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Abstract. We present a simple universal algorithm for high-
dimensional integration which has the optimal error rate (inde-
pendent of the dimension) in all weighted Korobov classes both
in the randomized and the deterministic setting. Our theoretical
findings are complemented by numerical tests.

Lattice rules are a powerful tool for estimating the integral of a high-
dimensional function f : [0, 1]d → C. We refer to the monograph [6].
Given a positive integer p (typically a prime) and a generating vector
z ∈ {1 : p− 1}d, where {1 : p− 1} denotes the set {1, 2, . . . , p− 1}, the
lattice rule Qz

p is defined by

Qz
p(f) :=

1

p

p−1∑
k=0

f

({
kz

p

})
.

Here, {·} denotes the (entry-wise) fractional part of a vector.

It is a very active research topic how to choose a good generating
vector z, see [3, 5, 9, 19, 23, 27] among many others or [6, Chapter 3]
for an overview. Usually, the choice of z highly depends on the precise
model assumptions for the integrand f . On the other hand, practical
applications usually do not come with precise model assumptions. In
this paper, we want to propagate a very simple method to deal with
this problem and propose a randomized quadrature rule which is both
easy to implement and universally near-optimal for a wide range of
function classes.

Namely, we choose p as a random prime between n/2 and n and z
randomly from the full set of generating vectors, repeat this for several
times, and take the median of the acquired estimates of the integral.
Precisely, we propose the following randomized algorithm. Here, Pn
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2 A SIMPLE UNIVERSAL ALGORITHM FOR INTEGRATION

denotes the set of primes between ⌈n/2⌉+1 and n, and h : N → [1,∞)
is an arbitrary function with h(n) → ∞ for n → ∞. We think of a
function that increases very slowly, for instance, we may take h(n) =
max(1, log n) or even h(n) = max(1, log log n).

Algorithm 1. Let n, d ∈ N and let N = 2⌈h(n) log2(n)⌉+ 1.

(1) For 1 ≤ k ≤ N , choose a random prime pk uniformly from Pn

and a random vector zk uniformly from {1 : pk − 1}d.
(2) For f : [0, 1]d → C, put

Mn(f) := M (pk,zk)k
n (f) := med

{
Qzk

pk
(f) : 1 ≤ k ≤ N

}
.

Here, the median of complex numbers is defined by taking the median
of their real and imaginary parts separately. The algorithm Mn uses
no more than c n log n · h(n) function values, where c is an absolute
constant.

Algorithm 1 combines several tricks, none of which are new:

• For univariate functions, already Bakhvalov observed in [1] that
choosing the number of points randomly between n/2 and n can
improve the expected error by a factor n−1/2. This was extended
to the multivariate setting for lattice rules with generating vec-
tors of the form z = (1, g, . . . , gd−1) for g ∈ {1 : p − 1} in
the same work [1]. With regard to tractable error bounds in
high dimensions, the idea of using “random p” has been revis-
ited in [16], and constructive algorithms have been proposed in
subsequent works [4, 11, 20].

• Although it can be difficult to find a good generating vector
explicitly, it is known that the set of good generating vectors is
relatively large, see [8, Theorem 2] and [16, Section 2.3]. Thus,
if we take the generating vector at random from the full set
of generating vectors, there is at least a decent chance that we
obtain a good quadrature result.

• Whenever we have a method that results in good quadrature
with a constant probability larger than 1/2, we can apply this
method several times and take the median in order to get good
quadrature with a very high probability. This is known as the
median trick and was exploited, for instance, in [2, 12, 13, 14,
17, 18, 25, 26].

The contribution of our work is the combination of all of these tricks
in order to obtain a simple universal algorithm with near-optimal error
bounds in a wide range of function classes. Our main result can be
stated as follows. Here, edetd,α,γ and erand,α,γ denote the worst-case error
on the Korobov class with smoothness α > 1/2 and product weights
γ ∈ Rd

+ on [0, 1]d, in the deterministic and the randomized setting,
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respectively. All these quantities will be defined in detail in Section 1.
Note that, although Algorithm 1 is a randomized algorithm, the es-

timate M
(pk,zk)k
n (f) is deterministic if (pk, zk)k=1,...,N are fixed. This

allows us to consider the worst-case error for each realization M
(pk,zk)k
n .

Theorem 1. Algorithm 1 has the following properties. For any α >
1/2 and γ ∈ (0, 1]N, and any ε > 0, there are positive constants n0 =
n0(α, ε, γ, d) and C = C(α, ε, γ, d) such that the following holds.

(1) For any n ≥ n0, we have

erand,α,γ(M
(pk,zk)k
n ) ≤ C n−α−1/2+ε.

(2) For any n ≥ 2, we have

edetd,α,γ(M
(pk,zk)k
n ) ≤ C n−α+ε,

with probability at least 1− n−h(n).

Here, both n0 and C are independent of the dimension d if γ ∈ ℓ1/α.

We refer to Theorem 9 and Theorem 10 for further details. There,
we obtain bounds on the respective errors not only for product weights
but also for general weights. A simple argument in Remark 5 shows
the dimension-independence of n0 and C.

Remark 2 (Non-periodic functions). The Korobov classes with smooth-
ness α > 1/2 contain only smooth functions that are one-periodic
in each variable. By applying the tent transformation ϕ : [0, 1] →
[0, 1], defined as ϕ(x) = 1 − |2x − 1|, to each node of the lattice
rules component-wise, the results of this paper can be extended to the
weighted half-period cosine spaces. These spaces contain smooth func-
tions that are not necessarily periodic [7]. We also refer to [4, Section 4]
as a relevant work. Hence, for non-periodic integrands f : [0, 1]d → C,
we propose the algorithm

M∗
n(f) := Mn(f ◦ Φ),

where Φ is applied component-wise. We do not present the theoretical
analysis for this algorithm, but it is not hard to see that the algorithm
is reasonable since f ◦ Φ is one-periodic and has the same integral as
f . It is also possible to replace the tent transformation with an infin-
itely smooth transformation in order to preserve higher smoothness of
the integrand, see, e.g., [22] and [28, Section 5], as well as the refer-
ences therein. One caution, however, is that such methods are likely
to become intractable in high dimensions, see [21].

Remark 3. The universality of quadrature algorithms (whether de-
terministic or randomized) with respect to different degrees of smooth-
ness has been explored through various approaches; see [10, 15, 24, 28]
among others. Randomized algorithms that are universal with respect
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to both smoothness and weights have been proposed in [12, 13], though
only under the worst-case error criterion. The results of this paper ex-
hibit a decisive difference in this regard.

1. Preliminaries

Let f have an absolutely convergent Fourier series:

f(x) =
∑
h∈Zd

f̂(h) exp(2πih · x),

where f̂(h) denotes the h-th Fourier coefficient and · is the usual dot
product. Let α > 1/2 be a real number and γ = (γu)u⊂N be a sequence
of positive real numbers with 0 < γu ≤ 1. The weighted Korobov class
with smoothness α and weights γ, denoted by Hd,α,γ, is defined as a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space with the reproducing kernel

Kd,α,γ(x, y) =
∑
h∈Zd

exp(2πih · (x− y))

(rd,α,γ(h))2
,

and the inner product

⟨f, g⟩d,α,γ =
∑
h∈Zd

(rd,α,γ(h))
2f̂(h)ĝ(h).

Here the function rd,α,γ : Zd → R+ is defined by

rd,α,γ(h) = γ−1
supp(h)

∏
j∈supp(h)

|hj|α,

with supp(h) := {j : hj ̸= 0}, where the empty product is set to 1.

The induced norm of this class is denoted by ∥f∥d,α,γ =
√
⟨f, f⟩d,α,γ.

It is well-known that when α is an integer, the Korobov class norm
involves the mixed partial derivatives of periodic functions f up to
order α in each variable, see [6, Section 2.4].

For the sum of the Fourier weights, we use the notation

Vd(α, γ) :=
∑

h∈Zd\{0}

1

rd,α,γ(h)
=

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

∑
h∈(Z\{0})u

γu
∏
j∈u

|hj|−α

=
∑

∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γu

( ∑
k∈Z\{0}

|k|−α
)|u|

=
∑

∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γu · (2ζ(α))|u|, (1)

where ζ denotes the Riemann zeta function.

Given p and z ∈ {1 : p− 1}d, the worst-case error of the lattice rule
Qz

p in the weighted Korobov class Hd,α,γ is defined by

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p) := sup

f∈Hd,α,γ

∥f∥d,α,γ≤1

∣∣Id(f)−Qz
p(f)

∣∣ ,
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where Id(f) denotes the true integral of f , i.e.,

Id(f) =

∫
[0,1]d

f(x) dx.

It follows from [6, Theorem 2.19] that(
edetd,α,γ(Q

z
p)
)2

=
∑

h∈Zd\{0}
h·z≡p0

1

(rd,α,γ(h))2
,

where h · z ≡p 0 means that h · z is congruent to zero modulo p.

Consider a randomized algorithm Mn that is defined as a random
variable (Mω

n )ω∈Ω. Here, (Ω,Σ,P) is a probability space and Mω
n :

Hd,α,γ → C is a deterministic algorithm (e.g., a quadrature rule) for
every ω ∈ Ω. Assuming that (Mω

n (f))ω∈Ω is measureable for each f ,
the randomized error of Mn in the weighted Korobov class Hd,α,γ is
then defined by

erand,α,γ(Mn) := sup
f∈Hd,α,γ

∥f∥d,α,γ≤1

Eω |Id(f)−Mω
n (f)| .

In particular, the randomized error of our Algorithm 1 is given by

erand,α,γ((M
(pk,zk)k
n ))

= sup
f∈Hd,α,γ

∥f∥d,α,γ≤1

1

|Pn|
∑
p1∈Pn

1

(p1 − 1)d

∑
z1∈{1:p1−1}d

· · ·

1

|Pn|
∑

pN∈Pn

1

(pN − 1)d

∑
zN∈{1:pN−1}d

∣∣Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k
n (f)

∣∣ .
The following lemma shows that there exists a set of good generating

vectors z ∈ {1 : p−1}d of relative size τ ∈ (0, 1) such that the worst-case
error is small. Although the result is essentially due to [8, Theorem 2],
we give a proof for completeness.

Lemma 4. Let p be a prime and τ ∈ (0, 1). For any α > 1/2 and
γ = (γu)u⊂N with 0 < γu ≤ 1 and any d ∈ N, there exists a subset
Zp,τ = Zp,τ (α, γ, d) of {1 : p− 1}d with |Zp,τ | ≥ ⌈τ(p− 1)d⌉ such that,
for any z ∈ Zp,τ ,

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p) ≤ inf

1/2≤λ<α

(
2

(1− τ)(p− 1)
Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

))λ

with Vd as defined in (1).
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Proof. From the subadditivity of the map x 7→ xc for any x ≥ 0 with
a constant c ∈ (0, 1], it holds for any λ ∈ [1/2, α) that[

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p)
]1/λ ≤

∑
h∈Zd\{0}
h·z≡p0

1

(rd,α,γ(h))1/λ

=
∑

∅̸=u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u

∑
hu∈(Z\{0})|u|

hu·zu≡p0

∏
j∈u

1

|hj|α/λ
,

where we denote zu = (zk)j∈u for a vector z. Then we have

1

(p− 1)d

∑
z∈{1:p−1}d

[
edetd,α,γ(Q

z
p)
]1/λ

≤
∑

∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u

∑
hu∈(Z\{0})|u|

(∏
j∈u

1

|hj|α/λ

)
1

(p− 1)d

∑
z∈{1:p−1}d

Ihu·zu≡p0,

where Ihu·zu≡p0 denotes the indicator function that returns 1 if hu ·zu ≡p

0 holds and 0 otherwise.

For the equally-weighted average of Ihu·zu≡p0 with respect to z ∈ {1 :
p− 1}d, we know that

1

(p− 1)d

∑
z∈{1:p−1}d

Ihu·zu≡p0 ≤

{
1 if p | hu,

1/(p− 1) if p ∤ hu,

where p | hu means that all components of hu are multiples of p and
p ∤ hu means that there exist at least one component of hu that is not
a multiple of p, see, e.g., [16, Lemma 4]. Plugging this inequality into
the bound above, we obtain

1

(p− 1)d

∑
z∈{1:p−1}d

[
edetd,α,γ(Q

z
p)
]1/λ

≤
∑

∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u

∑
hu∈(Z\{0})|u|

p|hu

(∏
j∈u

1

|hj|α/λ

)

+
1

p− 1

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u

∑
hu∈(Z\{0})|u|

p∤hu

(∏
j∈u

1

|hj|α/λ

)

≤
∑

∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u

∑
hu∈(Z\{0})|u|

(∏
j∈u

1

|phj|α/λ

)

+
1

p− 1

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u

∑
hu∈(Z\{0})|u|

(∏
j∈u

1

|hj|α/λ

)
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=
∑

∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ
1/λ
u

p|u|α/λ
(2ζ(α/λ))|u| +

1

p− 1

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

≤ 2

p− 1

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|.

As we now get a bound on the average of
[
edetd,α,γ(Q

z
p)
]1/λ

over z ∈
{1 : p − 1}d, Markov inequality states that, for any τ ∈ (0, 1), there
exists a set Zp,τ,λ ⊆ {1 : p− 1}d with |Zp,τ,λ| ≥ ⌈τ(p− 1)d⌉ such that[

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p)
]1/λ ≤ 2

(1− τ)(p− 1)

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

or equivalently

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p) ≤

 2

(1− τ)(p− 1)

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

λ

holds for any z ∈ Zp,τ,λ. The right hand side of the previous inequality
is a continuous function of λ ∈ [1/2, α) which tends to infinity for
λ → α. It therefore attains its minimum at some point λ∗ ∈ [1/2, α).
We put Zp,τ := Zp,τ,λ∗ . Then

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p) ≤ inf

1/2≤λ<α

 2

(1− τ)(p− 1)

∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

λ

holds for any z ∈ Zp,τ . This completes the proof. □

Remark 5. Consider the case of product weights, i.e., every γu for
a non-empty subset u ⊆ {1 : d} is given by γu =

∏
j∈u γj for γ =

(γ1, γ2, . . .) ∈ (0, 1]N. Using 1 + x ≤ ex for any x ∈ R, we have

Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
= −1 +

d∏
j=1

(
1 + 2γ

1/λ
j ζ(α/λ)

)

≤
d∏

j=1

exp
(
2γ

1/λ
j ζ(α/λ)

)
= exp

(
2ζ(α/λ)

d∑
j=1

γ
1/λ
j

)

≤ exp

2ζ(α/λ)

(
d∑

j=1

γ
1/α
j

)α/λ
 =: Md(α, γ, λ) (2)

Thus, if γ ∈ ℓ1/α, then Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
is bounded independently of the

dimension d for any λ ∈ [1/2, α).
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Another important ingredient in our analysis is the following phe-
nomenon of probability amplification, which is known as the median
trick. We refer to [17, Proposition 2.2] and the references therein.

Lemma 6. Let N be an odd natural number, X1, . . . , XN real random
variables, and I ⊂ R an interval. Assume that P(Xi ̸∈ I) ≤ τ for some
τ < 1/2. Then

P(med{X1, . . . , XN} ̸∈ I) ≤ 1

2
(4τ(1− τ))N/2.

2. Analysis of the randomized error

Our findings in the randomized setting are based on the following
result, which is due to [16, Theorem 9]. Note that [16, Theorem 9]
focuses on the case of product weights, and only states the result for
a set of generating vectors of relative size τ = 1/2, but it is easily
adapted to general weights and parameters τ ∈ (0, 1). We will need it
for τ > 1/2 in order to apply the median trick.

Proposition 7. For any α > 1/2, any γ = (γu)u⊂N with 0 < γu ≤ 1,
any τ ∈ (0, 1), and any prime p ∈ N, let Zp,τ ⊆ {1 : p − 1}d with
|Zp,τ | ≥ ⌈τ(p− 1)d⌉ be as given in Lemma 4. If p is chosen uniformly
from Pn and z is chosen uniformly from Zp,τ , then

E
∣∣Id(f)−Qz

p(f)
∣∣ ≤ Cλ,δ,τ · Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)λ · n−λ−1/2+δ · ∥f∥d,α,γ
for all f ∈ Hd,α,γ, any λ ∈ (1/2, α), any δ ∈ (0,min{λ − 1/2, 1}),
and all n ≥ 4Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
/(1− τ). Here, Cλ,δ,τ is a positive constant

depending only on λ, δ and τ , and Vd is as defined in (1).

Proof. The proof follows the lines of [16, Theorem 9]. We only need to
replace Zp with Zp,τ and Bn with

B′
n :=

(
(1− τ)n

4Vd (α/λ, γ1/λ)

)λ

.

Then, since

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p) ≥ max

h∈Zd\{0}
h·z≡p0

1

rd,α,γ(h)
,

any z ∈ Zp,τ satisfies

ρα,γ(p, z) := min
h∈Zd\{0}
h·z≡p0

rα,γ(h) ≥
1

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p)

≥
(
(1− τ)(p− 1)

2Vd (α/λ, γ1/λ)

)λ

≥ B′
n,

so that we can indeed argue as in [16]. Switching from product weights
to general weights does not make any difference in the proof, as long
as we assume that γu is bounded above by 1 for all u ⊆ {1 : d}, which
ensures rd,α,γ(h) ≥ 1 for all h ∈ Zd. □
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Proposition 7 already provides an algorithm with a near-optimal
randomized error on the Korobov class Hd,α,γ. Our problem is that
the algorithm depends on the parameters γ and α via the set Zp,τ and
hence the algorithm is not universal. We fix this issue by choosing the
generating vector uniformly from the full set {1 : p − 1}d. Since the
relative size of Zp,τ is at least τ , the resulting algorithm is still good
with a probability greater than 1/2, as stated in the following corollary.

Corollary 8. Let p be uniformly distributed on Pn and let z be uni-
formly distributed on {1 : p − 1}d. Then, for any α > 1/2, any
γ = (γu)u⊂N with 0 < γu ≤ 1, any f ∈ Hd,α,γ, any λ ∈ (1/2, α),
any δ ∈ (0,min{λ − 1/2, 1}), and all n ≥ 64Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
, it holds

with probability at least 7/8 that∣∣Id(f)−Qz
p(f)

∣∣ ≤ 16 C̃λ,δ · Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)λ · n−λ−1/2+δ · ∥f∥d,α,γ, (3)

where C̃λ,δ is a positive constant depending only on λ and δ, and Vd is
as defined in (1).

Proof. We use Proposition 7 with τ = 15/16. Thus, if p is uniformly
distributed on Pn and z is uniformly distributed on Zp,τ , we have

E
∣∣Id(f)−Qz

p(f)
∣∣ ≤ C̃λ,δ · Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)λ · n−λ−1/2+δ · ∥f∥d,α,γ =: E

with a positive constant C̃λ,δ := Cλ,δ,τ=15/16 depending only on λ and δ,
where Cλ,δ,τ is the one appearing in Proposition 7. Markov’s inequality
implies

P
(∣∣Id(f)−Qz

p(f)
∣∣ > 16E

)
≤ 1

16
.

Now let p be uniformly distributed on Pn and z uniformly distributed
on the full set {1 : p− 1}d. Then

P
(∣∣Id(f)−Qz

p(f)
∣∣ > 16E

)
≤ P(z ̸∈ Zp,τ ) + P

(
z ∈ Zp,τ and

∣∣Id(f)−Qz
p(f)

∣∣ > 16E
)

≤ 1

16
+

1

16
=

1

8
.

This completes the proof. □

The success probability 7/8 in Corollary 8 enables us to use the
median trick. Recall that Algorithm 1 takes the median of several
independent copies of the algorithm from Corollary 8. We get the
following more explicit and general (in terms of weights) version of
part (i) in Theorem 1.
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Theorem 9. For any α > 1/2, any γ = (γu)u⊂N with 0 < γu ≤ 1,
any f ∈ Hd,α,γ, any λ ∈ (1/2, α), any δ ∈ (0,min{λ− 1/2, 1}), and all
n ≥ 64Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
with h(n) ≥ λ+ 1/2, Algorithm 1 satisfies

E |Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k
n (f)| ≤ Cλ,δ · Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)λ · n−λ−1/2+δ · ∥f∥d,α,γ,
where Cλ,δ is a positive constant depending only on λ and δ, and Vd is
as defined in (1).

Proof. The random variable M
(pk,zk)k
n (f) is the median of N indepen-

dent copies of the random variable Qz
p(f) from Corollary 8. Let R

denote the right hand side of (3). Then we have

P
(∣∣ℜ(Id(f))−ℜ(Qz

p(f))
∣∣ > R

)
≤ 1

8
.

By Lemma 6, we get

P
(∣∣ℜ(Id(f))−ℜ(M (pk,zk)k

n (f))
∣∣ > R

)
≤ 1

2

(
4 · 1

8
· 7
8

)N/2

≤ 2−N/2−1.

An analogous estimate holds for the imaginary part. If a complex
number has an absolute value larger than

√
2R, then its real or its

imaginary part must be larger than R. This gives

P
(∣∣Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k

n (f)
∣∣ > √

2R
)

≤ 2−N/2.

By our choice of N = 2⌈h(n) log2 n⌉+ 1 and since h(n) ≥ λ+ 1/2, we
obtain that

P
(∣∣Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k

n (f)
∣∣ > √

2R
)

≤ n−h(n) ≤ n−λ−1/2.

Now, we use that for any integer p and for any generating vector
z ∈ {1 : p− 1}d, it holds that

|Id(f)−Qz
p(f)| =

∣∣∣∣ ∑
h∈Zd\{0}
h·z≡p0

f̂(h)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∑
h∈Zd\{0}
h·z≡p0

|f̂(h)|

≤
√ ∑

h∈Zd\{0}

|f̂(h)|2(rd,α,γ(h))2 ·

√√√√ ∑
h∈Zd\{0}

1

(rd,α,γ(h))2

=: ∥f∥d,α,γ · C ′
d,α,γ,

where the first equality follows from the character property of lattice
points, see [6, Proposition 1.12] and the first and second inequalities
follow from the triangle inequality and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,
respectively. Here, for the constant C ′

d,α,γ, since λ > 1/2, we have

C ′
d,α,γ =

√√√√ ∑
h∈Zd\{0}

1

(rd,α,γ(h))2
=

√ ∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ2
u(2ζ(2α))

|u|
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≤

 ∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(2α))|u|/(2λ)

λ

≤

 ∑
∅≠u⊆{1:d}

γ1/λ
u (2ζ(α/λ))|u|

λ

= Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)λ
.

Putting these things together, we obtain

E |Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k
n (f)|

≤ P
(∣∣Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k

n (f)
∣∣ > √

2R
)
· C ′

d,α,γ ∥f∥d,α,γ +
√
2R

≤ n−λ−1/2+δ · Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)λ · ∥f∥d,α,γ · (1 + 16
√
2 · C̃λ,δ

)
.

This completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1, part (i). Part (i) in Theorem 1 follows from The-
orem 9 by choosing λ = α − ε/2 and δ = ε/2. Note that, without
loss of generality, we may assume that ε is small enough such that the
required restrictions on λ and δ are fulfilled, i.e., ε < min{α− 1/2, 2}.
Since h is assumed to increase slowly, the bound proven in Theorem 9
applies for all n ≥ n0, where

n0 = max (min {n : h(n) ≥ α− ε/2 + 1/2} , 64Vd(α, γ, α− ε/2)) .

Moreover, in case of product weights for γ ∈ (0, 1]N, the expression
Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
is bounded above by Md(α, γ, λ) as shown in (2), and

Md(α, γ, λ) is further bounded independently of the dimension d if
γ ∈ ℓ1/α holds. □

3. Analysis of the deterministic error

The result in the deterministic setting is proven as in [12].

Theorem 10. For any α > 1/2, any γ = (γu)u⊂N with 0 < γu ≤ 1,
any n ≥ 2, and any τ ∈ (1/2, 1), Algorithm 1 satisfies

edetd,α,γ(M
(pk,zk)k
n ) ≤ inf

1/2≤λ<α

(
4
√
2

(1− τ)n
Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

))λ

with probability at least 1− 1
2
(4τ(1− τ))N/2 and Vd as defined in (1).

Proof. Let a1, . . . , aN be real numbers. We can check that

|med{a1, . . . , aN}| ≤ med{|a1|, . . . , |aN |}.
For complex numbers a1, . . . , aN , this implies

|med{a1, . . . , aN}| ≤
√
2 ·med{|a1|, . . . , |aN |}.
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Fix (p1, z1), . . . , (pN , zN). Then, it follows from the above inequality on

the median that the deterministic algorithm M
(pk,zk)k
n satisfies

edetd,α,γ(M
(pk,zk)k
n ) = sup

f∈Hd,α,γ

∥f∥d,α,γ≤1

∣∣Id(f)−M (pk,zk)k
n (f)

∣∣
= sup

f∈Hd,α,γ

∥f∥d,α,γ≤1

∣∣med
{
Id(f)−Qz1

p1
(f), . . . , Id(f)−QzN

pN
(f)
}∣∣

≤ sup
f∈Hd,α,γ

∥f∥d,α,γ≤1

√
2 ·med

{∣∣Id(f)−Qz1
p1
(f)
∣∣ , . . . , ∣∣Id(f)−QzN

pN
(f)
∣∣}

≤
√
2 ·med

{
edetd,α,γ(Q

zk
pk
) : 1 ≤ k ≤ N

}
,

compare the proof of [13, Proposition 3.2].

Let p be uniformly distributed on Pn and let z be uniformly dis-
tributed on {1 : p− 1}d. Lemma 4 proves that

edetd,α,γ(Q
z
p) ≤ inf

1/2≤λ<α

(
4

(1− τ)n
Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

))λ

holds with probability at least τ for any fixed τ ∈ (0, 1). Thus, if we
choose a random prime pk uniformly from Pn and a random vector zk
uniformly from {1 : pk − 1}d for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k, we have

P

(
edetd,α,γ(M

(pk,zk)k
n ) >

√
2 inf
1/2≤λ<α

(
4

(1− τ)n
Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

))λ
)

≤ P

(
med

{
edetd,α,γ(Q

zk
pk
)
}
> inf

1/2≤λ<α

(
4

(1− τ)n
Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

))λ
)

≤ 1

2
(4τ(1− τ))N/2,

for any τ ∈ (1/2, 1), where we used Lemma 6. □

Proof of Theorem 1, part (ii). Part (ii) in Theorem 1 follows from The-
orem 10 by choosing λ = α − ε and τ = 7/8. With this choice and
N = 2⌈h(n) log2 n⌉+ 1, we have

1

2
(4τ(1− τ))N/2 ≤ 2−N/2−1 ≤ n−h(n).

Again, in case of product weights for γ ∈ (0, 1]N, Vd

(
α/λ, γ1/λ

)
is

bounded above by Md(α, γ, λ) as shown in (2), and Md(α, γ, λ) is fur-
ther bounded independently of the dimension d if γ ∈ ℓ1/α. □
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4. Numerical examples

We conclude this paper with numerical experiments to validate our
theoretical results. We start with two test functions that have been
used in previous work:

f1(x) =
d∏

j=1

(
1 +

|4xj − 2| − 1

jc1

)
,

f2(x) =
d∏

j=1

(
1 +

(xj − 1/2)2 sin(2πxj − π)

jc2

)
.

The first test function was used in [2, 4] and the second in [11]. One

can check that, for d = 1, f̂1(h) = O(|h|−2) and f̂2(h) = O(|h|−3).
This implies that f1 ∈ Hd,3/2−ϵ,γ and f2 ∈ Hd,5/2−ϵ,γ, respectively, for
arbitrarily small ϵ > 0.

In what follows, we use Algorithm 1 to integrate f1 and f2 with
various values of c1 and c2. We estimate the expected error by the
sample average over 100 independent realizations:

Eω |Id(f)−Mω
n (f)| ≈

1

100

100∑
r=1

∣∣∣Id(f)−Mω(r)

n (f)
∣∣∣ , (4)

where we have Id(fi) = 1 for i ∈ {1, 2}. In all cases, we set h(n) =
max(1, log log n).

The results for dimension d = 20 are shown in Figure 1. The figures
display the error decay as functions of n for various values of the pa-
rameter ci. As a reference, the lines corresponding to n−1, n−1.5, and
n−2 are plotted for f1, while the lines corresponding to n−2, n−2.5, and
n−3 are plotted for f2.

From the theoretical results, an error decay of order n−2+ϵ is ex-
pected as the optimal rate for f1, while an error decay of order n−3+ϵ

is expected for f2. To ensure tractable error bounds with the desired
rates, we require the conditions c1 > 2 and c2 > 3. In fact, larger
values of c1 and c2 lead to a better rate of convergence, approaching
the theoretically optimal rate. Linear regression for the range n ≥ 102

gives empirical rates of order n−1.974 and n−2.683 for the largest values
of ci, respectively.

We like to recall the main benefit of our algorithm compared to
other methods, which is its universality. We did not need to choose
any parameters of the algorithm depending on the properties of the
test functions. To emphasize this point further, let us also test the
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Figure 1. Results for the test functions f1 and f2 with
d = 20.

following parameterized family of functions:

fa,c(x) =
d∏

j=1

(
1 +

ga(xj)−
∫ 1

0
ga(t) dt

jc

)
,

for a > 0 and c > a+ 1, where

ga(x) =
∣∣∣x− 1

2

∣∣∣a · exp( 1

(2x− 1)2 − 1

)
.

This function belongs to the Korobov space with smoothness arbitrarily
close to a + 1/2. Thus, we hope to observe a randomized error rate
close to a+ 1.

By choosing product weights γj = j−β with β ∈ (a + 1/2, c − 1/2)
and putting α = a+1/2−δ with δ ∈ (0, a), one can check that γ ∈ ℓ1/α
and that the norm of fa,c in Hd,α,γ is bounded above independently of
d, ensuring that Theorem 1 applies with constants independent of d.
Namely, for any ε > 0, there is a constant C > 0 such that

E |Mn(fa,c)− Id(fa,c)| ≤ C n−a−1+ε.

The constant C is independent of the dimension d and only depends
on the parameters a, c and ε.

In what follows, we test various values of a ∈ {0.1, 0.5, 1, 2.2, 3.4, 3.9}.
We fix the dimension d = 50 and the parameter c = 2a + 1. Note
that to compute the true integral of ga, we use the Matlab function
integral with the absolute error tolerance of 10−14. The expected
error is estimated by (4), in which Id(fa,c) = 1.

The results are shown in Figure 2, where each subfigure corresponds
to a different value of a. To estimate the empirical error rates, linear
regression is applied over the range n ≥ 10 up to the largest n where
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Figure 2. Results for the test function fa,c with d = 50
and c = 2a+1. Each subfigure corresponds to a different
value of a.

the error remains above 10−13. The estimated empirical rates are indi-
cated in each subfigure. As observed, for all the cases we considered,
our algorithm achieves the theoretically optimal (or even better) error
rates, automatically exploiting the smoothness of the integrands. This
observation supports our theoretical results.
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Figure 3. Results for the nonperiodic test function
with d = 10.

Lastly, we also consider a non-periodic test function:

f(x) =
d∏

j=1

(
1 +

θj

8

(
31− 84x2

j + 8x3
j + 70x4

j − 28x6
j + 8x7

j

−16 cos(1)− 16 sin(xj))
)
.

This function was considered also in [7]. We apply the tent transfor-
mation to Algorithm 1, as explained in Remark 2, and consider various
values of θ. Considering the half-period cosine expansions of f , the
cosine coefficients decay as O(h−2). This means that f belongs to the
half-period cosine space with smoothness arbitrarily close to 3/2. We
require |θ| < 1 in order to obtain tractable error bounds. In the nu-
merical experiments, we hope to see a rate close to 2.

The numerical results in dimension d = 10 are shown in Figure 3.
One can observe that varying θ significantly affects the magnitude of
the error. With θ = 0.9, the empirical rate is of order n−1.020, whereas
for θ = 0.1, the rate improves to n−1.906, which is very close to the
optimal rate.
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