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Abstract

In this paper, we revisit the numerical stability of four well-established explicit stochastic inte-
gration schemes through a new generic benchmark stochastic differential equation (SDE) designed
to assess asymptotic statistical accuracy and stability properties. This one-parameter benchmark
equation is derived from a general one-dimensional first-order SDE using spatio-temporal nondimen-
sionalization and is employed to evaluate the performance of (1) Euler–Maruyama (EM), (2) Milstein
(Mil), (3) Stochastic Heun (SH), and (4) a three-stage Runge–Kutta scheme (RK3). Our findings
reveal that lower-order schemes can outperform higher-order ones over a range of time step sizes,
depending on the benchmark parameters and application context. The theoretical results are vali-
dated through a series of numerical experiments, and we discuss their implications for more general
applications, including a nonlinear example of particle transport in porous media under various con-
ditions. Our results suggest that the insights obtained from the linear benchmark problem provide
reliable guidance for time-stepping strategies when simulating nonlinear SDEs.

Keywords: analysis of explicit numerical integrators for SDEs; asymptotic statistical stability;
spatio-temporal nondimensionalization

MSCcodes: 60H35, 65L20

1 Introduction
Stochastic differential equation (SDE) models are important for modelling a wide range of real–world
phenomena, and combine both deterministic and random effects into a model describing the evolution of
degrees of freedom in time. In many cases, SDE models are ergodic, entailing that the law of the process
converges to an equilibrium distribution independently of the initial condition. In practice, ergodicity
is a desirable property for real-world applications, with the equilibrium distribution representing a form
of thermalised steady-state for a system.

To simulate and predict the behaviour of SDE models, numerical integration algorithms are needed,
and a wide range of algorithms have therefore been developed to simulate SDE models. Even when SDE
models are ergodic, it has long been established that numerical discretisations of SDEs do not necessarily
faithfully reproduce the equilibrium distribution, exhibiting bias in the resulting statistics. For example,
when the drift and diffusion coefficients are only locally Lipschitz, explicit approximation methods like
Euler-Maruyama can fail to be ergodic, even if the underlying SDE is itself geometrically ergodic [11,14].
Conversely, when the coefficient vector fields of SDEs are globally Lipschitz, these methods are proven
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to strongly and weakly converge [8, 16]. However, due to the prefactors appearing in convergence order
estimates, it is not certain whether a higher-order scheme consistently outperforms a lower-order scheme
when the time step size is moderately large, i.e. in cases which lie outside the asymptotic regime.

In applications where SDEs are used as a means to generate samples of a particular distribution,
Monte Carlo algorithms often use an accept-reject or Metropolis step to counteract the bias inherent
in the numerical discretisation [1, 9]. On the other hand, when we are interested not only in sampling
the equilibrium distribution but also in the dynamics of the process, performing accept-reject steps on
entire trajectory segments may be costly, as they involve discarding expensive-to-compute trajectories
of high-dimensional systems of SDEs. An alternative to this approach is instead to ask how accurately
and stably numerical schemes are able to capture asymptotic statistical properties of the underlying
SDE model. If we are able to quantify the errors committed, and these are at an acceptable level
for the required application, we may as a result be able to save computational work. Furthermore,
stochasticity and stiffness appear in wide range of physical and chemical systems, and the time-step size
is often severely restricted to maintain numerical stability and accuracy when integrating stiff stochastic
differential equations with fast diffusion process [4–6].

Classically, the stability of SDE schemes has been measured through an approach known as mean-
square stability analysis. This uses homogeneous linear SDEs, i.e. geometric Brownian motion, as a
benchmark test, extending the concept of linear stability from deterministic ODEs [8,17]. In this work,
we revisit the underlying assumptions of this stability analysis, and propose a more generic benchmark
SDE problem for the study of statistical accuracy and stability properties, namely the one-dimensional
equation

dxt “ ´xtdt ` p1 ` ηxtqdWt,

where η is a real parameter which controls the relative strength of the multiplicative noise and the
stiffness of the deterministic drift. By non-dimensionalising the equation, we show that this benchmark
arises generically from a general first-order SDE in one dimension with affine coefficients. As mentioned,
this approach contrasts with earlier literature on similar questions [17, 18, 20]; which has tended to use
geometric Brownian motion as a benchmark, i.e.

dxt “ ´xtdt ` ηxtdWt.

The study of this latter problem benefits from a simple exact expression for solution trajectories in terms
of Brownian motion, but we will argue below that since it represents a less generic situation, it does
not necessarily reflect the performance of numerical integration schemes in a realistic nonlinear setting.
Despite their superficial similarity, as a stark illustration of the contrast between the two problems,
the equilibrium distribution for geometric Brownian motion is always concentrated at x “ 0 when it
exists, while our proposed benchmark includes a wide range of algebraic tail behaviour for the resulting
equilibrium distribution.

After deriving the benchmark problem, we use it to analyse the performance of some well–established
explicit integration schemes. Our focus on explicit schemes is motivated by the need for integrators which
avoid costly implicit steps in high dimensional problems. While there is no simple exact formula for
solutions of our test problem, we will see that it is nevertheless simple enough to allow for the explicit
computation of both the equilibrium distribution and the evolution of the low-order moments of the
law as the process evolves. We choose the latter as metrics for assessing the accuracy of the schemes,
reflecting the sorts of statistics which are often of interest to practitioners.

Along with a discussion of the late-time statistical accuracy of the numerical methods considered,
we find the range of time-steps for which the methods are stable in the sense that they preserve the
boundedness of first and second moments as the number of time steps simulated tends to infinity. This is
a feature which we term statistical stability to distinguish it from other differing notions [8,13,17]. The
ranges of time step we find provide us with a meaningful way to compare the stability of methods as the
parameter η varies, allowing us to representing a range of relative strengths for the multiplicative noise
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and drift. In modeling contexts where long trajectories are important in order to enable the observation
of phenomena which would otherwise be out of reach, understanding a predicting the stability of methods
are important as a way to allow for increased time-step sizes, which trade accuracy for physical insight
which would otherwise not be available.

Finally, to verify the analytical results we obtain, we conclude by performing a range of numerical
experiments, and discuss the consequences of our results for a more general application to a nonlinear
example of particle transport in porous media.1

Outline. We now provide a brief guide to the remainder of the paper. In Section 2, we review the
numerical schemes we study, and give an overview of established results on their local accuracy properties.
In Section 3, we use a nondimensionalisation argument to derive our test problem from a general linear
SDE, discussing various exactly computable properties of the resulting equation. In Section 4, we
derive expressions for the evolution of discrete statistical moments under various numerical integrations,
comparing to the continuous counterparts for the benchmark problem, verifying the results numerically
and studying the corresponding stability regions. In Section 5, we demonstrate the utility of our results
in the context of a more realistic setting of particle diffusion in porous media, where the drift and
diffusion coefficients are both nonlinear.

2 Overview of numerical schemes
We consider the stochastic initial value problem for the scalar autonomous Itô stochastic differential
equation (SDE) given by

dxt “ fpxtqdt ` gpxtqdWt, t P r0, T s. (2.1)

We will assume throughout that the solution is subject to a deterministic initial condition, x0.
For the purposes of comparing the numerical schemes we study, we will discretise the simulation

time interval into subintervals of fixed length h “ T {N , and define a discrete time grid tn “ nh for
n “ 0, . . . , N . For the different schemes we discuss, xn will always be used to refer to the approximation
of the solution generated at time tn. For convenience in describing the numerical schemes below, we also
introduce the notation

fn :“ fpxnq, and f 1
n :“ f 1pxnq,

and use analogous expressions gn, g1
n and g2

n for the relevant functions evaluated at xn. We also introduce
sequences of independent identically distributed Gaussian random variables ∆Wn and ∆W̃n with mean
zero and variance h, i.e. ∆W̃n,∆Wn „ N p0, hq.

We select four classical explicit numerical schemes to study with a range of levels of accuracy. In
particular, we consider:

1. The Euler–Maruyama (EM) method [10], [8, §9.1]:

xn`1 “ xn ` fnh ` gn∆Wn. (EM)

2. The Milstein (Mil) method [8, §10.3]:

xn`1 “ xn ` fnh ` gn∆Wn ` 1
2g

1
ngn

`

∆W 2
n ´ h

˘

. (Mil)

3. The Stochastic Heun (SH) method [17]:

xn`1 “ xn ` 1
2 rF1 ` F2sh ` 1

2 rG1 ` G2s∆Wn, (SH)

where setting F pxq :“ fpxq ´ 1
2g

1pxqgpxq, the coefficients in the relation above are defined to be

F1 “ F pxnq, G1 “ gpxnq,

F2 “ F pxn ` F1h ` G1∆Wnq, G2 “ gpxn ` F1h ` G1∆Wnq.
1All codes can be found at https://github.com/XingjieHelenLi/NumSDE_Revisit.
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Method Strong order Weak order
Euler-Maruyama (EM) 0.5 1

Milstein (Mil) 1 1
Stochastic Heun (SH) 1 2

3-stage Runge-Kutta (RK3) 3 3

Table 1: A summary of the strong and weak convergence orders of the methods studied. The first two
rows correspond to results proved in [8], while the latter two rows correspond to results proved in [16].

4. The improved 3-stage Runge-Kutta (RK3) method [16,17]:

xn`1 “xn ` 1
4 pF1 ` 3F3qh ` 1

4 rG1 ` 3G3s∆Wn

` 1
2

?
3

´

f 1
ngn ´ g1

nfn ´ 1
2g

2

ng
2
n

¯

h∆W̃n, (RK3)

where we again denote F pxq :“ fpxq ´ 1
2g

1pxqgpxq, and the coefficients are

F1 “ F pxnq, G1 “ gpxnq,

F2 “ F pxn ` 1
3F1h ` 1

3G1∆Wnq, G2 “ gpxn ` 1
3F1h ` 1

3G1∆Wnq,

F3 “ F pxn ` 2
3F2h ` 2

3G2∆Wnq, G3 “ gpxn ` 2
3F2h ` 2

3G2∆Wnq.

Established results on the strong and weak orders of these schemes are summarised in Table 1, and the
accuracy in terms of time-stepping h are summarised in Table 2. As we can see, these schemes range
significantly across the convergence order that they exhibit.

3 Derivation of benchmark problem
To analytically compare the methods (EM), (Mil), (SH) and (RK3), we focus on a test problem where
f and g are time-independent and affine in the spatial variable, i.e.

fpxq “ ´α ´ βx and gpxq “ γ ` δx.

In other words, we consider the SDE

dxt “ ´pα ` βxtqdt ` pγ ` δxtqdWt, (3.1)

which is the most general form of autonomous SDE in one variable with coefficients which are affine in
xt, driven by a single Brownian motion. This problem can be seen as the linearised form of the general
nonlinear autonomous SDE (2.1) about some fixed spatial point.

In this section, we perform what amounts to a nondimensionalisation of this equation, which allows us
to reduce the equation to a single parameter family in the most general case. We also discuss properties
of the resulting reduced equation.

3.1 Reduction of cases

We proceed by rescaling and shifting time and space coordinates from px, tq to pξ, τq. To do so, we define
ξτ :“ Axt ` B, and we introduce the time rescaling t “ Tτ . Here A, B and T are real parameters to
be chosen, and T ą 0 is positive, so that the direction of time is preserved. Substituting appropriately,
and using the properties of Brownian motion, we obtain the following equation in the new coordinates

dξτ “ ´
`

TA´1pα ` βBq ` βTξτ
˘

dτ ` T 1{2A´1
`

γ ` δB ` δAξτ
˘

dWτ .

If β ‰ 0, then we can set B “ ´α{β and T “ 1{|β| and obtain

dξτ “ ´
β

|β|
ξτdτ `

ˆ

βγ ´ αδ

Aβ|β|1{2
`

δ

|β|1{2
ξτ

˙

dWτ .
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Next, as long as βγ ´ αδ ‰ 0, we can set A “
βγ´αδ
β|β|1{2 and η :“ δ

|β|1{2 to obtain

dξτ “ ˘ξτdτ ` p1 ` ηξt
˘

dWτ , (3.2)

where the sign of the term in front of the drift term is opposite to that of β. Equation (3.2) provides
the most generic dimensionless form of (3.1) in this sense, but there are other possible cases:

• If β ‰ 0 but βγ ´ αδ “ 0, then we can rescale to obtain geometric Brownian motion

dξτ “ ˘ξτdτ ` ηξτdWτ , (3.3)

where again η “ δ
|β|1{2 .

• If β “ 0 but δ ‰ 0, then we can set B “ ´γ{δ, T “ |δ|´1{2 and A “ ´α|δ|1{2 to obtain

dξτ “ dτ ˘ ξτdWτ . (3.4)

• Finally, we could have β “ 0 and δ “ 0, resulting in an equation which is simply a translation of
a Brownian motion.

In the existing literature on the numerical analysis of SDEs with multiplicative noise, geometric Brownian
motion (3.3) has been used as a common test equation for numerical methods. A likely reason for the
use of geometric Brownian motion is the availability of an analytical solution; the derivation above shows
however that both this case and the case where (3.4) is the resulting equation form sets of zero measure
in the four-dimensional space of parameters α, β, γ and δ. As such, we choose to focus on consideration
of (3.2) for η P R throughout the remainder of this work.

3.2 Equilibrium distribution

There are a range of established approaches which can be used to demonstrate that the SDE is ergodic
with respect to an equilibrium distribution. One such approach is provided [11], which in turn relies
upon the methodology introduced by [3,12].

The Fokker–Planck equation which governs the probability density function p of solutions to the
model problem (3.2) is the PDE

Btp “ Bx

´

xp ` Bx
`

1
2p1 ` ηxq2p

˘

¯

.

In particular, this would require the verification of a minorisation condition for the transition kernel of
the process, and the construction of a Lyapunov function. In the case of this equation V pxq “

?
1 ` x2

acts as a Lyapunov function, and the fact that the minorisation condition can be holds shown to a
consequence of Hörmander’s theorem [7], but a detailed verification of the conditions required to prove
ergodicity is not within the scope of the present work.

Instead, we focus here on formally computing the equilibrium distribution, which is a steady state
of the Fokker–Planck equation. In the case we focus on, the Fokker–Planck equation is

Btp “ Bx

´

xp ` Bx
`

1
2p1 ` ηxq2p

˘

¯

. (3.5)

If the SDE is ergodic, then there is an integrable steady state of this equation, p8, such that no matter
what distribution the process has at initial time, p Ñ p8 as t Ñ `8. To identify the equilibrium
distribution, we consider the equation

0 “ Bx

´

xp8 ` Bx
`

1
2p1 ` ηxq2p8

˘

¯

“ Bx

´

`

η ` pη2 ` 1qx
˘

p8 ` 1
2p1 ` ηxq2Bxp8

¯

.
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We note that the coefficient of the highest order terms in this equation vanish when x “ ´ 1
η , and this

reflects the compact support of the solution p8 when η ‰ 0. Integrating once and rearranging, we have

A

p1 ` ηxq2
“

2η ` 2pη2 ` 1qx

p1 ` ηxq2
p8 ` Bxp8,

where A is some constant. Multiplying through by the integrating factor

Ipxq :“ exp

ˆ
ż x 2η ` 2pη2 ` 1qu

p1 ` ηuq2
du

˙

“ exp

ˆ

2

η2
1

1 ` ηx

˙

´

1 ` ηx
¯2` 2

η2 ,

we have that

A exp

ˆ

2

η2
1

1 ` ηx

˙

´

1 ` ηx
¯

1
η2

“ Bx pIpxqp8pxqq .

We note that the term on the right hand side is not integrable in a neigbourhood of x “ ´ 1
η , so we must

have that A “ 0. Integrating again it follows that

p8pxq “
B

Ipxq
“ B exp

ˆ

´
2

η2
1

1 ` ηx

˙

´

1 ` ηx
¯´2´ 2

η2 ,

for some coefficient B, and to normalise appropriately, we can integrate. For now, assuming that η ą 0
and making the change of variable y “ 2

η2
1

1`ηx , we can express the integral using the Gamma function
as

ż 8

´ 1
η

exp

ˆ

´
2

η2
1

1 ` ηx

˙

´

1 ` ηx
¯´2´ 2

η2 dx “ 2
´ 2

η2 η
´1` 4

η2 Γp 2
η2

q.

The density of the properly normalised form of the equilibrium distribution is therefore

p8pxq “

$

’

&

’

%

2
2
η2 η

1´ 4
η2

Γp 2
η2

q
exp

´

´ 2
η2

1
1`ηx

¯ ´

1 ` ηx
¯´2´ 2

η2 x ą ´ 1
η

0 x ď ´ 1
η .

(3.6)

If η ă 0, then we obtain the same form of the equilibrium distribution, but x and η are replaced by ´x
and ´η in the definition above. In the special case where η “ 0, the SDE (3.2) has an additive noise
term, and the distribution becomes a standard Gaussian with zero mean and variance 1

2 .

Remark 3.1 Due to the algebraic decay of the tail of this distribution as x Ñ `8, we note that the kth
moment of the equilibrium distribution is only well-defined when xkp8pxq is integrable, which requires

k ´ 2 ´
2

η2
ă ´1, i.e. |η| ă

c

2

k ´ 1
.

We can also explicitly calculate that the first and second moments of the equilibrium distribution are

µ
p1q
8 “

ż 8

´8

xp8 dx “ 0 and µ
p2q
8 “

ż 8

´8

x2p8 dx “
1

2 ´ η2
; (3.7)

the latter moment is only finite for |η| ă
?
2. We note that, when the second moment is finite, we can

infer the value of η up to its sign, and hence identify the equation governing the dynamics within the
class of reduced equations (3.2).

6



3.3 Evolution of moments

In addition to finding the equilibrium distribution, we are also able to use the Fokker–Planck equation
(3.5) to find closed form expressions for the evolution of the moments of the distribution of independent
solutions to (3.2) over time. In particular, consider the evolution of the first and second moments of the
position distribution, defining

µp1qptq :“

ż 8

´8

xp dx and µp2qptq :“

ż 8

´8

x2p dx.

We can now use the Fokker–Planck equation (3.5) to derive equations for these moments. For example,
we have

dµp1q

dt
“

ż 8

´8

xBtpdx “

ż 8

´8

xBx

´

xp ` Bx
`

1
2p1 ` ηxq2p

˘

¯

dx.

Formally integrating by parts, we find that the first moment satisfies the ODE

dµp1q

dt
“ ´

ż 8

´8

xp dx ´

ż 8

´8

Bx
`

1
2p1 ` ηxq2p

˘

dx “ ´µp1q,

and a similar argument allows us to show that the second moment satisfies

dµp2q

dt
“ ´p2 ´ η2qµp2q ` 2ηµp1q ` 1.

If the initial condition is deterministic, so that ppx, 0q “ δx0pxq, the corresponding initial conditions for
these moment equations are µp1qp0q “ x0 and µp2qp0q “ x20. Solving the first equation, we find that

µp1qptq “ x0e
´t.

As expected, µp1qptq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8, and the first moment tends to the first moment of the equilibrium
distribution, as expected from the discussion of ergodicity given above.

For the second moment, we can substitute the expression for the first moment and solve, yielding
the solutions

µp2qptq “

#

x20e
´p2´η2qt ` 1

2´η2
p1 ´ e´p2´η2qtq `

2ηx0

1´η2
pe´t ´ e´p2´η2qtq, η ‰ ˘1,

x20e
´t ` 1 ´ e´t ˘ 2x0te

´t η “ ˘1.

We observe that the long-time limit of µp2q exists only in the case when η2 ă 2, which corresponds to the
case where the second moment of the equilibrium distribution is finite, and in this case µp2qptq Ñ 1

2´η2

as t Ñ 8, which is exactly the value given in (3.7).

Remark 3.2 Even in the case where µp2q blows up as t Ñ 8, we observe that we can still determine
the value of η (up to sign) by observing the exponential growth rate:

lim
tÑ8

logµp2qptq

t
“ η2 ´ 2.

This demonstrates that first and second moment information are sufficient to recover the η parameter
which fixes the particular reduced problem (3.2).

4 Statistical stability properties of numerical schemes
We now turn our focus to the asymptotic stability properties of the numerical schemes we consider. To
study the asymptotic properties of the numerical schemes considered across a range of time-step sizes
h, we define the jth moment at step n to be

µpjq
n :“ Erpxnqjs.

We will focus on the cases where j “ 1 and j “ 2, since as we have argued above, these are the moments
which together characterise the reduced SDE (3.2). By considering each of the schemes in turn, we will
show that we can derive recurrence relations for these moments.
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4.1 Asymptotic moment stability

We define the following notion of asymptotic accuracy and stability.

Definition 4.1 For a given time step h, a numerical discretisation scheme of an SDE is said to be
asymptotically stable for the jth moment if

lim sup
nÑ8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
µpjq
n ´ ErpXtnqjs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ă `8.

A numerical discretisation if said to be asymptotically Ophnq accurate for the jth moment if for all h
sufficiently small,

lim sup
nÑ8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
µpjq
n ´ ErpXtnqjs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
“ Ophnq.

Clearly, the latter notion of asymptotic accuracy for the jth moment necessarily requires that there
exist some possible values of the time step h for which the scheme is also asymptotically stable for the
same moment.

4.2 Euler-Maruyama (EM)

Taking expectations and using the scheme definition (EM) in this case, we find that

µ
p1q

n`1 “ Erxn`1s “ E
”

p1 ´ hqxn ` p1 ´ ηxnqh1{2∆Wn

ı

“ p1 ´ hqµp1q
n ,

where we have used the fact that xn and ∆Wn are independent, and hence we can solve to obtain
µ

p1q
n “ p1 ´ hqnx0. For the expectation to vanish in the long-time limit, we therefore require that

|1 ´ h| ă 1, i.e. 0 ă h ă 2.

As we should expect, this the classical stability region for the explicit Euler method. When the scheme
is asymptotically first moment stable, we have that µ

p1q
n Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8, so there is no asymptotic bias

in the scheme.
Following a similar approach for the second moment using independence and the properties of a

standard normal random variable to deduce that the cross terms vanish, we have

µ
p2q

n`1 “ Erpxn`1q2s “ Erp1 ´ hq2x2ns ` Erp1 ´ ηxnq2p∆Wnq2s

“ p1 ´ hq2µp2q
n ` hp1 ´ 2ηµp1q

n ` η2µp2q
n q

“
`

p1 ´ hq2 ` hη2
˘

µp2q
n ` 2hηµp1q

n ` h.

Employing the standard linear stability analysis for discrete dynamical systems, the fixed point is stable
when

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B

Bµ
p2q
n

”

`

p1 ´ hq2 ` hη2
˘

µp2q
n ` 2hηµp1q

n ` h
ı

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“
ˇ

ˇp1 ´ hq2 ` hη2
ˇ

ˇ ă 1;

this reduces to the requirement that
0 ă h ă 2 ´ η2. (4.1)

Note that this is (as expected) strictly more restrictive that the requirement that 0 ă h ă 2 when
only considering the asymptotic stability of the first moment.

If the scheme is asymptotically first and second moment stable under the conditions obtained above,
then µ

p2q
n Ñ µ

p2q
8 which solves

µ
p2q
8 “

`

p1 ´ hq2 ` hη2
˘

µ
p2q
8 ` h and hence µ

p2q
8 “

1

2 ´ η2 ´ h
“ ErX2

tns ` Ophq.

The asymptotic second moment is therefore asymptotically first-order accurate for the second moment.
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4.3 Milstein (Mil)

For the Milstein scheme applied to test equation (3.2), the relevant coefficients are

fn “ ´xn, gn “ 1 ` ηxn and 1
2 rg1gsn “ 1

2ηp1 ` ηxnq,

so
xn`1 “ p1 ´ hqxn ` p1 ` ηxnq∆Wn ` 1

2ηp1 ` ηxnqp∆W 2
n ´ hq.

Taking expectations, the latter terms on the right-hand side vanish, and as with the Euler-Maruyama
scheme, we have

µ
p1q

n`1 “ p1 ´ hqµp1q
n .

The same step-size restriction therefore applies for asymptotic stability of the first moment, i.e. we
require 0 ă h ă 2. Similarly, when asymptotically first moment stable, there is no error in the scheme;
the limit point is µ

p1q
8 “ 0.

To analyse the second moment, we find that after squaring, the expectations of the cross terms again
vanish, and we obtain

µ
p2q

n`1 “ p1 ´ hq2Erx2ns ` Erp1 ` ηxnq2sEr∆W 2
ns ` 1

4η
2Erp1 ` ηxnq2sErp∆W 2

n ´ hq2s

“ p1 ´ hq2µp2q
n ` h

`

1 ` 2ηµp1q
n ` η2µp2q

n

˘

` 1
2h

2η2
`

1 ` 2ηµp1q
n ` η2µp2q

n

˘

.

Once more, assuming that µ
p1q
n Ñ 0, the system has a stable fixed point under the condition that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B

Bµ
p2q
n

´

p1 ´ hq2µp2q
n ` h

`

1 ` 2ηµp1q
n ` η2µp2q

n

˘

` 1
2h

2η2
`

1 ` 2ηµp1q
n ` η2µp2q

n

˘

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“
ˇ

ˇp1 ´ hq2 ` hη2 ` 1
2h

2η4
ˇ

ˇ “
ˇ

ˇ1 ´ p2 ´ η2qh ` p1 ` 1
2η

4qh2
ˇ

ˇ ă 1.

For h ą 0, this condition can be further reduced to

0 ă h ă
2 ´ η2

1 ` 1
2η

4
. (4.2)

Note that the latter condition for the stability of the second moment is more restrictive than for EM;
compare (4.1). When the scheme is asymptotically second moment stable, the fixed point µ

p2q
8 must

solve
µ

p2q
8 “

`

p1 ´ hq2 ` hη2 ` 1
2h

2η4
˘

µ
p2q
8 ` h ` 1

2h
2η2,

which has solution

µ
p2q
8 “

1 ` 1
2hη

2

2 ´ η2 ´ hp1 ` 1
2η

4q
“

1

2 ´ η2
` Ophq,

and hence the scheme is asymptotically first-order accurate for the second moment.

4.4 Stochastic Heun (SH)

To analyse the SH method, we note that the auxiliary function F :“ f ´ 1
2g

1g is

F pxq “ ´x ´ 1
2ηp1 ` ηxq.

Working through the algebra, and taking expectations, we find that

µ
p1q

n`1 “
`

1 ´ h ` 1
8h

2p2 ` η2q2
˘

µp1q
n ` 1

8ηh
2p2 ` η2q.

9



In this case, the criterion for first moment stability is

ˇ

ˇ1 ´ h ` 1
8h

2p2 ` η2q2
ˇ

ˇ ă 1, or 0 ă h ă
8

p2 ` η2q2
.

When stable, the limiting fixed point µ
p1q
8 is

µ
p1q
8 “

1
8ηhp2 ` η2q

1 ´ 1
8hp2 ` η2q2

“ Ophq.

As such, the SH scheme is asymptotically biased, i.e. it has a first-order accurate asymptotic first
moment.

For the second moment, working through the algebra, we obtain the recurrence relation:

µ
p2q

n`1 “

´

h ´ 1
2h

2p2 ` η2q ` 1
4h

3p1 ` η2q2 ` 1
64h

3η2p2 ` η2q2
¯

`

´

2hη ´ 1
4h

2ηp10 ` 3η2q ` 1
4h

3ηp2 ` 5η2 ` 2η4q ` 1
32h

4ηp2 ` η2q3
¯

µp1q
n

`

´

1 ´ hp2 ´ η2q ´ 1
4h

2
`

p2 ` η2q2 ´ 12
˘

` 1
4h

3pη6 ` 3η4 ´ 4q ` 1
64h

4p2 ` η2q4
¯

µp2q
n .

This recurrence relation is stable if the first moment converges, and if in addition
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
1 ´ hp2 ´ η2q ´ 1

4h
2
`

p2 ` η2q2 ´ 12
˘

` 1
4h

3pη6 ` 3η4 ´ 4q ` 1
64h

4p2 ` η2q4
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ă 1.

In this case, the stability region does not have simple closed form expression, and indeed we find that
the SH method is in fact stable beyond the region in which the SDE has an asymptotically stable second
moment; see Section 4.7 below for further discussion.

Using the asymptotic first moment obtained above and solving to find the fixed point, we obtain
that the second moment is first-order accurate, i.e. that

µ
p2q
8 “

1

2 ´ η2
` Ophq.

4.5 3-stage Runge-Kutta

Here, after working through the algebra and taking expectations, we find that

µ
p1q

n`1 “ ´ 1
24h

2ηp2 ` 3η2q ´ 1
48h

3ηp2 ` η2q2 `

´

1 ´ h ` 1
8h

2p4 ´ η4q ´ 1
48h

3p2 ` η2q3
¯

µp1q
n

The first moment is asymptotically stable whenever
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
1 ´ h ` 1

8h
2p4 ´ η4q ´ 1

48h
3p2 ` η2q3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ă 1,

and the fixed point is

µ
p1q
8 “ ´

hηp4 ` 6η2 ` hp2 ` η2q2q

48 ´ 6hp4 ´ η4q ` h2p2 ` η2q3
“ Ophq.

We therefore see that, like the Heun method, the Runge-Kutta scheme is asymptotically biased, but is
asymptotically first-order accurate.
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Method 1st moment 2nd moment
Euler-Maruyama (EM) Exact Ophq

Milstein (Mil) Exact Ophq

Stochastic Heun (SH) Ophq Ophq

3-stage Runge-Kutta (RK3) Ophq Ophq

Table 2: A summary of the accuracy of the asymptotic moments of the methods studied [8].

For the second moment, we have

µ
p2q

n`1 “

´

h ´ 1
2h

2p2 ´ η2q ` 1
12h

3p8 ´ η4q ´ 1
192h

4p32 ` 20η2 ´ 44η4 ´ 27η6q

` 1
288h

5p2 ` η2q2p2 ` 7η2 ` 6η4q ` 1
2304h

6η2p2 ` η2q4
¯

`

´

2hη ´ 1
12h

2ηp38 ´ 9η2q ` 1
24h

3ηp56 ` 2η2 ´ 5η4q

´ 1
96h

4ηp72 ` 44η2 ´ 50η4 ´ 27η6q

` 1
72h

5ηp2 ` η2q3p1 ` 3η2q ` 1
1152h

6ηp2 ` η2q5
¯

µp1q
n

`

´

1 ´ hp2 ´ η2q ` 1
4h

2p8 ´ 8η2 ` η4q ´ 1
24h

3p32 ´ 36η2 ` 3η6q

` 1
192h

4p2 ` η2q2p28 ´ 52η2 ` 27η4q ´ 1
96h

5p2 ` η2q4p1 ´ 2η2q

` 1
2304h

6p2 ` η2q6
¯

µp2q
n .

The stability criterion in this case is
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
1 ´ hp2 ´ η2q ` 1

4h
2p8 ´ 8η2 ` η4q ´ 1

24h
3p32 ´ 36η2 ` 3η6q

` 1
192h

4p2 ` η2q2p28 ´ 52η2 ` 27η4q ´ 1
96h

5p2 ` η2q4p1 ´ 2η2q ` 1
2304h

6p2 ` η2q6
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ă 1.

Again, there is no simple closed form for the solution in this case.
Under the assumption that the first moment is stable, it can be checked that the fixed point for this

recurrence relation is
µ

p2q
8 “

1

2 ´ η2
` Ophq;

the full expression is omitted due to its length, but we see that this method is asymptotically first-order
accurate for the second moment.

4.6 Summary of results

The statistical accuracy results we have obtained above are summarised in Table 2. We see that despite
their higher-order accuracy on trajectories over a fixed time period, the SH and RK3 methods are less
accurate in recovering asymptotic moment properties, since they exhibit asymptotic bias.

Meanwhile, from [8,15,16], we know the strong and weak order of accuracy of various schemes, which
we recall were summarised in Table 1. Note that due to the pre-factor C included in the convergence
estimates, a higher order scheme does not guarantee a better approximation regarding the accuracy of
asymptotic moments in the long-time simulation.

4.7 Numerical verification

To verify our analytical results, we performed a range a of numerical tests. In Figure 1, we compare the
analytic first moments to the discrete first moments up to T “ 20. The plots confirm our calculations
that the EM and Mil schemes are asymptotically first moment stable and accurate, as their trajectories
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are sufficiently close to the analytic values uniformly as T increases, even when the step size is large
at h “ 0.1. for various η. We also see confirmation that the RK3 and SH schemes are asymptotically
biased, with the discrete moments diverging from the analytic moments at a certain time step depending
on η and h. We chose to run this test for differing values of η “ 0.1, 1.4, to highlight how the choice of
η can affect asymptotic stability. RK3 and SH are more biased for larger η. When η “ 1.4, we see that
the asymptotically biased schemes, RK3 and SH, diverge from the true first moment at an earlier time
step.

Figure 1: Comparing 1st Moment evolutions up to time T “ 20 among the analytic and numerical
schemes. The first row depicts when η “ 0.1 (Eta) for stepsizes h “ 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, and the second
row depicts when η “ 1.4 with the same range of stepsizes. The moment calculations on the y-axis
are plotted on a logarithmic scale. We see that the EM and Milstein schemes are asympototically first
moment stable and accurate, whereas RK3 and SH are biased.

Similarly, in Figure 2, we compare the analytic and discrete second moments up to T “ 20. Here,
with a sufficiently small step size, all schemes show convergence to the true second moment. When h
is too large, we see divergence, which is in line with the calculations in this section. Further, when
η “ 1.4, the schemes are all more sensitive to the step size, only converging when h “ 0.001. Also, we
see that Milstein is the most asymptotically biased regarding the discrete second moment, and SH is
more accurate than RK3 for larger η “ 1.4.

We also conducted a numerical verification of the analytic stability results presented in Section 4,
with the results being summarized in Figure 3. For the stability of computing the 1st moment, EM and
Mil are the same, and both of them are better than SH; whereas RK3 is more stable than EM and Mil
for η ď 0.5245, and less stable if η ą 0.5245. For the 2nd moment, EM is always more stable than Mil;
and RK3 is always more stable than SH. When η is very small or very large, that is η ď 0.5 or η ě 1.145,
RK3 is more stable than EM, however, for 0.5 ă η ă 1.145, EM is better.

12



Figure 2: Comparing 2nd Moment evolutions up to time T “ 20 between analytic and numerical schemes.
The first row depicts when η “ 0.1 (Eta) for stepsizes h “ 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, and the second row depicts
when η “ 1.4 with the same range of stepsizes. These plots show that all schemes are asympotically
stable in the second moment, with Milstein being the most biased.

Figure 3: Subfigs 1–4: 2nd moment stability regions (pink filled) and 1st moment stability regions (lines
below) for EM, Milstein, SH and RK3 schemes. Subfig 5: comparison of 2nd moment stability regions
among all schemes. Regarding the 1st moment: EM and Milstein are more stable. Regarding the 2nd
moment: RK3 is more stable when η ď 0.5 or η ą 1.145; and EM is more stable when 0.5 ă η ă 1.145.
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5 Numerical comparison in a nonlinear case
As an illustration of the utility of the benchmark above, we provide a numerical example in this section
which is based on a model of particle transport and diffusion in a porous medium.

In a porous medium experiencing steady flow of an incompressible fluid where the velocity in a
domain is upxq, conservation of mass entails that

∇ ¨ u “ 0.

Under the assumption that the flow can be modeled by the Darcy relation, we assume that there exists
a scalar permeability (or hydraulic conductivity) field kpxq such that u is locally proportional to the
pressure gradient, i.e.

u “ ´
k

µ
∇p,

where p is the fluid pressure field and µ is the kinematic viscosity of the fluid. Substituting this relation
into the equation above, and including the possibility of mass removal by adding a sink term Q to the
right-hand side, we find that the pressure must satisfy

∇ ¨ pk∇pq “ Q.

To close the problem to find p (and hence u), fixed Dirichlet boundary conditions specifying the pressure
or Neumann conditions prescribing the flux and thereby the velocity at the boundary can be applied.

To model the transport non-interacting particles which are passive in the flow, it is common to
assume that they are advected by the flow field and simultaneously experience molecular diffusion. As
such, the motion of such a particle can be represented by the SDE system

dXt “ upXtqdt ` σpXtqdWt, (5.1)

where u is the velocity field found above, and D “ 1
2σ

2 is a scalar molecular diffusion coefficient.
In practice, empirical laws are used to determine the diffusivity and permeability in a medium, often

interpolating between empirical measurements made at test boreholes in the field. Here in 1D, we choose
to use two particular relations to express diffusivity and permeability in terms of porosity φ, which is
the volume fraction of the porous medium which is void. To obtain a particular form, we make the
constitutive assumptions that molecular diffusivity in the porous medium follows Bruggeman’s relation
for a medium made up of spherical obstacles [19], and the permeability follows the Kozeny-Carman
equation [2], which results in the following

σ “

b

2D0φ3{2 and k “
φ3

S2p1 ´ φq2
, (5.2)

where D0 is the free diffusivity and S is an effective area parameter, we obtain that

∇ ¨

´

φ3

S2p1´φq2
∇p

¯

“ Q, u “ ´
φ3

S2p1´φq2
∇p and σ “

b

2D0φ3{2. (5.3)

Then, assuming we know φ, S and D0 along with the flow conditions at the boundary of an appropriate
domain, we can find the velocity field u and the diffusion coefficient throughout the domain, and use
these fields to simulate particle motion over time.

5.1 A one-dimensional test case

For concreteness, we consider flow in a thin channel aligned with the x-axis containing a porous medium
with variable porosity φpxq. For simplicity, we consider only the axial flow, and in this case the pressure
solves the ODE problem

d

dx

ˆ

φ3

µS2p1 ´ φq2

dp

dx

˙

“ Qpxq, 0 ă x ă L,

ppxq “ 0, x “ 0, L.

(5.4)
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Moreover, upxq “
´φ3

S2p1´φq2
dp
dx . If Q is a sink, then it is natural to expect that the pressure reaches a

minimum close to the point at which the minimum value of Qpxq is achieved. At such a minimum point,
dp
dx vanishes, so the velocity is zero and so particles will tend to flow to this location and accumulate
there.

Choosing parameters φ, S, D0 and the sink term Qpxq such that u and σ can be approximated by
linear functions of x at the point of minimal pressure x˚, we have:

upxq “ ´
φ3

S2p1´φq2

dp

dx
« ´α ´ βx,

and σpxq “

b

2D0φ3{2 « γ ` δx.

(5.5)

We are now in precisely the setting where we can follow the parameter rescaling process discussed in
Subsection 3.1. This leads to an estimate of the dimensionless parameter η in terms of the proposed
benchmark problem:

η «
δ

?
β
.

5.2 Numerical simulations

To perform numerical testing in this case, the 1D porous medium equation (5.5) is solved for ppxq using
a finite difference method with uniform mesh with L “ 200. We then use the relation (5.2) and evaluate
finite differences to get approximate velocity values u and diffusion coefficient values σ on the grid points.
To achieve a smooth representation for the implementation of the SDE solvers, we use the cubic spline
to interpolate upxq and σpxq which can be evaluated at any point in the domain r0, Ls.

To achieve a range of test cases, we choose parameters pφ, S,D0q such that η « 0.2878 ă 0.5 and
η « 0.5970 ą 0.5, which we refer to as Case 1 and Case 2 respectively: see the first and second columns
in Figure 4 about the linear approximation of upxq and σpxq. We then simulate the mean path of
nonlinear SDE (5.1) for the random particle system. If the particles exit the domain r0, Ls, then we will
discard these trajectories. Overall, the mean path of each scheme is averaged over about 895 independent
random realizations.

In our two test cases, we simulate the one-dimensional nonlinear SDE (5.1) using the schemes analysed
with fine time step size δt “ 0.01 and the coarse time step size ∆t “ 2. In these scenarios, all four schemes
are still stable regarding the first moment simulation (i.e., mean path), and the numerical results and
comparison are summarized in Figure 4. In Case 1 (see the top row of Figure 4) where the effective
η « 0.2878 ă 0.5, we notice that the RK3 scheme produces least error with coarse time stepping.
However, in Case 2, shown in the bottom row, where the effective η « 0.5970 ą 0.5, both the SH and
EM achieve the best performances, but the error of the SH scheme begins to increase as T becomes
larger.

These observations of the nonlinear system agree with the stability analysis of the linear benchmark
problem discussed in Section 4, providing strong evidence that the stability analysis of this general linear
benchmark example is useful for more complex dynamics.

6 Conclusions
Motivated by the need of practitioners to capture meaningful statistical averages of solutions to SDEs
at late times, we derived a family of one-dimensional benchmark problems to evaluate the stability of
numerical schemes for SDEs. We used this benchmark to present an analysis of the asymptotic stability
of four explicit numerical schemes used for simulating SDEs across a range of convergence orders. We
observed that lower-order schemes tend to preserve asymptotic statistical accuracy better than higher-
order schemes, a trend which persists in testing of a realistic nonlinear benchmark problem. Natural
next steps would be to expand our analysis to include a range of implicit schemes, and to derive similar
benchmarks for higher-order and higher-dimensional SDEs.
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Figure 4: Numerical comparison for stochastic simulation of 1D porous medium (5.1). The velocity and
diffusion coefficients and their linear approximations of (5.5) are plotted in the first and second columns.
Fine (red) and coarse (blue) mean path and their absolute discrepancies are plotted in the third and
forth columns. Top row is for η ă 0.5 and the bottom row is for η ą 0.5.
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