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On the L2-discrepancy of Latin hypercubes

Nicolas Nagel∗

Abstract

We investigate L2-discrepancies of what we call weak Latin hypercubes. In this
case it turns out that there is a precise equivalence between the extreme and peri-
odic L2-discrepancy which follows from a much broader result about generalized
energies for weighted point sets.
Motivated by this we study the asymptotics of the optimal L2-discrepancy of
weak Latin hypercubes. We determine asymptotically tight bounds for d ≥ 3

and even the precise (dimension dependent) constant in front of the dominating
term for d ≥ 4.

Keywords: L2-discrepancy, periodic discrepancy, extreme discrepancy, Latin

hypercubes, weighted point sets, energies

Subject classification: 12D10, 41A44, 52C35, 65C05

1 Introduction

Given a finite set X = {x1, ...,xN} ⊆ [0, 1)d, the notion of discrepancy measures
how uniformly distributed X is over the domain [0, 1)d. The formal definition goes as
follows. For x, y ∈ [0, 1) consider the (periodic) interval

[x, y) :=

{

{z ∈ [0, 1) : x ≤ z < y} , x < y

{z ∈ [0, 1) : x ≤ z or z < y} , x ≥ y

(that is, it is the usual interval if x < y, otherwise we interprete [0, 1) as a torus and the
periodic interval wraps around 1) and for x = (x1, . . . , xd),y = (y1, . . . , yd) ∈ [0, 1)d

the corresponding d-dimensional version [x,y) :=
∏d

k=1[xk, yk). The Lebesgue measure
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of such a set is given by

|[x,y)| =
d
∏

k=1
xk<yk

(yk − xk)

d
∏

k=1
xk≥yk

(1− xk + yk).

This enables us to define the discrepancy function

DX(x,y) := #(X ∩ [x,y)) −N |[x,y)|

of X ⊆ [0, 1)d,#X = N (note that some authors use the normalized N−1DX(x,y) as
the discrepancy function). The discrepancy of X is now given by a norm of DX . We
will be interested in the L2-norm, of which we can define three types, depending on
the domain of allowed boxes [x,y). The star/extreme/periodic L2-discrepancy
are given respectively by

Lstar
2 (X)2 :=

∫

[0,1)d
DX(0,y)2 dy,

Lextr
2 (X)2 :=

∫

[0,1)d

∫

y>x

DX(x,y)2 dy dx,

Lper
2 (X)2 :=

∫

[0,1)d

∫

[0,1)d
DX(x,y)2 dy dx,

where y > x is supposed to be understood componentwise. Thus, star discrepancy only
considers boxes anchored at 0, extreme discrepancy takes all non-periodic intervals
into account, while periodic discrepancy also considers periodic intervals on the torus.
Clearly Lextr

2 (X) ≤ Lper
2 (X) as the integral for the periodic L2-discrepancy goes over

a larger domain.
It is easy to calculate the integrals explicitely in dependence of X and we get the

formulas (often called Warnock-type formulas, see [19, 32, 33, 35, 45])

Lstar
2 (X)2 =

N2

3d
− N

2d−1

∑

x∈X

d
∏

k=1

(1− x2
k) +

∑

x,y∈X

d
∏

k=1

(1 −max{xk, yk}),

Lextr
2 (X)2 =

N2

12d
− N

2d−1

∑

x∈X

d
∏

k=1

xk(1− xk) +
∑

x,y∈X

d
∏

k=1

(min{xk, yk} − xkyk),

Lper
2 (X)2 = −N2

3d
+
∑

x,y∈X

d
∏

k=1

(

1

2
− |xk − yk|+ |xk − yk|2

)

.

(1)
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The importance of discrepancy comes from its application to numerical integration,
in particular quasi Monte Carlo methods. Approximating an integral via

∫

[0,1)d
f(x) dx ≈ 1

N

∑

x∈X

f(x)

with #X = N , the relative worst case error can usually be expressed by some notion
of discrepancy of the point set X . We recall the precise setup from [21] (adapted to
our setting). Consider the Sobolev space H1[0, 1] consisting of absolutely continuous
functions f : [0, 1] → R with f ∈ L2[0, 1], f(0) = f(1) (periodicity) and

‖f‖2H1[0,1] := 3

(∫ 1

0

f(x) dx

)2

+
1

2

∫ 1

0

f ′(x)2 dx < ∞,

where f ′ denotes the weak derivative. Furthermore, let H1[0, 1]d be given by the d-
fold tensor product of H1[0, 1] with itself. The norm of H1[0, 1] induces a norm on
H1[0, 1]d and it turns out that

Lper
2 (X) = N · sup

‖f‖
H1[0,1]d

≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[0,1)d
f(x) dx− 1

N

∑

x∈X

f(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Indeed, this is a consequence of H1[0, 1]d being a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (see
[1] for the general theory) with kernel given by

K(x,y) :=

d
∏

k=1

(

1

2
− |xk − yk|+ |xk − yk|2

)

where x,y ∈ [0, 1]d, for which the integration error can be expressed easily (see [35] for-
mula (9.31)). Similar statements can be made for the star and extreme L2-discrepancy,
see the proof of Theorem 5 in [19]. Minimizing Lper

2 (X) is thus equivalent to minimiz-
ing the error of the quasi Monte Carlo rule for integration. For further material on
quasi Monte Carlo methods and related topics see [11, 18, 26, 34].

Another related notion to periodic L2-discrepancy is the so called diaphony as
introduced in [46], also see [37], given by

FN (X)2 :=
∑

h∈Zd\{0}

(

d
∏

k=1

max{1, |hk|}
)−2

1

N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈X

exp(2πih · x)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (2)
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where i2 = −1 is the imaginary unit and h ·x denotes the usual inner product. In fact,
the periodic L2-discrepancy has a very similar representation given by [19, 37]

Lper
2 (X)2 =

1

3d

∑

h∈Zd\{0}

(

d
∏

k=1

max

{

1,
2π√
6
|hk|

}

)−2 ∣
∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈X

exp(2πih · x)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (3)

For a connection between diaphony and worst case errors of quasi Monte Carlo
integration and further references see [36].

The optimal (asymptotic) behaviour of the three notions of discrepancy as intro-
duced above is of particular interest and has been studied for a long time. It is a
classical result of Roth [39] that

Lstar
2 (X) & (logN)(d−1)/2,

which was generalized in [19] for the other notions of discrepancy to

Lper
2 (X) ≥ Lextr

2 (X) & (logN)(d−1)/2 (4)

(also see [20] and Section 8.7 in [13] for the general setting of quasi Monte Carlo inte-
gration over Besov spaces). All bounds are known to be tight up to the multiplicative
constant [5, 6, 8, 16, 40] (also see [42] and further references therein). The same bound
(up to the implicite constant) holds for the Lp-discrepancy, that is the p-norm of the
discrepancy function, for any 1 < p < ∞ (see [41] and [2] for a detailed survey on the
case of star Lp-discrepancy as well as [25] for extreme and periodic Lp-discrepancy).
The asymptotics in the case of p = ∞ is a major open problem in discrepancy theory
and there is still a sizable gap between the best know upper and lower bounds, see [3]
for the best known results in this directions.

Two common examples of two-dimensional point sets having periodic L2-
discrepancy of asymptotically optimal order are the Hammersley/van der Corput point
sets [7, 18] and the Fibonacci lattice [4] (which are particular examples of rational/inte-
gration lattices [19]). Note that Fibonacci lattices are also of optimal order for star and
extreme L2-discrepancy, while the Hammersley point set is only optimal for extreme
L2-discrepancy. For star L2-discrepancy it is of worse order than Roth’s bound, see
Theorem 8 in [19] and Theorem 9 in the same paper or [14, 17] for an improved ver-
sion of the Hammersley set. In [19] it was observed that Hammersley sets and rational
lattices X ⊆ [0, 1)2 consisting of N points fulfil the precise relation

Lper
2 (X)2 − 4Lextr

2 (X)2 =
N2 + 1

18N2
. (5)

Both of these classes of point sets are particular examples of what we will call
permutation sets.
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Definition 1.1. Let σ : {0, 1, . . . , N−1} → {0, 1, . . . , N−1} be a permutation, define
the permutation set

X(σ) :=

{(

m

N
,
σ(m)

N

)

: m = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1

}

.

It turns out that (5) holds even more general for permutation sets.
Theorem 1.2. For any permutation σ : {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} → {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} it holds

Lper
2 (σ)2 − 4Lextr

2 (σ)2 =
N2 + 1

18N2
.

We can generalize this to arbitrary dimensions as follows. Note that among the
discretized torus G := 1

N {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}2 permutation sets are precisely those sets
X ⊆ G with #X = N and containing exactly one point from every row and column.
Generalizing this to the d-dimensional discretized torus we obtain the notion of a
(weak) Latin hypercube, which will be made precise in Section 2 and an analogous
result to Theorem 1.2 will be given in Theorem 3.1.

The remaining paper will be structured as follows. Motivated by trying to find a
higher dimensional analogue of Theorem 1.2 we first introduce a weighted notion of L2-
discrepancy and, even more general, energies closely related to extreme and periodic
L2-discrepancy. There we will prove a central and general result in Proposition 2.8.
After that, we apply this to the case of weak Latin hypercubes (a notion that we
will introduce in Section 2) giving us Theorem 3.1 for (unweighted) L2-discrepancy,
the case d = 2 being Theorem 1.2. A quick look at this result also gives us a lower
bound on the periodic L2-discrepancy for weak Latin hypercubes. Motivated by this,
we introduce another perspective on our general notion of energy (Theorem 3.4) giving
us lower bounds (Theorem 3.7) for both periodic and extreme L2-discrepancy of weak
Latin hypercubes. We finish by considering random weak Latin hypercubes. While
their periodic L2-discrepancy itself seems hard to handle over all, we can still make
some statistical statements, determining their expectation in Theorem 4.3. This gives
us upper bounds for the optimal periodic L2-discrepancy of weak Latin hypercubes
that match the lower bound asymptotically for d ≥ 3 and even in the precise dominant
behaviour (asymptotically and in the constant factor) for d ≥ 4.

2 Discrepancy of weighted point sets and energies

Aweighted point set (X,w) (called net in [27, 28]) is given by a finite setX ⊆ [0, 1)d

and a function w : X → R. Note that we allow the weights to be negative. The
discrepancy function of (X,w) is given by

D(X,w)(x,y) :=
∑

z∈X
x≤z<y

w(z) −
∑

z∈X

w(z)|[x,y)|

5



and the corresponding notions of star/extreme/periodic L2-discrepancy of
weighted point sets by

Lstar
2 (X,w)2 :=

∫

[0,1)d
D(X,w)(0,y)

2 dy,

Lextr
2 (X,w)2 :=

∫

[0,1)d

∫

y>x

D(X,w)(x,y)
2 dy dx,

Lper
2 (X,w)2 :=

∫

[0,1)d

∫

[0,1)d
D(X,w)(x,y)

2 dy dx.

It is straightforward to determine Warnock-type formulas for these discrepancies. The
proofs are analogous to the unweighted case, so we will omit them here.
Proposition 2.1. Let (X,w) be a weighted point set in [0, 1)d, then it holds

Lstar
2 (X,w)2 =

(
∑

x∈X w(x)
)2

3d
−
∑

x∈X w(x)

2d−1

∑

x∈X

w(x)

d
∏

k=1

(1− x2
k)

+
∑

x,y∈X

w(x)w(y)

d
∏

k=1

(1 −max{xk, yk}),

Lextr
2 (X,w)2 =

(
∑

x∈X w(x)
)2

12d
−
∑

x∈X w(x)

2d−1

∑

x∈X

w(x)

d
∏

k=1

xk(1− xk)

+
∑

x,y∈X

w(x)w(y)

d
∏

k=1

(min{xk, yk} − xkyk),

Lper
2 (X,w)2

=−
(
∑

x∈X w(x)
)2

3d
+
∑

x,y∈X

w(x)w(y)

d
∏

k=1

(

1

2
− |xk − yk|+ |xk − yk|2

)

.

Note the similarities to (1). The formulas in the proposition can be interpreted as a
sort of energy for particles in [0, 1)d. HereX describes the positions of the particles and
the weight w some property of each particle (think charge). Using this interpretation,
we can actually generalize it even further by taking these Warnock-type formulas as
a starting point and using different potentials. Since we will only be interested in
extreme and periodic discrepancy, we will discard the star discrepancy from now on.
We start with the following definition.
Definition 2.2. An energy triple T is given by three functions (ηp2 , η

e
1, η

e
2) having

the following properties:

6



(i) ηp2 : [0, 1)2 → R is symmetric (i.e. ηp2 (s, t) = ηp2 (t, s) for all s, t ∈ [0, 1)) and for all
M ∈ N and all m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} the sum

M−1
∑

n=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
n

M

)

is a constant T = T (M) independent on m (but can depend on M). We will set
η(s) := ηp2 (s, 0).

(ii) ηe1 : [0, 1) → R, ηe1(s) := η(0)− η(s).
(iii) ηe2 : [0, 1)2 → R, ηe2(s, t) := η(0)− η(s)− η(t) + ηp2 (s, t).

An energy triple should be seen as a generalization of the terms involved in the
expression for extreme and periodic L2-discrepancy. Here ηp2 is the potential between
two points analogous to the periodic L2-discrepancy and ηe1 and ηe2 are generalizations
of the potentials involved in the extreme L2-discrepancy (ηe1 gives the interaction of a
particle with the boundary of [0, 1)d and ηe2 the interacion among particle pairs). The
precise connection will be given in Example 2.5 via Definition 2.4.

Algebraically, these notions are defined in a way as to get a statement as general as
possible in Proposition 2.8 (which will show that under these relations, the quantities
defined in Definition 2.4, generalizing L2-discrepancy, are related in a way similar to
the one given in Theorem 1.2). Clearly, an energy triple is determined uniquely by the
function ηp2 . There are actually a lot of examples of energy triples we can construct
thanks to the following.
Proposition 2.3. Let η : [0, 1) → R be a function with η(s) = η(1 − s) for all
s ∈ (0, 1). Then ηp2 (s, t) = η(|s− t|) defines an energy triple.

The function η is then also given as in Definition 2.2 (i), but note that not all
energy triples are of this form (for example ηp2 (s, t) = sin(2πs) sin(2πt) would give an
energy triple according to the above definition, with T ≡ 0, but not of this form). If
an energy triple is of this form we will say it comes from the canonical construction
via η.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. By definition it is clear that ηp2 is symmetric, so it remains
to verify the sum property. Indeed, let m ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1} and note that

M−1
∑

n=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
n

M

)

=

M−1
∑

n=0

η

( |m− n|
M

)

=

m−1
∑

n=0

η

(

m− n

M

)

+

M−1
∑

n=m

η

(

n−m

M

)

=

m−1
∑

n=0

η

(

1− m− n

M

)

+

M−n−1
∑

n′=0

η

(

n′

M

)

=

m−1
∑

n=0

η

(

n+ (M −m)

M

)

+

M−m−1
∑

n′=0

η

(

n′

M

)

=

M−1
∑

n′=M−m

η

(

n′

M

)

+

M−m−1
∑

n′=0

η

(

n′

M

)

=

M−1
∑

n′=0

η

(

n′

M

)

7



is independent of m (n′ denotes where we relabeled the dummy variable n).

As a shorthand for x,y ∈ [0, 1)d we set

ηp2 (x,y) :=

d
∏

k=1

ηp2 (xk, yk), η
e
1(x) :=

d
∏

k=1

ηe1(xk), η
e
2(x,y) :=

d
∏

k=1

ηe2(xk, yk).

From now on fix M,d ∈ N, d ≥ 2. In what follows we will consider the d-dimensional
discretized torus G := 1

M {0, 1, . . . ,M−1}d ⊆ [0, 1)d. The following is an abstraction
of the formulas for extreme and periodic L2-discrepancies of weighted point sets as
given in Proposition 2.1.
Definition 2.4. Given an energy triple T = (ηp2 , η

e
1, η

e
2) we define the extreme/pe-

riodic T -energy of w : G → R by

Eextr
T (w) := −2

(

∑

x∈G

w(x)

)

∑

x∈G

w(x)ηe1(x) +
∑

x,y∈G

w(x)w(y)ηe2(x,y)

and

Eper
T (w) :=

∑

x,y∈G

w(x)w(y)ηp2 (x,y)

respectively.
Example 2.5. As an example consider the canonically constructed energy triple T =
(ηp2 , η

e
1, η

e
2) via the function η(s) = 1

2 − s + s2 (clearly fulfilling η(s) = η(1 − s)). We
thus have

ηp2 (s, t) =
1

2
− |s− t|+ |s− t|2, ηe1(s) = s(1− s), ηe2(s, t) = 2 (min{s, t} − st) .

Comparing Proposition 2.1 and Definition 2.4 we see that for all w : G → R it holds

Lper
2 (G,w)2 = −

(
∑

x∈Gw(x)
)2

3d
+ Eper

T (w)

and

Lextr
2 (G,w)2 =

(
∑

x∈G w(x)
)2

12d
+ 2−dEextr

T (w).

Thus T -energy can be seen as a generalization of discrepancy of weights on G.
We now make some preparations for our central proposition in this section. We

start with another definition.
Definition 2.6. Let T be an energy triple and w : G → R. Define its excess by
ǫT (w) := Eper

T (w)− Eextr
T (w).

Note that for the energy triple given by periodic and extreme L2-discrepancy as
in Example 2.5 and for d = 2, the excess is (up to an additive constant) the term on

8



the left-hand side of the expression in Theorem 1.2. For r ∈ R consider the weight
wr : G → R given by wr(x) =

r
M .

Lemma 2.7. ǫT (wr) = Md−2
(

T d + (Mη(0)− T )d
)

r2 (recall Definition 2.2 (i) for
the definitions of T and η).

Proof. We need to compute Eper
T (wr) and Eextr

T (wr). Write

Eper
T (wr) =

r2

M2

∑

x,y∈G

ηp2 (x,y) =
r2

M2

∑

x,y∈G

d
∏

k=1

ηp2 (xk, yk)

and note that the sum factorizes as

Eper
T (wr) =

r2

M2

d
∏

k=1

(

M−1
∑

mk,nk=0

ηp2

(mk

M
,
nk

M

)

)

=
r2

M2

(

M−1
∑

m,n=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
n

M

)

)d

.

By Definition 2.2 (i) we have

M−1
∑

m=0

M−1
∑

n=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
n

M

)

=

M−1
∑

m=0

T = MT

and we get
Eper

T (wr) = Md−2T dr2.

As for Eextr
T (wr) we have

Eextr
T (wr) = −2rMd−1 · r

M

∑

x∈G

ηe1(x) +
r2

M2

∑

x,y∈G

ηe2(x,y)

= −2r2Md−2
∑

x∈G

d
∏

k=1

ηe1(x) +
r2

M2

∑

x,y∈G

d
∏

k=1

ηe2(xk, yk)

and factorization again yields

∑

x∈G

d
∏

k=1

ηe1(xk) =

d
∏

k=1

(

M−1
∑

mk=0

η(0)− η
(mk

M

)

)

= (Mη(0)− T )d

and

∑

x,y∈G

d
∏

k=1

ηe2(xk, yk) =

d
∏

k=1

(

M−1
∑

mk,nk=0

[

η(0)− η
(mk

M

)

− η
(nk

M

)

+ ηp2

(mk

M
,
nk

M

)]

)

= (M2η(0)−MT −MT +MT )d = Md(Mη(0)− T )d.

9



Combining these we get

Eextr
T (wr) = −Md−2(Mη(0)− T )dr2,

so that

ǫT (wr) = Eper
T (wr)− Eextr

T (wr) = Md−2
(

T d + (Mη(0)− T )d
)

r2.

For fixed k ∈ [d] := {1, 2, . . . , d} and coordinates m1, . . . ,mk−1,mk+1, . . . ,md ∈
{0, 1, . . . ,M − 1} the set

R =

{

1

M
(m1, . . . ,md) : mk = 0, 1, . . . ,M − 1

}

⊆ G

is called a k-row or simply row. For any k, the set of all k-rows forms a partition of
G. For x ∈ G and k ∈ [d] we can thus define Rk(x) to be the unique k-row containing
x. Any given x is contained in exactly d rows, namely R1(x), . . . , Rd(x).

We will now define coefficients for a certain expression gR below. These coefficients
will be such that we can get a relation as in Proposition 2.8 below. From the proof it
will be clear how these coefficients have to be defined but without that foresight they
will come out of the blue. We thus advice to skip the details for now and first look at
the expression for gR (a linear functional in the variables w(x) and r), then go into
Proposition 2.8 to see why we are doing this. The form of the coefficients can then be
extracted from the proof.

Define

αx
Rk(y)

=
∑

P,Q⊆[d]
k/∈Q

γ(P,Q)

2d−#P −#Q
η(0)d−#(P∪Q)

×
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ),

and

αr
Rk(x)

=
∑

P,Q⊆[d]
Q6=[d]
k/∈P\Q

Md−1

d−#(P \Q)

d−#Q

2d−#P −#Q

(

T

M

)#Q

γ(P,Q)

× η(0)d−#(P∪Q)
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ).
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for k ∈ [d] and x,y ∈ G, where

γ(P,Q) =































2 , P = Q = ∅
0 , P = Q = [d]

0 , P 6= ∅, Q = ∅
0 , P = ∅, Q 6= ∅
−2(−1)#P+#Q , else

and for any row R of G define the linear forms in the variables w(x),x ∈ G and r
given by

gR(w, r) :=
∑

x∈G

αx
Rw(x) + αr

Rr.

Note that gR(w, r) depends on all w(x),x ∈ G, not just on those points in R. Also,
for αx

R we choose a y such that R = Rk(y) and then use the above definition (and
analogously for αr

R). It is important to emphasize that these yield well-defined quanti-
ties since αx

Rk(y)
only depends on x1, . . . , xd and y1, . . . , yk−1, yk+1, . . . , yd (note that

Rk(y) = Rk(y
′) if and only if y and y′ differ at most in their k-th coordinate) and

analogously for αr
Rk(x)

. We have the following general result.
Proposition 2.8. Let M,d ∈ N, d ≥ 2, T be an energy triple and r ∈ R. For
w : G → R it holds

ǫT (w) − ǫT (wr) =
∑

R row

gR(w, r)

(

∑

x∈R

w(x) − r

)

, (6)

where the sum runs over all rows of G (and wr as in Lemma 2.7).
We will be interested in weights such that every summand on the right-hand side

of this expression is 0 (see Theorem 3.1 below), which will show us that the excess
of such a weight is constantly ǫT (wr). For the proof we advice the following: consider
the coefficients αx

R and αr
R as unknowns and see from the proof which relations they

need to fulfil as to get the statement of the proposition. In this way, the expressions
for the coefficients will turn up more naturally, taking the form of the expression from
the proposition for granted. Indeed, case 1 in the proof will give the values for αx

R (in
particular equation (10)) and case 3 will give αr

R (in particular equation (12)), while
keeping in mind that αx

Rk(y)
cannot depend on yk and αr

Rk(x)
cannot depend on xk.

The expression for γ also follows from (7) and (9) in case 1.

Proof of Proposition 2.8. Note that both sides of (6) are homogeneous polynomials of
degree 2 in the variabls w(x),x ∈ G and r. We thus show that both sides are equal
by comparing coefficients. To do so we distinguish between four cases.

Case 1, coefficient of w(x)w(y),x 6= y: On the left-hand side only ǫT (w) con-
tributes to coefficients of the form w(x)w(y). Concretely, on the left-hand side the
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coefficient is (looking at Definition 2.4)

2

d
∏

ℓ=1

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ) + 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)] + 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(yℓ)]

− 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)− η(yℓ) + ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)]

(7)

and on the right-hand side it is

d
∑

k=1

αy

Rk(x)
+

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

. (8)

To show that these are the same we multiply out the products in (7) to obtain

∑

(A,B,C,D)

Γ1(A,B,C,D)η(0)#A
∏

ℓ∈B

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈C

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈D

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)

where the sum runs over all ordered partitions (A,B,C,D) of [d] (that is [d] =
A∪̇B∪̇C∪̇D disjointly with possibly empty blocks and where the order of the sets
matters) and

Γ1(A,B,C,D) =2[D = [d]] + 2(−1)#B[C = D = ∅] + 2(−1)#C[B = D = ∅]
− 2(−1)#B+#C

=































2 , A = [d]

0 , D = [d]

0 , A 6= [d], C = D = ∅
0 , A 6= [d], B = D = ∅
−2(−1)#B+#C , else

,

with the Iverson bracket [·], that is [S] = 1 if the statement S in the bracket is true,
otherwise [S] = 0 if S is false. If we show that the coefficient of the term

η(0)#A
∏

ℓ∈B

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈C

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈D

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)

in (8) is precisely Γ1(A,B,C,D) for any ordered partition (A,B,C,D) we are done
with this case. Observe the bijection

{(P,Q) : P,Q ⊆ [d]} → {(A,B,C,D) ordered set partition of [d]}
(P,Q) 7→ ([d] \ (P ∪Q), P \Q,Q \ P, P ∩Q)
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with inverse given by
(A,B,C,D) 7→ (B ∪D,C ∪D).

Under this bijection we also have

Γ1(A,B,C,D) = γ(B ∪D,C ∪D) (9)

for all ordered partitions (A,B,C,D). We thus need to show

d
∑

k=1

αy

Rk(x)
+

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

=
∑

P,Q⊆[d]

γ(P,Q)η(0)d−#(P∪Q)

×
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ).

(10)

Fix (P,Q) and we will distribute the term

γ(P,Q)η(0)d−#(P∪Q)
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)

onto the coefficients αy

Rk(x)
and αx

Rk(y)
whenever possible (that is when xk or yk does

not show up in this product). Since γ([d], [d]) = 0 we may ignore the term with the
expression for (P,Q) = ([d], [d]), so that for every such expression there is a variable
xk or yk which does not show up in it. In total, this product will get included in αy

Rk(x)

for all k /∈ P , and it will get included in αx
Rk(y)

for all k /∈ Q. Thus, the product will
get distributed onto

(d−#P ) + (d−#Q) = 2d−#P −#Q

coefficients, meaning that we need to divide by this amount to normalize it appropri-
ately. This gives the expressions for αx

Rk(y)
and finishes this case.

Case 2, coefficient of w(x)2,x ∈ G: Similar to the first case, we now have to show
the equality between

d
∏

ℓ=1

ηp2 (xℓ, xℓ) + 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)]−
d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− 2η(xℓ) + ηp2 (xℓ, xℓ)]

and

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(x)

.

The equality of these two expressions follows by case 1 where we set y = x.
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Case 3, coefficient of w(x)r,x ∈ G: Neither ǫT (w) nor ǫT (wr) contain any terms of
the form w(x)r, giving a 0 on the left-hand side of (6). From the right-hand side we get

d
∑

k=1

αr
Rk(x)

−
∑

R row

αx
R

and thus it remains to verify

d
∑

k=1

αr
Rk(x)

=
∑

R row

αx
R (11)

for all x ∈ G. For the right-hand side note that we can rewrite the sum as

∑

R row

αx
R =

1

M

∑

y∈G

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

just by noting that in the double sum every row is summed over M -times. We can
also rewrite the following sum as

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

=

d
∑

k=1

∑

P,Q⊆[d]
k/∈Q

γ(P,Q)

2d−#P −#Q
η(0)d−#(P∪Q)

×
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)

=
∑

P,Q⊆[d]
Q6=[d]

(d−#Q)γ(P,Q)

2d−#P −#Q
η(0)d−#(P∪Q)

×
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ)
∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ).

Noting now

∑

y∈G

∏

ℓ∈[d]\Q

1
∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)

=
∏

ℓ∈[d]\Q

(

M−1
∑

m=0

1

)

∏

ℓ∈Q\P

(

M−1
∑

m=0

η
(m

M

)

)

∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

(

M−1
∑

m=0

ηp2

(

xℓ,
m

M

)

)

=Md−#QT#Q
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we get

∑

y∈G

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

=
∑

P,Q⊆[d]
Q6=[d]

(d−#Q)γ(P,Q)

2d−#P −#Q
η(0)d−#(P∪Q)

×
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ)
∑

y∈G

∏

ℓ∈Q\P

η(yℓ)
∏

ℓ∈P∩Q

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)

=Md
∑

P,Q⊆[d]
Q6=[d]

d−#Q

2d−#P −#Q

(

T

M

)#Q

γ(P,Q)

× η(0)d−#(P∪Q)
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ).

It remains to verify

d
∑

k=1

αr
Rk(x)

= Md−1
∑

P,Q⊆[d]
Q6=[d]

d−#Q

2d−#P −#Q

(

T

M

)#Q

γ(P,Q)

× η(0)d−#(P∪Q)
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ).

(12)

Note that the sum on the right-hand side can be written as (using γ([d], ∅) = 0, so
discarding the summand for (P,Q) = ([d], ∅))

d
∑

k=1

∑

P,Q⊆[d]
Q6=[d]
k/∈P\Q

Md−1

d−#(P \Q)

d−#Q

2d−#P −#Q

(

T

M

)#Q

γ(P,Q)

× η(0)d−#(P∪Q)
∏

ℓ∈P\Q

η(xℓ).

But then (11) follows simply by the definition of αr
Rk(x)

(again, as in case 1, we can see
which terms can get included in a given coefficient αr

Rk(x)
and distribute them onto

all possible such coefficients and dividing at the end by the corresponding amount to
normalize).

Case 4, coefficient of r2: For the last case, the left-hand side of (6) yields, by
Lemma 2.7, a coefficient of

−Md−2
(

T d + (Mη(0)− T )d
)

15



for r2. On the right-hand side we get

−
∑

R row

αr
R

and it remains to show

Md−2
(

T d + (Mη(0)− T )d
)

=
∑

R row

αr
R. (13)

For this we use what we have already proven in the previous cases. By case 3 we can
write

∑

R row

αr
R =

1

M

∑

x∈G

d
∑

k=1

αr
Rk(x)

=
1

M

∑

x∈G

∑

R row

αx
R =

1

M2

∑

x∈G

∑

y∈G

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

which gives us

2
∑

R row

αr
R =

1

M2

∑

x∈G

∑

y∈G

(

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

+

d
∑

k=1

αy

Rk(x)

)

.

By cases 1 and 2 we can write, no matter if x 6= y or x = y,

d
∑

k=1

αx
Rk(y)

+

d
∑

k=1

αy

Rk(x)

=2

d
∏

ℓ=1

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ) + 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)] + 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(yℓ)]

− 2

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)− η(yℓ) + ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)].

Now (13) follows from the identities

∑

x∈G

∑

y∈G

d
∏

ℓ=1

ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ) = MdT d,

∑

x∈G

∑

y∈G

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)] =
∑

x∈G

∑

y∈G

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(yℓ)] = Md(Mη(0)− T )d,

∑

x∈G

∑

y∈G

d
∏

ℓ=1

[η(0)− η(xℓ)− η(yℓ) + ηp2 (xℓ, yℓ)] = Md(Mη(0)− T )d,

which we have already shown in the proof of Lemma 2.7. This finishes this case and
also the proof of Proposition 2.8.
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The above proposition might not seem like more than a curious algebraic identity at
first, but it has some interesting implications for the extreme and periodic discrepancy
of certain point sets, to be discussed in the next section. In essence, it is a more general
and abstract version of Theorem 1.2.

3 Weak Latin hypercubes

Latin hypercubes are extensions of permutation sets as introduced in Definition 1.1,
that have been studied for quite some time now (see for example [15, 22, 29, 30, 38, 43]
for a small selection). We will need an adapted version which we choose to call weak
Latin hypercubes. We start by introducing this notion.

A weak M-Latin hypercube (or just weak Latin hypercube) of dimen-
sion d is a subset H ⊆ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}d such that for any k ∈ [d] and
any m1, . . . ,mk−1,mk+1, . . . ,md ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1} there is exactly one mk ∈
{0, 1, . . . ,M − 1} with (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ H. That is to say, H contains exactly one ele-
ment of each row of G. Every weak M -Latin hypercube of G generates a point set
X(H) := 1

MH (H scaled into the unit cube [0, 1)d) of size #X(H) = Md−1. For d = 2
we recover permutation sets as in Definition 1.1.

In contrast, a Latin hypercube (as in the literature above) is a set X ⊆ G such that
every hyperplane given by {x ∈ [0, 1)d : xk = i/N} for some k ∈ [d], i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N −
1} contains exactly one element from X . We want to emphasize that weak Latin
hypercubes really are a different class of point sets (for d ≥ 3). What we call weak
Latin hypercube in this paper follows more the combinatorial definition of a Latin
hypercube given in [31].

There is a canoncial bijection between weights w : G → {0, 1} having row sums
all equal to 1 and point sets X constructed from weak Latin hypercubes in the above
way, namely

w 7→ X = {x ∈ G : w(x) = 1}.
We can thus apply Proposition 2.8 to conclude the following.
Theorem 3.1. If X ⊆ [0, 1)d is constructed from a weak M -Latin hypercube then

Lper
2 (X)2 − 2dLextr

2 (X)2 =
(2M2 + 1)d + (M2 − 1)d − (1 + 2d)M2d

6dM2
.

Proof. Let X ⊆ [0, 1)d be constructed from a weak M -latin hypercube. Consider the
weight w : G → {0, 1} given by w(x) = 1 if and only if x ∈ X (that is the characteristic
function of X) and note that, as discussed above, w has constant row sum equal to 1.
Applying Proposition 2.8 with r = 1, noting that

∑

x∈R w(x) − 1 = 0 for all rows R
and using Lemma 2.7 we get

ǫT (w) = ǫT (w1) = Md−2
(

T d + (Mη(0)− T )d
)

.
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To recover the L2-discrepancy from this we choose η(s) = 1
2 − s + s2 and the

corresponding energy triple T as in Example 2.5. It holds that η(0) = 1/2 and

T =

M−1
∑

m=0

1

2
− m

M
+

m2

M2
=

2M2 + 1

6M
. (14)

Again by Example 2.5, relating Eextr
T and Eper

T to Lextr
2 and Lper

2 , we see that

Lper
2 (X)2 − 2dLextr

2 (X)2 = ǫT (w)−
(

∑

x∈G

w(x)

)2
(

1

3d
+

1

6d

)

=Md−2

[

(

2M2 + 1

6M

)d

+

(

M

2
− 2M2 + 1

6M

)d
]

−M2(d−1) 2
d + 1

6d
,

which simplifies to the desired result.

Remark 3.2. The proof even shows that Eper
T (w)−Eextr

T (w) does not depend on w as
long as w has constant row sums all equal to some r ∈ R. This is a quadratic form in
the variables w(x),x ∈ G, for which it can be verified separately that all non-constant
coefficients vanish. In this case Proposition 2.8 actually gives even more information
(also including the case when w does not have constant row sums). For the sake of
generality, we chose to go this more involved route.

For d = 2 we recover Theorem 1.2. This can be generalized a bit with only slight
adjustments to the proof (just replace the occurences of w1 with wr in the above
proof) to the following.
Theorem 3.3. IfX ⊆ [0, 1)d is constructed from the union of r disjoint weakM -Latin
hypercubes (in the obvious way) then

Lper
2 (X)2 − 2dLextr

2 (X)2 = r2
(2M2 + 1)d + (M2 − 1)d − (1 + 2d)M2d

6dM2
.

A special case of this would be X = G, the entire discretized torus itself for r = M
(compare with Remark 12 in [19]).

Let X ⊆ [0, 1)d be constructed from a weakM -Latin hypercube. Since Lextr
2 (X)2 ≥

0 we see by Theorem 3.1 that

Lper
2 (X)2 ≥ d(2d−1 − 1)

6d
M2d−4 +O(M2d−6), (15)

in terms of N := #X = Md−1 we get Lper
2 (X) & N

d−2
d−1 . It is natural to ask if a similar

lower bound holds for Lextr
2 (X). This will turn out to be the case. To show this, it

actually suffices to improve on the coefficient of M2d−4 in (15).
For this, note that Eper

T (w) can be seen as a quadratic form in w ∈ R
G, i.e. we can

write
Eper

T (w) = w⊤Ew
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with E ∈ R
G×G and matrix entries Exy =

∏d
k=1 η

p
2 (xk, yk),x,y ∈ G. It turns out

that in the canonical case (of the form as in Proposition 2.3), E is actually a very
structured matrix which allows us to find its eigenvalue decomposition. For this define
G := {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}d. The following can be seen as an eigenvalue decomposition of
the d-fold Kronecker product of real symmetric, circulant matrices and the proof is
very similar to the case d = 1 of circulant matrices (see for example [9, 23, 24, 44]). In
essence it is the well known result that the multidimensional discrete Fourier transform
of a convolution becomes a componentwise multiplication in the frequency domain.
Theorem 3.4. Let η : [0, 1) → R with η(s) = η(1 − s) for all s ∈ (0, 1) and let T be
the canonical energy triple via η. For w : G → R its periodic T -energy fulfils

∑

x,y∈G

w(x)w(y)

d
∏

k=1

η(|xk − yk|) = M−d
∑

f∈G

λf

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈G

w(x) exp(2πif · x)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

where i2 = −1, f · x is the usual scalar product and

λf =

d
∏

k=1

(

N−1
∑

m=0

η
(m

M

)

exp
(

2πifk
m

M

)

)

.

Since η(s) = η(1− s) we could even write

λf =

d
∏

k=1

(

M−1
∑

m=0

η
(m

M

)

cos
(

2πfk
m

M

)

)

.

The following could be seen as a discrete version of Proposition 3 of [21] (equation
(3) above) and is also similar to Lemma 2.8 of [26]. Also note the similarities to
diaphony ([27, 46], Definition 1.29 in [12] and (2) above)
Corollary 3.5. Let w : G → R, then

Lper
2 (G,w)2 = − 1

3d

(

∑

x∈G

w(x)

)2

+
∑

f∈G

µf

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈G

w(x) exp(2πif · x)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

with

µf =

d
∏

k=1

{

1
3 + 1

6M2 , fk = 0
1

2M2 sin2(πfk/M)
, fk 6= 0

for f ∈ G.
Note the similarities to (2) and (3).

Proof. By Theorem 3.4 it remains to calculate λf for the case η(s) = 1
2 − s+ s2. For

this we need the sum

M−1
∑

m=0

(

1

2
− m

M
+

m2

M2

)

exp
(

2πifk
m

M

)

.
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The case fk = 0 reduces to (14) so we only need fk 6= 0. We use the elementary sums

M−1
∑

m=0

eimt =
1− eiMt

1− eit
,

M−1
∑

m=0

meimt =
eit −MeiMt + (M − 1)ei(M+1)t

(1− eit)
2 ,

M−1
∑

m=0

m2eimt

=
eit + e2it −M2eiMt + (2M2 − 2M − 1)ei(M+1)t − (M − 1)2ei(M+2)t

(1− eit)
3

for t ∈ R. Setting t = 2π fk
M , using the 2π-periodicity of t 7→ eit and simplifying

accordingly gives

M−1
∑

m=0

(

1

2
− m

M
+

m2

M2

)

exp
(

2πifk
m

M

)

=− 2

M
·

exp
(

2πi fkM

)

(

1− exp
(

2πi fkM

))2 =
1

M
(

1− cos
(

2π fk
M

)) ,

where we can additionally write 1 − cos(2t) = 2 sin2(t). Then µf = M−dλf and the
statement follows.

Remark 3.6.

(i) The factors in the definition of λf are a discrete Fourier transform of the function
η(s) = 1

2 − s+ s2 on [0, 1). Applying the inverse transform gives the identity

1

2
− m

M
+

m2

M2
=

1

3
+

1

6M2
+

1

2M2

M−1
∑

n=1

cos
(

2πm n
M

)

sin2
(

π n
M

)

for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M − 1.
(ii) For a permutation set X(σ) we can write the formula of Theorem 3.4, writing

f = (f1, f2) and noticing that λ(0,0) = T 2 (see Definition 2.2 (i)), as

Eper
T (σ) =

T 2

M2
+

1

M2

M−1
∑

f1,f2=1

λf

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

M−1
∑

m=0

exp

(

2πi

M
[f1m+ f2σ(m)]

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,
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where terms corresponding to f = (f1, 0) and (0, f2) vanish (except for f = (0, 0)),
and in the case of Corollary 3.5 as

Lper
2 (σ)2 =

1

9
+

1

36N2
+

1

4N4

N−1
∑

f1,f2=1

1

sin2(πf1/N) sin2(πf2/N)

×
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

m=0

exp

(

2πi

N
[f1m+ f2σ(m)]

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

This is a generalization of the formula for the periodic L2-discrepancy of rational
lattices in Theorem 10 of [19].

We come back to the lower bound for the periodic and extreme L2-discrepancy of
weak Latin hypercubes as discussed under Theorem 3.3. In particular, we improve a
bit on the bound in (15).
Theorem 3.7. Let X ⊆ [0, 1)d, d ≥ 2 be constructed from a weakM -Latin hypercube
and N = #X = Md−1. Then

Lper
2 (X) ≥

(

d

2 · 3d
)1/2

N
d−2
d−1

and

Lextr
2 (X) ≥

(

d

12d

)1/2

(1− o(1)) ·N d−2
d−1 ,

where o(1) −→ 0 as N −→ ∞.

Proof. Notice that all the λf in Corollary 3.5 are positive. Thus, using only the
summand corresponding to f = 0 we get

∑

f∈G

µf

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈G

w(x) exp(2πif · x)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥
(

1

3
+

1

6M2

)d
(

∑

x∈G

w(x)

)2

.

Using
∑

x∈Gw(x) = #X = Md−1 we get

Lper
2 (X)2 ≥ − 1

3d
M2(d−1) +

(

1

3
+

1

6M2

)d

M2(d−1) ≥ d

2 · 3dM
2d−4 =

d

2 · 3dN
2 d−2

d−1 ,

proving the bound on Lper
2 (X). As for Lextr

2 (X), we employ Corollary 3.1 and the just
proven bound for Lper

2 (X) to get

2dLextr
2 (X)2 = Lper

2 (X)2 − (2M2 + 1)d + (M2 − 1)d − (1 + 2d)M2d

6dM2

≥ d

2 · 3dM
2d−4 − d

2

(

1

3d
− 2

6d

)

M2d−4 −O(M2d−6)
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=
d

6d
(1− o(1))M2d−4 =

d

6d
(1− o(1))N2 d−2

d−1 ,

from which the bound on Lextr
2 (X) follows.

The question remains how good these bounds are. One way to analyse this is
through random point sets. This will be discussed in the next section.

4 Random weak Latin hypercubes

Consider randomly constructed weak Latin hypercubes. By that we mean that, for
given parameters M and d, among all d-dimensional weak M -Latin hypercubes we
choose one H uniformly at random and consider its periodic L2-discrepancy Lper

2 (H)2.
We will determine the expected squared periodic L2-discrepancy as H runs uniformly
through all weak Latin hypercubes. To do so we need some preparation.

Note that we can interprete a weak Latin hypercube H as a function H :
{0, 1, . . . ,M−1}d−1 → {0, 1, . . . ,M−1} where H(m1, . . . ,md−1) := md is determined
by the unique point (m1, . . . ,md) in the latin hypercube with first d − 1 coordi-
nates determined by m1, . . . ,md−1. Denote by Λ = Λd

M the number of d-dimensional
weak M -latin hypercubes (see [31] for more on these quantities). For any given
m,n ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}d−1 we will need the probability distribution

probm,n(p, q) := Λ−1 ·#{H : (H(m),H(n)) = (p, q)}.

Lemma 4.1. Given m,n ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M−1}d−1 set δ := #{i = 1, . . . , d−1 : mi 6= ni}
(the Hamming distance). Then

probm,n(p, q) = probδ(p, q) =

{

(M−1)δ−1−(−1)δ−1

M2(M−1)δ−1 , p = q
(M−1)δ−(−1)δ

M2(M−1)δ
, p 6= q

.

Proof. By symmetry, without loss of generality we may assume m1 = · · · = md−1 = 0
and n1 = · · · = nδ = 1, nδ+1 = · · · = nd−1 = 0. To further ease notation, it suffices to
consider probm,n(0, 0) and probm,n(0, 1). It is easy to see that

P(H(m) = 0) =
1

M
.

As for H(n), by inclusion-exclusion (counting how often H(k) = 0 or 1 appears in
slices of the type k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}β × {0}d−1−β, β = 0, 1, . . . , δ and coordinate
permutations thereof while staying in {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}δ × {0}d−1−δ) we see that for
all weak Latin hypercubes H with H(0) = 0 it holds

#{k ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}δ × {0}d−1−δ : H(k) = 0}

=M δ−1 −
(

δ

1

)

M δ−2 + · · ·+ (−1)δ−1

(

δ

δ − 1

)

M0 + (−1)δ
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=
1

M

[

(M − 1)δ − (−1)δ
]

+ (−1)δ

and

#{k ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}δ × {0}d−1−δ : H(k) = 1}

=M δ−1 −
(

δ

1

)

M δ−2 + · · ·+ (−1)δ−1

(

δ

δ − 1

)

M0

=
1

M

[

(M − 1)δ − (−1)δ
]

.

Again by symmetry we conclude, since #
(

{1, . . . ,M − 1}δ × {0}d−1−δ
)

= (M − 1)δ,

probm,n(0, 0) =
1

M
·

1
M

[

(M − 1)δ − (−1)δ
]

+ (−1)δ

(M − 1)δ

and

probm,n(0, 1) =
1

M
·

1
M

[

(M − 1)δ − (−1)δ
]

(M − 1)δ
,

giving the claim.

Theorem 4.2. Given d,M ∈ N, d ≥ 2,M ≥ 2 and an energy triple T , set

∆ :=

M−1
∑

m=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
m

M

)

.

Then, as H runs uniformly through all d-dimensional weak M -Latin hypercubes we
have

EEper
T (H) = Md−2

(

(∆− T )d

(M − 1)d−1
+ T d

)

Proof. We want to calculate

Λ−1
∑

H

M−1
∑

m1,n1=0

· · ·
M−1
∑

md−1,nd−1=0

d−1
∏

k=1

ηp2

(mk

M
,
nk

M

)

· ηp2
(H(m)

M
,
H(n)

M

)

.

Pulling the expectation inside the sum and using Lemma 4.1 we get

EEper
T (H) =

M−1
∑

m1,n1=0

· · ·
M−1
∑

md−1,nd−1=0

d−1
∏

k=1

ηp2

(mk

M
,
nk

M

)

×
M−1
∑

p,q=0

probδ(p, q)η
p
2

( p

M
,
q

M

)
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with δ = δ(m,n) as in Lemma 4.1. Writing

M−1
∑

p,q=0

probδ(p, q)η
p
2

( p

M
,
q

M

)

=
1

M(M − 1)δ

(

(−1)δ
M−1
∑

p=0

ηp2

( p

M
,
p

M

)

+
(M − 1)δ − (−1)δ

M

M−1
∑

p,q=0

ηp2

( p

M
,
q

M

)

)

=
(−1)δ∆+

[

(M − 1)δ − (−1)δ
]

T

M(M − 1)δ
=

(

− 1

M − 1

)δ
∆− T

M
+

T

M
.

The above expression can thus be factorized as

EEper
T (H) =

d−1
∏

k=1









M−1
∑

m=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
m

M

)

− 1

M − 1

M−1
∑

m,n=0
m 6=n

ηp2

(m

M
,
n

M

)









∆− T

M

+

d−1
∏

k=1

(

M−1
∑

m,n=0

ηp2

(m

M
,
n

M

)

)

T

M

=
Md−2(∆− T )d

(M − 1)d−1
+Md−2T d

In terms of periodic L2-discrepancy we obtain the following.
Theorem 4.3. As H runs uniformly through all d-dimensional weak M -Latin
hypercubes we get

ELper
2 (H)2 =

(M − 1)(M + 1)d + (2M2 + 1)d − 2dM2d

6dM2
. (16)

In particular, for d ≥ 4 there is a point set X with N points and constructed from a
weak Latin hypercube with

Lper
2 (X) ≤

(

d

2 · 3d
)1/2

(1 + o(1))N
d−2
d−1 (17)

with o(1) −→ 0 as #X −→ ∞.
Combining this with Theorem 3.1 also shows that, for d ≥ 4 there is a weak Latin

hypercube H (in fact the same one that fulfils (17)) such that for the corresponding
point set X it holds

Lextr
2 (X) ≤

(

d

12d

)1/2

(1 + o(1))N
d−2
d−1 .
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Remark 4.4. A closer look at the proof of Lemma 4.1 shows that we even have
(16) for the following randomly generated weak Latin hypercube. Fix a weak Latin
hypercube H0 and choose d permutations σ1, . . . , σd uniformly at random. We then
get a random weak Latin hypercube by

H := {(σ1(m1), . . . , σd(md)) : m ∈ H0}.

This random process is much simpler to implement algorithmically and together with
(16) we see that for every weak Latin hypercube H0 there are permutations σ1, . . . , σd

such that the corresponding weak Latin hypercube H with point set X = X(H) fulfils

Lper
2 (X) ≤

(

d

2 · 3d
)1/2

(1 + o(1))N
d−2
d−1

for d ≥ 4. In this sense, every weak Latin hypercube can be modified via coordinate
permutations to get a weak Latin hypercube of asymptotically optimal order.

Theorem 3.7 together with Theorem 4.3 shows that for d ≥ 3 we have the cor-

rect asymptotic rate of N
d−2
d−1 for the optimal periodic L2-discrepancy of weak Latin

hypercubes and even the constant factors match for d ≥ 4.

Compared to the asymptotically optimal rate Lper
2 (X) & (logN)

d−1
2 for general

sets X ⊆ [0, 1)d,#X = N (see [19], based on a method in [39]) as discussed at (4),
we see that for d ≥ 3 weak Latin hypercubes are unable to reach a globally optimal
behaviour in the continuous setting. Permutation sets however seem to be a very good
candidate for (approximate) global minimizers of the periodic L2-discrepancy (see the
numerical results in [21]) and perhaps other notions of discrepancy.

5 Conclusion and outlook

Motivated by understanding the utility of permutations for disrepancy theory we
introduced permutation sets and observed that they obey the special relation given
in Theorem 1.2. This was then generalized to weak Latin hypercubes, a class of point
sets that we introduced for this purpose, to arbitrary dimensions for more general
notions of energies (Proposition 2.8) and then applied to the periodic and extreme
L2-discrepancy to obtain Theorem 3.1. Since this gives a lower bound for the peri-
odic L2-discrepancy we aimed for a better understanding of the generalized energy of
point sets on the discretized torus (Theorem 3.4) concluding in the desired bounds in
Theorem 3.7.

There are still some question left for further research. We give some of them here.

(i) It turned out that weak Latin hypercubes were the right setting for generalizing
Theorem 1.2 but yielded point sets far from optimality for L2-discrepancy. What is
the right generalization for finding (approximate) global minimizers of the periodic
L2-discrepancy in dimensions d ≥ 3? Perhaps Latin hypercubes, which gives sets of
the form

{

1

M
(σ1(m), . . . , σd(m)) : m = 0, 1, . . . ,M − 1

}
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for permutations σ1, . . . , σd of {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1} are better candidates for this task.
While we are not aware of any numerical results in this direction ([21] only treats
the 2-dimensionsl case), it is known that such sets can at least be asymptotically
optimal. For example shifted digital nets [25] and unshifted order 2 digital (t,m, d)-
nets over Z2 with regular generator matrices [20, 25] give asymptotically optimal
point sets of this form. As mentioned in [20], there are no know (rational) lattices
which achieve Roth’s bound for d ≥ 3 dimensions.

(ii) Is the result of Proposition 2.8 best possible in the following sense? Let w,w′ : G →
R be two weights on the discretized torus. We call w and w′ separable if there is an
energy triple T so that ǫT (w) 6= ǫT (w

′), else non-separable. Proposition 2.8 shows
that two weights both of equal constant row sum are non-separable. Are there other
cases of non-separable weights?

(iii) Which other statistical statements can be made about random (weak) Latin hyper-
cubes? For d = 2, it seems possible to get a concentration result via Chebyshev’s
inequality using

VarLper
2 (σ)2 =

(N − 3)(N − 2)2(N − 1)2(N + 1)2

16200N5
∼ N2

16200
,

where σ is a randomly chosen (uniformly) permutation of {0, 1, . . . , N−1}. We have
checked this formula via computer calculations for N ≤ 13 but we did not verify it
in detail. We have no suggestion for a similar formula for higher dimensional (weak)
Latin hypercubes.
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[30] Mathé, P.: Hilbert space analysis of Latin hypercube sampling. Proceedings of
the American Mathematical Society, Volume 129, Number 5, 1477-1492. (2000)

[31] McKay, B.D., Wanless, I.M.: A census of small Latin hypercubes.
SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics 22(2), 719-736 (2008).
https://doi.org/10.1137/070693874

[32] Morokoff, W.J., Caflisch, R.E.: Quasi-random sequences and their discrep-
ancies. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing 15(6), 1251-1279 (1994).
https://doi.org/10.1137/0915077

[33] Niederreiter, H.: Application of diophantine approximations to numerical inte-
gration. Diophantine approximation and its applications, Academic Press, New
York, 129-199 (1973)

[34] Niederreiter, H.: Random number generation and quasi-Monte Carlo
methods. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (1992).
https://doi.org/10.1137/1.9781611970081
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