M
+

2r

M
≤ c

r

M
log(1 + ∥k∥∞),

for a constant c > 0 independent of k, which completes the proof. □

3.2. Error bounds. Here we present an upper bound on the worst-case random-
ized error of our randomized rank-1 lattice rule Aran

r,M in the weighted Korobov space
Hα,γ , and then extend it to the worst-case RMSE when an additional random shift
is applied. Recalling the notation introduced thus far, the worst-case randomized
error of Aran

r,M (our randomized lattice rule without shift) is expressed as

eran(Hα,γ ;A
ran
r,M ) = sup

f∈Hα,γ

∥f∥α,γ≤1

EN,z1,...,zr

[
|I(f)−QPN,z∗ (f)|

]
,

and the worst-case RMSE of Ãran
r,M (our randomized lattice rule with shift) is

erms(Hα,γ ; Ã
ran
r,M ) = sup

f∈Hα,γ

∥f∥α,γ≤1

(
EN,z1,...,zr,∆

[
|I(f)−QPN,z∗+∆(f)|2

])1/2
.

The following theorem provides an upper bound on eran(Hα,γ ;A
ran
r,M ).
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Theorem 3.4. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ ∈ RN
≥0 be a sequence of non-

negative weights, with each γj bounded above by 1. Furthermore, let r,M ∈ N, with
M ≥ 2, be given. Assume that M and η ∈ (0, 1) satisfy

(1− η)M ≥ 2
∑

∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))

|u|
(3)

for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α. Then it holds that

eran(Hα,γ ;A
ran
r,M ) ≤ rCλ,δ

(1− η)λ−δ−1/2Mλ−δ+1/2

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

λ−δ

+ (1− η)r

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ2
u(2ζ(2α))

|u|

1/2

,

for any 1/2 < λ < α and 0 < δ < min(λ− 1/2, 1), where Cλ,δ is a positive constant
depending only on λ and δ.

Proof. For any function f ∈ Hα,γ , by considering its Fourier series and then apply-
ing Lemma 2.3 and the triangle inequality, we have

E
[
|I(f)−QPN,z∗ (f)|

]
= E

∣∣∣∣∣∣f̂(0)− 1

N

∑
x∈PN,z∗

∑
k∈Zd

f̂(k) e2πik·x

∣∣∣∣∣∣


= E


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣f̂(0)−

∑
k∈P⊥

N,z∗

f̂(k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


≤ E

 ∑
k∈P⊥

N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|


= E

(χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ) + χ(z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ))
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|


≤ E

χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ)
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|


+ E [χ(z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ)]

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(k)|.(4)

Let us focus on the first term in (4). By the definition of ZN,η,α,γ and Lemma 2.4,
it holds for any given N ∈ PM and z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ that∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

1

(rα,γ(k))2
≤ B2

N,η,α,γ,λ ≤ B2
⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ,
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for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α. This means that, under the condition z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ , we have
k ̸∈ P⊥

N,z∗ \ {0} if there exists λ ∈ [1/2, α) such that 1/rα,γ(k) > B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

holds. We note here that the condition (3) ensures that B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ ≤ 1.
Together with this observation, by applying Lemma 3.3 and Cauchy–Schwartz in-
equality, we obtain

E

χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ)
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|



≤ E

 ∑
P⊥

N,z∗\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

|f̂(k)|


=

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

P
[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
|f̂(k)|

≤ c
r

M

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

|f̂(k)| log(1 + ∥k∥∞)

≤ c
r

M

 ∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

(|f̂(k)|rα,γ(k))2


1/2

×

 ∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

(log(1 + ∥k∥∞))2

(rα,γ(k))2


1/2

≤ c
r

M
∥f∥α,γ

 ∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

(log(1 + ∥k∥∞))2

(rα,γ(k))2


1/2

,

for any 1/2 ≤ λ < α. Although we omit the remaining argument for bounding
the last sum over k from above since it follows exactly the same way as those in
[5, 14], see also [6, Chapter 11], we can show that, for any 1/2 < λ < α and
0 < δ < min(λ− 1/2, 1), there exists a constant c′λ,δ > 0, depending only on λ and
δ, such that ∑

k∈Zd\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

(log(1 + ∥k∥∞))2

(rα,γ(k))2

≤ c′λ,δ
(
B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

)2(λ−δ)−1 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|
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holds. This gives an upper bound on the first term in (4) as

E

χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ)
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|


≤ ∥f∥α,γ

rCλ,δ

(1− η)λ−δ−1/2Mλ−δ+1/2

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

λ−δ

,

for any 1/2 < λ < α and 0 < δ < min(λ − 1/2, 1), where the constant Cλ,δ > 0
depends only on λ and δ.

Regarding the second term in (4), Lemma 3.2 tells us

P [z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ] = 1− P [z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ ] ≤ (1− η)r,

so that, by applying Cauchy–Schwartz inequality, we obtain

E [χ(z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ)]
∑

k∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(k)|

= P [z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]
∑

k∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(k)|

≤ (1− η)r

 ∑
k∈Zd\{0}

(|f̂(k)|rα,γ(k))2
1/2  ∑

k∈Zd\{0}

1

(rα,γ(k))2

1/2

≤ (1− η)r∥f∥α,γ

 ∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ2
u(2ζ(2α))

|u|

1/2

.

Thus, by taking the supremum of the randomized error over the unit ball of
Hα,γ , the worst-case randomized error is bounded above by

eran(Hα,γ ;A
ran
r,M ) ≤ rCλ,δ

(1− η)λ−δ−1/2Mλ−δ+1/2

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

λ−δ

+ (1− η)r

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ2
u(2ζ(2α))

|u|

1/2

,

for any 1/2 < λ < α and 0 < δ < min(λ− 1/2, 1). This completes the proof. □

By choosing r such that the two terms appearing in the upper bound on the
worst-case randomized error are balanced, our new randomized lattice rule can
achieve nearly the optimal rate of convergence of O(M−α−1/2). The proof is
straightforward, so we omit it in this paper.

Corollary 3.5. Let M ∈ N, with M ≥ 2, be given and assume that M and η ∈ (0, 1)
satisfy (3) for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α. Let

r =

⌈
−
(
α+

1

2

)
logM

log(1− η)

⌉
.



12 TAKASHI GODA

Then eran(Hα,γ ;A
ran
r,M ) decays with the order M−λ+δ−1/2 logM for any 1/2 < λ < α

and 0 < δ < min(λ − 1/2, 1), which is arbitrarily close to M−α−1/2 when λ →
α − 0 and δ → 0 + 0. Moreover, eran(Hα,γ ;A

ran
r,M ) is bounded independently of the

dimension d if
∑∞

j=1 γ
1/α
j < ∞.

The result shown in Theorem 3.4 is now extended to erms(Hα,γ ; Ã
ran
r,M ) as follows:

Theorem 3.6. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ ∈ RN
≥0 be a sequence of non-

negative weights, with each γj bounded above by 1. Furthermore, let r,M ∈ N, with
M ≥ 2, be given. Assume that M and η ∈ (0, 1) satisfy (3) for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α.
Then it holds that(

erms(Hα,γ ; Ã
ran
r,M )

)2

≤ rCλ,δ

α(1− η)λ(2−δ)Mλ(2−δ)+1

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))

|u|

λ(2−δ)

+ (1− η)r,

for any 1/2 ≤ λ < α and 0 < δ ≤ 1/α, where Cλ,δ is a positive constant depending
only on λ and δ.

Proof. As considered in the proof of Theorem 3.4, the Fourier series of f ∈ Hα,γ ,
Lemma 2.3 and the triangle inequality lead to

E
[
|I(f)−QPN,z∗+∆(f)|2

]
= E

∣∣∣∣∣∣f̂(0)− 1

N

∑
x∈PN,z∗

∑
k∈Zd

f̂(k) e2πik·(x+∆)

∣∣∣∣∣∣


= E


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
k∈P⊥

N,z∗\{0}

f̂(k) e2πik·∆

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

= E

 ∑
k,ℓ∈P⊥

N,z∗\{0}

f̂(k)f̂(ℓ) e2πi(k−ℓ)·∆


= EN,z1,...,zr

 ∑
k,ℓ∈P⊥

N,z∗\{0}

f̂(k)f̂(ℓ)E∆

[
e2πi(k−ℓ)·∆

]
= EN,z1,...,zr

 ∑
k∈P⊥

N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|2


= EN,z1,...,zr

(χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ) + χ(z∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ))
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|2


≤ EN,z1,...,zr

χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ)
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|2
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+ PN,z1,...,zr [z
∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(k)|2.(5)

Following a similar argument to that made in the proof of Theorem 3.4, the first
term in (5) is bounded above by

EN,z1,...,zr

χ(z∗ ∈ ZN,η,α,γ)
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z∗\{0}

|f̂(k)|2



≤ E

 ∑
P⊥

N,z∗\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

|f̂(k)|2


=

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

P
[
k ∈ P⊥

N,z∗

]
|f̂(k)|2

≤ c
r

M

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

|f̂(k)|2 log(1 + ∥k∥∞)

≤ c
r

M

 ∑
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

(|f̂(k)|rα,γ(k))2


× sup

k∈Zd\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

log(1 + ∥k∥∞)

(rα,γ(k))2

≤ c
r

M
∥f∥2α,γ sup

k∈Zd\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

log(1 + ∥k∥∞)

(rα,γ(k))2
.

As done in [14, Theorem 11], using the elementary inequality log(1+x) ≤ xαδ/(αδ)
for all δ ∈ (0, 1/α] along with the assumption γj ≤ 1 for all j, we can derive

sup
k∈Zd\{0}

rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

log(1 + ∥k∥∞)

(rα,γ(k))2
≤ 1

αδ
sup

k∈Zd\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

∥k∥αδ∞
(rα,γ(k))2

≤ 1

αδ
sup

k∈Zd\{0}
rα,γ(k)≥1/B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

1

(rα,γ(k))2−δ

≤ 1

αδ

(
B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

)2−δ
.

The second term in (5) can also be bounded above in a similar manner to the
proof of Theorem 3.4 as follows:

PN,z1,...,zr [z
∗ ̸∈ ZN,η,α,γ ]

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(k)|2
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≤ (1− η)r
∑

k∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(k)|2

≤ (1− η)r

 ∑
k∈Zd\{0}

(|f̂(k)|rα,γ(k))2
 sup

k∈Zd\{0}

1

(rα,γ(k))2
≤ (1− η)r∥f∥2α,γ ,

where we have used the assumption γj ≤ 1 to obtain the last inequality.
Altogether, by taking the supremum of the randomized error over the unit ball

of Hα,γ , we obtain(
erms(Hα,γ ; Ã

ran
r,M )

)2

≤ c
r

αδM

(
B⌈M/2⌉+1,η,α,γ,λ

)2−δ
+ (1− η)r

≤ rCλ,δ

α(1− η)λ(2−δ)Mλ(2−δ)+1

 ∑
∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))

|u|

λ(2−δ)

+ (1− η)r,

for any 1/2 ≤ λ < α and 0 < δ ≤ 1/α, where Cλ,δ > 0 is a constant depending only
on λ and δ. This completes the proof. □

Similarly to the randomized error, the following corollary from Theorem 3.6
demonstrates that our randomized lattice rule with shift can achieve nearly the
optimal rate of the RMSE. Although we do not provide the proof again, it is worth
noting a slight increase in r in this case for a necessity to further reduce the failure
probability.

Corollary 3.7. Let M ∈ N, with M ≥ 2, be given and assume that M and η ∈ (0, 1)
satisfy (3) for all 1/2 ≤ λ < α. Let

r =

⌈
− (2α+ 1)

logM

log(1− η)

⌉
.(6)

Then erms(Hα,γ ; Ã
ran
r,M ) decays with the order M−λ−1/2−λδ/2 logM for any 1/2 ≤

λ < α and 0 < δ ≤ 1/α, which is arbitrarily close to M−α−1/2 when λ → α−0 and

δ → 0 + 0. Moreover, erms(Hα,γ ; Ã
ran
r,M ) is bounded independently of the dimension

d if
∑∞

j=1 γ
1/α
j < ∞.

3.3. Additional remarks. We provide comments on our new randomized lattice
rule, covering aspects such as algorithmic formulation, computational cost, and
potential extensions.

Remark 3.8. In Algorithm 3.1, we first randomly draw a single N , followed by
z1, . . . ,zr conditioned on N . Even if this process were replaced by independently and
randomly drawing N1, . . . , Nr from the set PM first, and then each zj conditioned on
Nj, a randomized lattice rule based on the pair (N∗, z∗) that minimizes the worst-
case error ewor(Hα,γ , PNj ,zj

) among (N1, z1), . . . , (Nr, zr) can still yield similar
upper bounds on both the (worst-case) randomized error and the RMSE.

Remark 3.9. As mentioned in Lemma 2.4, computing ewor(Hα,γ , PN,zj
) requires

a computational cost of O(dM) for each j ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Thus, the necessary cost to
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run Algorithm 3.1 once is O(rdM). To achieve nearly the optimal rate of the two
error criteria with our new randomized rule, it suffices to set

r =

⌈
−
(
α+

1

2

)
logM

log(1− η)

⌉
or r =

⌈
− (2α+ 1)

logM

log(1− η)

⌉
,

as discussed in Corollaries 3.5 and 3.7, respectively. This results in a slightly higher
cost of O(αdM logM) compared to the randomized CBC algorithm in [5]. However,
by exploiting parallel computation for computing ewor(Hα,γ , PN,zj

) for all j, the
overall cost of running Algorithm 3.1 once remains O(dM), making it slightly more
efficient than the randomized CBC algorithm.

Remark 3.10. The results obtained thus far have been built upon the situation
where the parameters α and γ are well specified. To demonstrate the stability of our
randomized lattice rule, let us consider a different parameter set β and γ′ = (γ′

j)j∈N
such that

β > α >
1

2
and γ′

j = γ
β/α
j for all j.

Applying Jensen’s inequality (
∑

j aj)
λ ≤

∑
j a

λ
j , which holds for any a1, a2, . . . > 0

and 0 < λ < 1, to the worst-case error expression in Lemma 2.4, we obtain(
ewor(Hβ,γ′ ;QPN,z

)
)2α/β ≤

∑
k∈P⊥

N,z\{0}

1

(rβ,γ′(k))2α/β

=
∑

k∈P⊥
N,z\{0}

1

(rα,γ(k))2
=

(
ewor(Hα,γ ;QPN,z

)
)2

.

This suggests that our randomized lattice rule can adapt to the weighted Korobov
space with higher smoothness β. To ensure that the second term in the upper bounds
given in Theorems 3.4 and 3.6 is not dominant, it suffices to set

r =

⌈
−g(M)

logM

log(1− η)

⌉
,(7)

where g : N → R≥0 is a slowly increasing function such as g(M) = logM or
g(M) = max(log logM, 1). We refer to [4] for further results on the stability of
rank-1 lattice rules in the deterministic setting.

Remark 3.11. Our results obtained so far can be naturally extended to the weighted
half-period cosine spaces [2, 7], which includes the weighted unanchored Sobolev
space with first-order dominating mixed smoothness as a special case. This exten-
sion can be attained by applying the tent transformation

π(x) = 1− |2x− 1|

componentwise to every point in PN,z∗ or PN,z∗ +∆, as described in [5, Section 4].
However, whether the same extension applies to the weighted unanchored Sobolev
space with second-order dominating mixed smoothness remains an open question for
future research. We refer to [12, 13] as relevant literature in this context.

Similarly, our findings can be extended to the weighted Walsh spaces by replacing
rank-1 lattice point sets with (infinite-precision) rank-1 polynomial lattice point sets.
Here, instead of randomly choosing N (the number of points), we randomly draw
an irreducible polynomial p with a fixed degree, as investigated in [5, Section 5].
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Remark 3.12. In [9], the author studied the concatenation of rank-1 lattice points
in dimension d with random points in dimension s − d (> 0) to approximate s-
variate integrals. This approach is also applicable to our randomized lattice rule.
Although we omit the details, under the assumption γj ≤ 1 for all j, the squared
worst-case RMSE of such a concatenated randomized cubature rule with a random
shift can be shown to be bounded above by the addition of the two terms shown in
Theorem 3.6 and an additional term

2

M
max

j=d+1,...,s
γ2
j .

If the weights are arranged in decreasing order, i.e., γ1 ≥ γ2 ≥ · · · ≥ 0, and satisfy

the summability condition
∑∞

j=1 γ
1/α
j < ∞, we have

∞ >

∞∑
j=1

γ
1/α
j ≥

d∑
j=1

γ
1/α
j ≥ dγ

1/α
d ,

which implies the existence of constants C > 0 and β ≥ α such that

max
j=d+1,...,s

γ2
j = γ2

d+1 ≤ C(d+ 1)−β ,

for any d ∈ N. By choosing d ∝ ⌈Mα/β⌉, the additional term arising from the
concatenation of random points does not dominate, ensuring that the rate of con-
vergence remains nearly optimal, regardless of how large s is.

4. Numerical experiments

In this final section, we present two types of numerical experiments. In Sec-
tion 4.1, we compare the distributions of the worst-case errors of rank-1 lattice
rules obtained by our Algorithm 3.1 with those obtained by the randomized CBC
construction [5]. Following this, in Section 4.2, we assess the empirical performance
of these two randomized lattice rules by applying them to test functions.

4.1. Distribution of the worst-case error. First, we empirically investigate
the distribution of the worst-case error in the same weighted Korobov space using
two different randomized lattice rules: our new algorithm (Algorithm 3.1) and
the randomized CBC construction introduced by [5]. Our new algorithm selects a
generating vector by randomly drawing generating vectors multiple times from all
possible candidates and choosing the one that minimizes the worst-case error among
them. This ensures that the worst-case error achieves nearly the optimal order
with a very high probability. On the other hand, any generating vector obtained
from the randomized CBC construction guarantees that the worst-case error of
the corresponding lattice rule achieves nearly the optimal order with probability 1.
Here, we aim to compare the worst-case error distributions of rank-1 lattice rules
obtained from these two algorithms.

Consider the weighted Korobov space Hα,γ with α = 2 and γj = 1/j3 in dimen-
sion d = 20. As a reference, the top two panels of Figure 1 display the empirical
distributions of the worst-case error (logarithmically scaled with base-10) in this
space for rank-1 lattice rules when the generating vectors are randomly chosen from
{1, . . . , N − 1}d for two different primes N = 251 (left) and N = 2039 (right), re-
spectively. Each distribution represents a relative frequency histogram based on
104 independent and random draws of generating vectors. As evident, they exhibit
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Figure 1. Relative frequency histograms of the base-10 logarithm
of the worst-case error in the weighted Korobov space with d = 20,
α = 2, and γj = 1/j3. The left column displays the results for
N = 251, while the right column shows those for N = 2039. The
top row displays the results for rank-1 lattice points with randomly
chosen z ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}d, the middle row for those obtained by
Algorithm 3.1 with fixed N , η = 1/2, and r given by (6) in which
M is replaced by N , and the bottom row for those generated by the
randomized CBC construction from [5] with fixed N and η = 1/2
(note that the symbol τ was used instead of η in [5]).
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right-skewed patterns, indicating that while the majority of possible generating
vectors lead to small worst-case errors, there is still a non-negligible proportion of
generating vectors with significantly larger worst-case errors. A similar empirical
result regarding the wide spread of worst-case error for randomly chosen generating
vectors can be found in [11, Section 4].

In a similar experimental setup, we present the results for our new algorithm and
the randomized CBC construction in the middle and bottom panels of Figure 1,
respectively. Since it is necessary for our new algorithm to set the number of
repetitions, denoted by r, we used the value obtained by replacing M with N in (6)
with η = 1/2 in this experiment. Similarly, for the randomized CBC construction
described in [5, Algorithm 2.4], we set τ = 1/2, where the symbol τ was used instead
of η with the same meaning. For both values of N , the empirical distributions
obtained by these two algorithms exhibit single high peaks in the region of small
worst-case errors with more symmetric patterns compared to the results in the
top panels. No clear distinction is observed visually between these two algorithms.
This result indicates that our new algorithm was successful in filtering out the bad
generating vectors through the selection process.

4.2. Performance for test functions. We apply the two randomized lattice
rules, both with a random shift, by drawing the number of points and the gen-
erating vectors randomly according to either our Algorithm 3.1 or the randomized
CBC construction, to several test functions. Although the smoothness of the in-
tegrands is not always known a priori, selecting generating vectors based on the
worst-case error for the weighted Korobov space with small α can adapt to cases
with larger smoothness, as mentioned in Remark 3.10. Therefore, in this experi-
ment, we set α = 1 and γj = 1/j2 as inputs for both approaches. Additionally, we
determine the number of repetitions r using (7) with g(M) = max(log logM, 1).
While we fixed N in the previous subsection, here we fix M and randomly draw
N from PM as described in the first step of Algorithm 3.1. We use an unbiased
sample variance from 50 independent replications as a quality measure.

Our test functions in a general dimension d are given as follows:

f1(x) =

d∏
j=1

[
1 +

1

j4

(
xj −

1

2

)2

sin (2πxj − π)

]
and

fβ(x) =

d∏
j=1

[
1 +

1

j2β

(
(2β + 1)

(
2β

β

)
xβ
j (1− xj)

β − 1

)]
,

with β = 2, 3, 4. It can be verified that f1 ∈ H2,γ but f1 ̸∈ H3,γ . Similarly,
fβ ∈ Hβ,γ but fβ ̸∈ Hβ+1,γ for any β = 2, 3, 4. Note that the true integral for all
these test functions is equal to 1.

We present the results for all the test functions in the lower-dimensional case of
d = 2 in Figure 2. The horizontal axis represents the maximum number of points
M , while the vertical axis displays the sample variance (both on a base-10 loga-
rithmic scale). Additionally, we include the results for the standard Monte Carlo
method with M random points as a reference. As anticipated, the variance of the
standard Monte Carlo method decreases at a rate of O(M−1). In contrast, the two
randomized lattice rules demonstrate much faster convergence behaviors, achieving
a variance rate of O(M−5) for f1 and even better rates for other functions. Due
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Figure 2. Convergence behavior of randomized lattice rules for
test functions in d = 2. Each panel corresponds to a different
test function: f1 (top left), f2 (top right), f3 (bottom left), and f4
(bottom right). The horizontal axis represents the maximum num-
ber of points M , while the vertical axis does the sample variance
(logarithmically scaled with base-10). The results of the standard
Monte Carlo method are represented by blue ∗ for reference. The
result of Algorithm 3.1 is represented by orange □, while that of
the randomized CBC approach is by yellow ▽.

to machine precision limitations, the variance no longer decreases beyond a certain
point for f3 and f4. This observation agrees well with our theoretical findings. In
this setting, our new randomized rule exhibits slightly better performance than the
randomized CBC approach overall.

As illustrated in Figure 3, high-order convergence behaviors of both the random-
ized lattice rules are maintained even in the high-dimensional setting with d = 20.
Although the randomized CBC approach shows slightly superior performance for
f2 compared to our new algorithm, the performance of both approaches is quite
comparable for other functions. Hence, in the randomized setting, lattice rules
based on the CBC construction are not the only viable choice, suggesting potential
for the development of alternative implementable approaches with both theoretical
and empirical support.
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Figure 3. Convergence behavior of randomized lattice rules for
test functions in higher dimension d = 20. Other descriptions are
the same as Figure 2.
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25. I. H. Sloan and H. Woźniakowski, When are quasi-Monte Carlo algorithms efficient for high

dimensional integrals?, J. Complexity 14 (1998), no. 1, 1–33.

School of Engineering, University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-

8656, Japan.

Email address: goda@frcer.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Weighted Korobov space
	2.2. Rank-1 lattice rule

	3. A randomized lattice rule
	3.1. Algorithm and basic properties
	3.2. Error bounds
	3.3. Additional remarks

	4. Numerical experiments
	4.1. Distribution of the worst-case error
	4.2. Performance for test functions

	References

