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Abstract. We consider the Lp integrability of weak mixed first-order derivatives of the in-
tegrand and study convergence rates of scrambled digital nets. We show that the generalized
Vitali variation with parameter α ∈ [ 1

2
, 1] from [Dick and Pillichshammer, 2010] is bounded

above by the Lp norm of the weak mixed first-order derivative, where p = 2
3−2α

. Conse-

quently, when the weak mixed first-order derivative belongs to Lp for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, the variance

of the scrambled digital nets estimator convergences at a rate of O(N
−4+ 2

p logs−1 N). Nu-
merical experiments further validate the theoretical results.

1. Introduction

In this short note, we analyze the variance of the scrambled digital net estimator. Specifi-
cally, we consider the Lp integrability of weak, mixed first-order derivatives, where 1 ≤ p ≤ 2,
and establish connections to the generalized Vitali variation proposed in [3].

Several previous works have studied the convergence rate of the scrambled Sobol’ sequence
and achieved the rate O(N−3 logs−1N) for estimator variance under different conditions: Yue
and Mao [14] propose a generalized Lipschitz continuity condition on the integrand, whereas
Owen [12] requires the mixed first-order derivative to be in L∞. Dick and Pillichshammer [3]
introduce a generalized Vitali variation to study the scrambled digital net estimator variance
and demonstrate that L2 integrability of the mixed first-order derivative is sufficient for
achieving the aforementioned convergence rate when the derivative is continuous. In addition,
Liu [6] studies integrands satisfying boundary growth conditions characterized by parameter
A∗ and proves convergence rates of O(N−2+2A∗

logs−1N) for −1/2 < A∗ < 1/2.

In this work, we establish an estimator variance convergence rate of O(N
−4+ 2

p logs−1N)
for integrands whose weak derivative ∂1:sf ∈ Lp, where 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. In the rest of this short
note, we introduce necessary notations for the scrambled digital nets and provide convergence
analysis, as well as some discussions in Section 2. We present some numerical results in A to
support our theoretical results.

2. Scrambled digital nets and convergence rates

In this section, we introduce notations for scrambled digital nets and analyze the variance
of the estimator.

2.1. Digital nets. We begin with the definition of a (t,m, s)-net in base b. A (t,m, s)-net
in base b is a set of bm points in [0, 1)s such that every s-dimensional elementary interval

(1) Eℓ,k =

s∏
j=1

[
kj

bℓj
,
kj + 1

bℓj

)
,
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where ℓ = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓs) ∈ Ns
0, |ℓ| :=

∑s
j=1 ℓj = m−t and k = (k1, . . . , ks) ∈ Ns

0 with kj < bℓj for

j = 1, . . . , s, contains exactly bt points. Here, the smallest t satisfying the above description is
called the quality parameter, s is the dimension, and bm is the number of quadrature points.
Additional properties of (t,m, s)-nets can be found in [3].

To randomize digital nets, Owen proposes nested uniform scrambling [8] for the Sobol’
sequence, although it requires substantial storage and computational costs. Matoušek [7]
proposes a random linear scramble as a more computationally efficient approach that does
not alter the mean squared L2 discrepancy. A review of other randomization methods can be
found in [10]. In this short note, we focus on the Owen-scrambled digital nets.

2.2. Variance of the scrambled digital nets. We denote by IN := IN (f) the Owen-
scrambled (t,m, s)-net in base b integration estimator for a general integrand f defined on
[0, 1]s, where N = bm. Following the derivations in [9, 3], the variance of the estimator IN is
given by:

(2) Var[IN ] =
∑
ℓ∈Ns

0

Γℓσ
2
ℓ ,

where Γℓ is the gain coefficient, and σ2
ℓ represents the sum of squared Walsh coefficients over

specific indices.
Next, we introduce the notation for the alternating sum. Given an interval J =

∏s
j=1[aj , bj ],

we define the alternating sum ∆(f, J) by

(3) ∆(f, J) =
∑
u⊆1:s

(−1)|u|f(au : b−u),

where a = (a1, . . . , as) and b = (b1, . . . , bs). The expression au : b−u denotes the concatenation
of two vectors such that the j-th component, (au : b−u)j equals aj if j ∈ u and bj otherwise.

Using the alternating sum notation, we present the following definition.

Definition 1 (Generalized Vitali variation of order 2). In [3], the authors define the gener-
alized Vitali variation of order 2 as

(4) Vα(f) = sup
P

(∑
J∈P

µ(J)

∣∣∣∣∆(f, J)

µ(J)α

∣∣∣∣2
) 1

2

,

where 0 < α ≤ 1, the supremum is taken over all partitions P of [0, 1]s into axis-parallel
subintervals, µ(J) denotes the Lebesgue measure of J , and ∆(f, J) is defined in (3).

Following the derivations in [3], the variance Var[IN ] can be bounded in terms of the
generalized Vitali variation, as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 1 (Variance of the scrambled (t,m, s)-net in base b estimator). Following [3],
the variance of the scrambled digital nets estimator IN satisfies

(5) Var[IN ] ≤ Cα,b,s,tV
2
α (f)N

−1−2α logs−1N,

where the constant Cα,b,s,t < +∞ depends on α, b, s and t.

Let ∥·∥p denote the Lp norm on [0, 1]s. Our goal is to show

Vα(f) ≤ ∥∂1:sf∥p,
2



where ∂1:sf denotes the weak mixed first-order derivative of f , p = 2
3−2α for 1

2 ≤ α ≤ 1.

Consequently, the variance Var[IN ] can be connected to the Lp integrability of the weak
derivative. For a general reference on weak derivatives, see [4].

We present the following lemma connecting the alternating sum and the weak derivative.

Lemma 1 (Alternating sum and the weak derivative). For a continuous integrand f whose
weak derivative ∂1:sf exists on an axis-parallel interval J =

∏s
j=1[aj , bj ] with 0 ≤ aj < bj ≤ 1,

for j = 1, . . . , s, we have

(6) ∆(f, J) =

∫
J
∂1:sf(t)dt,

where ∂1:sf denotes the weak derivative.

Lemma 1 extends the results presented in [11], where the derivative is defined in the usual
sense on J . We present the proof below.

Proof. When f is continuous and weakly differentiable on J , Theorem 8.2 in [1] presents the
following result for the 1-d case:

(7) f(b)− f(a) =

∫ b

a
f ′(t)dt.

We now proceed by induction. Decompose J as J = [a1, b1] × J−1 with J−1 =
∏s

j=2[aj , bj ].

Denote by f(· | t1 = τ) the restriction of f(t) to f(τ, t2, . . . , ts) for τ ∈ [0, 1]. We have

∆(f, J) = ∆(f(· | t1 = b1), J−1)−∆(f(· | t1 = a1), J−1)

=

∫ b1

a1

∂

∂τ
∆(f(· | t1 = τ), J−1)dτ

=

∫ b1

a1

∂

∂τ

∫
J−1

∂f(· | t1 = τ)

∂t2:s
dt2:sdτ

=

∫
J
∂1:sf(t)dt,

(8)

where in the third line we apply the induction hypothesis in (s − 1) dimensions, and in the
fourth line we exchange the weak derivative and integration [2]. This concludes the proof. □

In the following, we show that Vα(f) is bounded by ∥∂1:sf∥p with p = 2
3−2α . First, we

apply Hölder’s inequality to obtain

(9) ∆(f, J) =

∫
J
∂1:sf(t)dt ≤ ∥∂1:sf · 1J∥p µ(J)

1− 1
p ,

where 1J denotes the indicator function over the set J , taking the value 1 inside J and 0
otherwise. Thus, for all partitions P of [0, 1]s into axis-parallel subintervals, we have∑

J∈P
µ(J)

∣∣∣∣∆(f, J)

µ(J)α

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ ∑
J∈P

µ(J)
3−2α− 2

p ∥∂1:sf · 1J∥2p.

Observe the decomposition of the p-th power of the Lp norm over the partition P:

∥∂1:sf∥pp =
∑
J∈P

∥∂1:sf · 1J∥pp.

3



When p ≤ 2, we have the following superadditivity condition:

(10)
(
∥∂1:sf∥pp

) 2
p =

(∑
J∈P

∥∂1:sf · 1J∥pp

) 2
p

≥
∑
J∈P

∥∂1:sf · 1J∥2p.

Finally, we obtain

(11) Vα(f) = sup
P

(∑
J∈P

µ(J)

∣∣∣∣∆(f, J)

µ(J)α

∣∣∣∣2
) 1

2

≤ sup
P

(∑
J∈P

∥∂1:sf · 1J∥2p

) 1
2

≤ ∥∂1:sf∥p.

Thus, we establish a connection between the generalized Vitali variation and the Lp integra-
bility of the mixed first-order derivatives. Moreover, the convergence rate of the estimator
can inferred from the Lp the integrability of the weak derivative ∂1:sf , for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. Since
we consider the weak derivative, the analysis accommodates a broader class of continuous
functions, such as the functions with kinks. Meanwhile, discontinuous functions are studied
in [5] and more recently in [6]. We conclude this short note by summarizing our contributions
in the following remark.

Remark 1 (On the convergence rate of the scrambled digital nets). Notice that while the
generalized Vitali variation of order 2 is upper bounded by the Lp norm of the derivative, the
looser upper bound derived in this work provides a more tractable approach for determining
the convergence rates. Specifically, our work extends prior studies in the following two aspects:

• The estimator variance convergence rate O(N−3 logs−1N) under weaker regularity: A
sufficient condition is the L2-integrability of the mixed first-order weak ∂1:sf , which
generalizes a sufficient condition derived in [3] that requires the continuous derivative
in the strong sense to be in L2.

• Generalized conditions for rates O(N−2−δ logs−1N)(0 < δ < 1): This work generalizes
the boundary growth conditions considered in [6], which model the behavior of the
derivative near the boundary, to the integrability conditions on the weak derivatives.

These extensions can be useful for practitioners to determine the convergence rates of the
scrambled digital nets for a broader class of integrands.

Appendix A. Numerical Examples

We present some numerical examples in the appendix. Specifically, we consider two in-
tegrands with kinks. All the numerical simulations use the Sobol’ sequence with Matoušek-
scrambling [7], as implemented in the scipy.qmc module [13].

Example 1. In Example 1, we consider an integrand of the form:

(12) f(t) =

s∏
j=1

∣∣∣∣tj − 1

2

∣∣∣∣α, α > 0,

where the exact integration value is 1
2αs(α+1)s . Notice that in this example, the integrand kinks

are axis-parallel. When 0 < α ≤ 1
2 , the weak derivative ∂1:sf is in L− 1

α−1
−ϵ for any arbitrarily

small ϵ > 0 and the convergence rate for the estimator variance is O(N−2−2α+ϵ logs−1N) for
any arbitrarily small ϵ > 0.

Figure 1 presents the squared errors (I − IN )2 of the scrambled digital net estimators for
a range of N for various dimensions s and parameter α. The empirical convergence rates for
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(a) s = 2, α = 1
2 . (b) s = 2, α = 1

3 . (c) s = 2, α = 1
5 .

(d) s = 3, α = 1
2 . (e) s = 3, α = 1

3 . (f) s = 3, α = 1
5 .

(g) s = 5, α = 1
2 . (h) s = 5, α = 1

3 . (i) s = 5, α = 1
5 .

Figure 1. Example 1: The boxplot characterization of squared error distri-
butions, (IN − I)2, for scrambled Sobol’ sequence estimators across various
dimensions s and parameters α. Each whisker in the boxplot extends from the
1st to 99th percentile of 8,192 independent realizations of the squared errors.

the cases s = 2 with α = 1
2 ,

1
3 ,

1
5 are close to the asymptotic rates O(N−2−2α+ϵ), where one

can almost neglect the effect from the logarithmic in the complexity. For the cases s = 3 and
s = 5, there are more nonasymptotic effects from the logarithmic term in the complexity.

Example 2. In Example 2, we consider an integrand of the form:

(13) f(t) = max

 s∑
j=1

tj − 1, 0

s+α

, α > −1.

In this example, the kinks are along the hyperplane
∑s

j=1 tj = 1. When −1 < α ≤ −1
2 , the

weak derivative ∂1:s is in L− 1
α
−ϵ for any arbitrarily small ϵ > 0 and the convergence rate for

the estimator variance is O(N−4−2α+ϵ logs−1N) for any arbitrarily small ϵ > 0.
5



Figure 2 presents the numerical results for Example 2, where the reference values are
computed with an ensemble average of 8,192 independent realizations of scrambled Sobol’
sequence estimator with quadratures size N = 225. For the cases s = 2 and s = 3, when
α = −0.5, empirical rates approach O(N−3+ϵ), aligning theoretical predictions. For the cases
α = −0.7 and α = −0.9, the convergence rates exceed our a priori estimate rates, which
suggests the upper bound derived in this work may not be tight. More detailed analysis for
this type of integrand is left for future work. For the case s = 5, the nonasymptotic effects
become more profound due to the increased integration dimension.

(a) s = 2, α = −0.5. (b) s = 2, α = −0.7. (c) s = 2, α = −0.9.

(d) s = 3, α = −0.5. (e) s = 3, α = −0.7. (f) s = 3, α = −0.9.

(g) s = 5, α = −0.5. (h) s = 5, α = −0.7. (i) s = 5, α = −0.9.

Figure 2. Example 2: The boxplot characterization of squared error distri-
butions, (IN − I)2, for scrambled Sobol’ sequence estimators across various
dimensions s and parameters α. The reference value I is approximated by
averaging 8,192 independent realizations of scrambled Sobol’ sequence estima-
tors with quadrature size N = 225. Each whisker in the boxplot extends from
the 1st to 99th percentile of 8,192 independent realizations.
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