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Abstract A new class of third order Runge-Kutta methods for stochalkfierential
equations with additive noise is introduced. In contrafRleten’s method, which to
the knowledge of the author has been up to now the only knoixeh tinder Runge-
Kutta scheme for weak approximation, the new class of methffdrds less random
variable evaluations and is also applicable to SDEs withidiaiensional noise. Or-
der conditions up to order three are calculated and coefficief a four stage third
order method are given. This method has deterministic di@lar and minimized
error constants, and needs in addition less function etiahsathan the method of
Platen. Applied to some examples, the new method is comparatrically with
Platen’s method and some well known second order methodgeldd very promis-
ing results.
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1 Introduction

In many applications, e. g., in epidemiology and financialrematics, taking stochas-
tic effects into account when modelling dynamical systefitsnoleads to stochastic
differential equations (SDEs). An important subclass ekthare SDEs with additive
noise in the form

X(0) =0+ [ oleX(9) st 3 g0 W), (L)

Kristian Debrabant

Technische Universitat Darmstadt, Fachbereich Mathi&gnathloRgartenstr.7, 64289 Darmstadt, Ger-
many

E-mail: debrabant@mathematik.tu-darmstadt.de

Present addresKatholieke Universiteit Leuven, Scientific Computing Rest Group, Celestijnenlaan
200A, 3001 Leuven (Heverlee), Belgium


http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.1078v3

2 Kristian Debrabant

Here,W(t) is an m-dimensional Wiener process defined on a probabpigs
(Q,A, Z), the Borel-measurable drifly : R — RY is assumed to be sufficiently
differentiable and to satisfy a Lipschitz and a linear gtoadandition, andj € RY, i =
1,...,m. Thenthe Existence and Uniqueness Theorein [10] appli@snibes of such
systems arising in experimental psychology, turbuleritidibn, radio-astronomy and
blood clotting dynamics can be found in[11].

In recent years, the development of numerical methods ®rattproximation
of SDEs has become a field of increasing interest, see[e. (gl and references
therein. Whereas strong approximation methods are dabigrabdtain good pathwise
solutions, see e. ¢.][3], weak approximation focuses onxpedatation of functionals
of the solution:

LetCL(RY, R) denote the space of glkc C' (RY, R) fulfilling a polynomial growth
condition [11]. Further, let" = {to,t1,...,tn} Withtg <t; < ... <ty =T be a
discretization of the time intervdl= [tp, T| with step sized, =t,;1 —t, for n=
0,1,...,N—1.

Definition 1 (weak convergence)A time discrete approximation™= (YN(t)),n

converges weakly with order p to X ashOattime te |"if for each fe c,%(p“’ (RY,R)
there exist a constantGand a finitedy > 0 such that

[E(F(Y"(1)) — E(F(X(t))] <CrhP

holds for each te]0, &|.

Many approximation schemes for SDEs fall into the class eftsstic Runge-
Kutta (SRK) methods. Second order SRK methods for the wepkoapnation of
SDEs were proposed by Kloeden and Platen [11], Komori [13ck&vicius and
Navikas[14], Tocino and Vigo-Aguiar [21], RoRler [18]18hd Debrabant and Roller
[71/8/S]. An explicit third order weak SRK method for autonons SDEs with addi-
tive scalar noise as well as its generalization to geneedasaoise have been given
in Kloeden and Platen [11]. However, the authors state tiiete’it remains an open
and challenging task to derive simpler derivative free o8l@ weak schemes, at least
for important classes of stochastic differential equatiofmhe present article solves
this problem in the case of additive noise and overcomeglaésrestriction to scalar
additive noise.

To do so, we consider the following classse$tage SRK methods,

s m
Yntr1=Yn+hp Zlaigo(tn"FCihn,Hi)"'\/h_nzlgh]lv (1.2a)
L pa

s m
Hi =Y+ hp Z aijgo(tn+ cjhn,Hj) + v/hn Z 01 (b1id +b2,iImu), (1.2b)
=1 =1

which defines al-dimensional approximation proce¥$§ with Y"(t,) = Y,. Here,
J, k=1,...,2m, are independent random variables which do not depend,on
and whose moments all exist. Further,= (ay,...,as)", A= (aj)i,j=1,..s C=
(c1,...,Cs) ", by = (by1,...,b1s) ", andby = (bp1,...,bos) " are the coefficients of
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the SRK method. In the following we choose- Al with 1 = (1,...,1)" € RS. Con-
sequently, from now on we can assume for the analysis of teihads that SDE
(1.1) is given in autonomous form, i. @g(t, X) = go(X). The analysis relies on the
theory of stochastic B-series, which is shortly reviewe@attiol 2 and applied in
Sectior B to derive order conditions for methbd[1.2) up teothree. Then, in Sec-
tion[4 a concrete explicit third order method is construdigdaninimizing the error
coefficients. Finally, in Sectidd 5 we give some numericaraples.

2 Stochastic B-series

Order conditions for method (1.2) can be calculated usimgctblored rooted tree
theories derived for the weak approximation of Itd respett Stratonovich SDEs by
SRK methods, compare [1.6./17]12]. Here, we will follow therengeneral approach
developed in[[5], which is based on the work[in L, 2, 17] anpli@able both for 1to-
and Stratonovich SDEs as well as strong and weak approximdtor more details
and proofs, seé [5].

First, we introduce the set of colored, rooted trees relatetie SDE [(T.11), as
well as the elementary differentials associated with edctihese trees. We adapt
these definitions to the special case of additive noise bieotgg all terms which
are related to derivatives gf, | = 1,...,m.

Definition 2 (trees) The set of i 1-colored, rooted trees
T3 — (O} UToU {e1,...,em}
related to additive noise is recursively defined as follows:

(a) The grapheg = [0]o with only one vertex of coldd belongs to §.

Lett = [11,T2,..., k|0 be the tree formed by joining the subtregsty,..., 7« each
by a single branch to a common root of coldr

(b) If 1, Tz,...,Tx € T2 thent = [11,T2,..., Tk]o € To.

Thus, Ty is the set of trees with a 0-colored roeg.will be called deterministic node,
¢ for | > 0 stochastic node of coldr

Definition 3 (elementary differentials) For a treet € T2 the elementary differen-
tial is a mapping K1) : RY — RY defined recursively by

(@) F(0)(%o) = Xo,

(b) F(e0)(X0) =do(Xo), F(e)(X0) =g forl =1,....m,
(c) f T =[11,T2,..., ko € To, then

F(1)(%) = 05 (%) (F (T1) (%0), F (T2) (%), -, F (T&)) (X0)) -

To simplify the presentation, we neglect in the following ihdexn of h, and write
only h. Further, we denote hy the set of families of Borel measurable mappings

Z={{o(N)}ns0: ¢(h): Q — Ris «/-%-measurableh > 0}.

Both the solution of[(1]1) and its approximation by method@)Xan formally be
written in terms of B-series.
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Definition 4 (B-series) Given a mapping : T249 — = satisfying
@0 =1 and @(1)(0) =0, Vrec T3 {0}.
A (stochastic) B-series is then a formal series of the form

Bloxoih)= % a(1)-o(t)(h)-F(1)(%),

TeTadd
wherea : T249 _; Q is given by
1 K
a@=1 a(e)=1 a(T=[n,....%)=——[] o),
F1irat---rg’ =
where i,r2,...,rq count equal trees among, 1z, .. ., T.

For multidimensionadp : T249 5 =S s N, we define

B(¢,%0; ) = [B(¢1,%0; h), ..., B¢, X0; h)] .

If Z(h) can be written as a B-series, théZ(h)) can be written as a similar series,
where the sum is taken over trees with a root of cdland subtrees i 24¢:

Lemma 1 If Z(h) = B(@,xo; h) is some B-series and & C”(Rd,Rd), then f(Z(h))
can be written as a formal series of the form

fZzh) =% B(u)-gpu)(h)-G(u)(x), (2.1)

add
ueUs

where

(a) U2ddjs a set of trees derived fron?19 as follows:[0]s € U299, and ifty, 1o, ..., T« €
T34 then[ty, 1p,..., T¢] ¢ € U,
(b) G([0]1)(x0) = f(x0) and Qu=[11,..., Tc] 1) (%) = F*) (%) (F (12) (X0), - - - ,F (T&) (%)),
(©) B([0]f) =1and B(u=[11,...,Tk]f) = erqu Mi=1a(tj), where g,r2,...,
rq count equal trees amorg, Tz, .. ., Tk,
(d) Wo([011) =Landyy(u=[11,..., T]1)(h) = M1 @(7}) ().

Remark 2.1To simplify the presentation, we assume throughout thislarthat all
derivatives off andgp exist. Otherwise, one had to consider truncated B-serits wi
a remainder term.

Theorem 2 The solution Xtp+ h) of (L) can be written as a B-series(8, xo; h)
with

$(0) =1, ¢ (e0)(h) =h, ¢(e)(h) =W(h), I=1,....,m,
h K

¢(1=[11,...,TJo)(h) = ¢(1j)(s) d

T=[11 T«lo /Oﬂ Tj)(s) ds

The following definition of the order of the trep(T), is motivated by the fact that
EW (h)? =hforl > 1.
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Definition 5 (order) The order of a treg € T24 s defined by

1
p(@)=0, p(e)=5,1=1....m
and
1 forl=0,
p(T_ Tla 7 Zp T| { forl >0

K
The order of a tree & U299 is given byp(u = [1y,...,]f) = ¥ p(T).
iZ1

In the following we define the product of vectors by compomgse multiplica-
tion.

Theorem 3 The numerical approximation s well as the stage values can be writ-
ten in terms of B-series

H=B(®4,Xo;h),  Y1=B(®,xo;h)

with
Oq(0)=1, Dy(e)(h) =vh(brd +boJny), 1=1,....m  (2.2a)
®u (T =[11,..., TkJo)(h) = hA[_y @ (1)) (h) (2.2b)

and
o0 =1, @(e)(h)=vh), =1, (2.3a)
®(1 = [11,..., TcJo) () = ha " []}_ 1<DH(TJ)( )- (2.3b)

3 Derivation of order conditions

With all the B-series in place, we can now present the ordeditions for the weak
convergence.

Let les(h;t,x) be the weak local error of the method starting at the p@ing
with respect to the functiondl and step sizé, i. e.

les (ht,x) = E(F(YM(t+h)) — f(X(t+h)[Y"(t) = X(t) =x).
From Theoremis|2 arid 3 and Lemida 1 we obtain

lef(hit,x)= 5 B(u (u)(h) — g (u)(h)] - G(u)(x) (3.1)
ueygdd
with .
Ye([0]1) =1, l.UrIJ(U:[Tlv---aTK]f)(h):I_II¢(TJ)(h) (3.2)
=
and

K

Vo([01) =1, Yo(u=[m,....,uls)(h) = rllq?(fj)(h)- (3.3)
=
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Thus, we have weak consistency of orgefand thus, due to the Milstein theorem
[15], also weak convergence) if and only if

EWae(u)(h) = Egy (u)(h) + 0(hPT1)  vue U with p(u) < p+ % (3.4)

Note that[[3.1) slightly weakens conditions given[inl[17].
By Theorem$P and 3 (3.2) arld (3.3) we can now evaluate ther gahditions
(3.4) and obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4 For a p-th order method choose the independent random vimsal
of the SRK methodl.2) such that their moments coincide with those dDN)
up to the(2p+ 1)-th moment for k=1,...,m and up to th{gp — 1)-th moment for
k=m+1,...,2m. If in addition the coefficients of the SRK rodtff.2) fulfill

1. a'1=1,

then the method is of weak ordeepl. If also the equations

2. a'A1=1, 3. a’(b+Db3) =3, 4.0y =1
are fulfilled, then the SRK method is of weak ordet B. Finally, if additionally
5. a0 A21=1, 6. a (A1)2=1, 7. aTAbZ+Db3) =1,
8. a (by(Aby) + by(Abp)) = g, 9. aTAb =},
10. o ((AT)(b7 +b3)) = 3, 11. o (Al)by) = 4,

12. aT(b+b3)?=13, 13 a'(b3+bib3) =3, 14. aTbf=1,
15. (aThp)2 =2

are fulfilled, then the SRK method is of weak ordet B.

Proof First, we note that B (u) = O for all treesu € U9 which have an odd num-
ber of stochastic nodes of one color, sele [6] or &l$o _[4, 16].tRose of these trees
which have an ordep(u) < p+ % by construction of the method and due to the as-
sumptions ordl, k= 1,...,2m, it holds also EJy(u) = 0. Thus, in the following we
only have to consider trees with an even number of each kistbahastic nodes, in
particular only trees of integer order. Consequently,afee only two kinds of trees
of order one to consider:

ONO ©
up = , jJ=1...,m, and U= 7.
@ ®

Theorem§&P and 3 (3.2) arld (B.3) yield
Po(u) =hF We(u1) =Wi(h)?, Wo(uz)=ha™1 and (u)=h.

Thus, by the assumptions dn Ege (u1)(h) = Ey (ur)(h) is fulfilled automatically,
whereas o (Up)(h) = Eyy (U2)(h) yields order condition 1.

If ue Upddwith u=[r1,...,T«]t can be split into two trees; = [7i,, ..., Ti,, ]+,
Up = [Tj, .-, Tsz]f with disjoint stochastic nodes, i. e. such tRatk, > 0, K1+ Ko =
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Table 3.1 Relevant second order trees and derivation of correspgratiter conditions

Yo (U) Wy (u)
u EWo(u) Es (U) ord. cond.
QQ PO . Wity |
3th éhz by assumption

h2aTAl s ds
h2a Al w

OmOmONO

ONO
PP’ (byd) + b2 )? Jo'Wi ()° ds 3
ha " (bf +b3) i
®
@
R2Jja T (budi +b2dmii) | Wi(h) JiW(s) ds
D © i hzaJTbl M+ j i 0“; i 4.
0,
K, {i1,...,iks, J1,---, Jo } = {1,...,K}, and the sets of colors of the stochastic nodes

of u; andu, are disjoint, then

B (u)(h) = Edio(ur) (h) Eio(Uz) (h) = E gy (ur) (h) Ey (u2) (h) = E g (U)(h),

provided that the order conditions of orders lower tpdn) are fulfilled. Thus, in the
following we only have to consider trees of second and thideowhich cannot be
decomposed into two trees with disjoint stochastic nodes.r€levant second order
trees together with the derivation of the correspondingootnditions are given in
Table3.1, the ones of order three in Taljles18.2al3.2c, wduntpletes the proof.

Possible discrete choices for the random varialllek = 1,...,2m, can be found in
Table[3.3.

4 A concrete explicit third order SRK method

Based on Theoreld 4, we now calculate the coefficients of aicéxpird order SRK
method. The coefficients will be arranged in an extendedtiartarray of the form

cl A blbz

UT
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Table 3.2a Relevant third order trees and derivation of correspondinigr conditions, part 1

Yo () Yo (W)
" () Eds (U) ord. cond.
ONONOROBOFO h3Jg W (h)® by assumption
150 152
0,
©
(o) heaTA21 f(l;f()SlSQdSz ds 5
5 heaTA21 i '
®
@ ©
hea T (A1)2 Jo$ ds
© ha (A1)2 e >
®
ONO
© heaTADL +badmi )2 | S8 S Wi(s2)? dsp sy 7
) héa TA(b2 + b2) s '
®

Whereas in the deterministic case we would only need theggestto construct an
explicit third order method, here we need four stages tdlftii# 15 order conditions
of Theoreni#t. Therefore, we consides 4 in (1.2), but require in addition that the
method fulfills also the deterministic order four condigoifhe remaining degrees
of freedom are then eliminated by minimizing the vedearof the order four coeffi-
cients of the local errof(3.1) in the Euclidean norm assigriivo dimensional noise
(m=2), i. e. by minimizing||lec||, where

lec= (B()- E [ (U) () = Yip (W) (N)]) gyt g

Using again the B-series analysis, a tedious calculatina @btains 52 non automat-
ically vanishing terms) and a subsequent attempt of nuralesjztimization yield the
scheme AN3D1 presented in Tablel4.1. AN3D1 needs two randwoiable and four
drift evaluations per step, and thus two random variabletaree drift evaluations
less than Platen’s third order method.
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Table 3.2b Relevant third order trees and derivation of corresponditaigr conditions, part 2

] Wo(u) W (U) ord,
Ee(u) Eyy(u) cond.
0,
R T (00 o (AL + o) Wi () 52V () A |
ha ' (by(Aby) + bo(Aby)) he '
(o) 6
®
0,
® 3" DL + bz ) W) 3 5 Wi() ds ds |
O © héa " Aby L '
0,
@Q O O
h3a T (A1) (b1dj +badmy)%) f(;] sW(s)? ds
10.
© hoar™ (A1) (52 +53)) X
®
@ O
3141 ) ) A h
ONO h=Jja El(?’éijE?/lAii)glt)JZJmJ)) WJ(h)fohg\M(S)ds 11.
3
0,
(O (O
OQ a7 ((bedj +b2dms )2 (brdk +02dmi)?) | ST Wi (5)2Wk(s)? ds
(o) haT(3b% +6b2b2 +3b8) j =k R j=k 12.
i h3a T (b2 + b3)? j#k T4k

5 Numerical example

In the following we compare for three simple test equatidresgerformance of the
SRK scheme AN3D1 (with N(0,1)-distributed random variableresented in the last
section with some well known schemes, namely the third aed#tond order SRK
schemes due to Platen [11], denoted here by PL3 and PL2 ctesghg DRI1 due to
Debrabant and RoRlerl[9], and the extrapolated Euler-yama scheme EXEM (cp.
[20)) also attaining order two, which is given by Q(Izh/z(t))z) —E( (Zh(t))z), based
on the Euler-Maruyama approximatiofi%2(t) andZ"(t) calculated with step sizes
h/2 andh. In each case, the functionslt) = E(f (X(t))) is approximated by a Monte
Carlo simulation. The sample averaggn(t) = & ¥, f (YN(t, ), wx € Q, of
M = 10° independent simulated realizations of the consideredoarpationY"(t)



10

Kristian Debrabant

Table 3.2c Relevant third order trees and derivation of correspondiaigr conditions, part 3

! Wo () Wy () ord.
Ee(u) Ey (u) cond.
Q O ©
hBa T (1) +badm: )2 (D1Jc+ b)) | Wh(h) J5W (5)2Wh(s) ds
© h3a (303 +30b3) j=k hj =k 13.
o hia ™ (b3 + byb3) £k % i#£k
ONO 3 T h due
23" (013 + D2 ) (bud -+ Badmi)) Wi (WWA(P) 5 (S)Wk(s) A 01
Q © © hza]gb%b%) j=k Toi=k equi.
0 ha by J7k 5 oi#k to 14.
0
he3a T (bud; +bpdms ) Wi (h)® g Wi (s) ds
o o o 0 3h3aTb1 % 4.
O,
O O N due
® © he(a T (brJ; +bodmt))? (Jo'W; (s) ds)? to 4.
h3((aTby)? + (a Thy)?) L equiv.
0 to 15.
Table 3.3 Some discrete random variables corresponding up tiatihmoment taN(0, 1)
i |[distribution
1Pk =0)=1
3|P(k=1)=P(k=-1)=3
5|P(k=v3)=P(J=-v3) =%, PXk=0)=3
7|P(k=V6)=P(k=-V6)=2. Pk=1)=Pk=-1)=3, PXk=0)=13
Table 4.1 Coefficients of AN3D1
0 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 bi lb
1/2 3/8 1/8 0 0 12
1 |—0.4526683126055039—0.4842227708685013 .9368910834740051 0
| 1/6 —0.005430430675258792 /3 0‘172097097341925}5
with

by = (—0.01844540496323970.8017012756521238.5092227024816198.9758794209767762

by = (—0.1866426386543421-0.8575745885712401-0.4723392695015510.3060354860326548
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2 or
[}
S
gL
—oll-<-EXEM
PL2
| + PL3
3| - pRI1

——AN3D1

0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3
Iogm( function and random number evaluations )

Fig. 5.1 Computational effort per simulation path versus precisarSDE [5.1)

is calculated in order to estimate the expectation and thdstermine the systematic
error of the considered schemes. In the following, we debpi@ = upm n(T) —u(T)
the mean error at tim€ and by&ﬁ the empirical variance of the mean error. Further,
we calculate the confidence interval with boundagesdb to the level of 90% for
the estimated errgk (see [11] for details).

First, we compute the second moment of the solution of thealiiSDE

t
X(t):l—l()+g/()X(s)ds+l—1()W(t), tel =02, (5.1)

which can be calculated analytically as

2 /397 23 133
E(X3(t)) = 5 <2—00§e3/2t+ﬁe3t). (5.2)

The solution value EX?(T)) is now approximated with step size§ 2,274 at time
T = 2. The results for the applied schemes are presented in EahleOf course,
these results have to be related to the computational efféhie schemes which we
take in the following as sum of the number of evaluations e&f dhift functiona
as well as the number of random variables that have to be afetilThen we can
oppose the computational efforts to the errors of the aedlygrhemes. The results
are presented in Figure b.1. Although being of differeneorthe two Platen schemes
yield comparable results. This is due to the much higher egatpnal costs of PL3.
Both methods are better than the extrapolated Euler methugherform worse than
DRI1, which has optimized coefficienis [9] and behaves tloeemearly like an order
three method. Our new method AN3D1 performs best.

As next example we consider the nonlinear SDE

1 /3 1
X(t):1—0+/0 (§e2X<5>+1) ds+ 2 W(t), tel=[02.  (5.3)
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Table 5.1 Mean errors, empirical variances and confidence interealSDE [5.1)

h i} G2 a b
21 | -1.900E+02| 7.882E-07| -1.900E+02]| -1.900E+02
EXEM 20 | -1.499E+02| 7.032E-06| -1.499E+02 | -1.499E+02
271 | -9.357E+01| 3.666E-05| -9.357E+01| -9.357E+01
272 | -4.435E+01| 8.881E-05| -4.435E+01| -4.434E+01
273 | -1.649E+01| 1.988E-04| -1.650E+01| -1.649E+01
24 | -5.170E+00| 2.770E-04| -5.174E+00| -5.166E+00
2T | -1.840E+02| 6.783E-07| -1.840E+02| -1.840E+02
PL2 20 | -1.294E+02| 6.348E-06| -1.294E+02 | -1.294E+02
21| -6.412E+01| 2.790E-05| -6.412E+01| -6.412E+01
272 | -2.312E+01| 4.995E-05| -2.312E+01| -2.312E+01
273 | -6.880E+00| 5.861E-05| -6.882E+00| -6.878E+00
24 | -1.863E+00| 8.264E-05| -1.865E+00| -1.861E+00
21 | -8.377E+01]| 2.936E-03]| -8.378E+01| -8.375E+01
PL3 20 | -2.705E+01| 1.614E-03| -2.706E+01| -2.704E+01
271 | -8.941E+00| 2.345E-04| -8.944E+00| -8.937E+00
272 | -1.951E+00| 6.624E-05| -1.953E+00| -1.949E+00
23 | -3.111E-01 | 6.180E-05| -3.130E-01 | -3.093E-01
24 | -4.307E-02 | 4.718E-05| -4.470E-02 | -4.144E-02
2T | -1.316E+02| 3.486E-06| -1.316E+02| -1.316E+02
DRIL 20 | -5.438E+01| 2.049E-05| -5.438E+01| -5.437E+01
21 | -1.308E+01| 4.872E-05| -1.308E+01| -1.308E+01
272 | .2.254E+00| 6.097E-05| -2.256E+00| -2.252E+00
273 | -3.314E-01 | 6.225E-05| -3.333E-01 | -3.295E-01
24 | -4.343E-02 | 8.405E-05| -4.560E-02 | -4.126E-02
21 | -7.638E+01| 1.286E-05| -7.638E+01| -7.638E+01
AN3D1 20 | -1.654E+01| 4.729E-05| -1.654E+01| -1.654E+01
271 | -1.946E+00| 6.804E-05| -1.948E+00| -1.944E+00
272 | -1.651E-01 | 4.993E-05| -1.668E-01 | -1.635E-01
23 | -1.073E-02 | 5.940E-05| -1.255E-02 | -8.900E-03
24 | -1.030E-04 | 4.754E-05| -1.738E-03| 1.532E-03

Then Ee¥*®) can be calculated as

150 150
X(t) VY — [ al/5 101/50t
E(e*V)) <e + 101) € 101" (5.4)

The solution value (7)) is approximated with step size$,2..,2* at timeT =
2. The results for the applied schemes are presented in[Babknd Figur€ 512 and
reflect a similar behaviour to the one from the linear exangx{eept that PL3 suffers
now from stability problems.

As last example we consider the following linear system oESvith two di-
mensional noise

X(t) = G) +/0t (% °%> X(s) ds+ (O%O 12) (&8) tel =002,
(5.5)

=8|

[N

where EXZ(t)) can be calculated as

37+31148& /4 _118%t
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Table 5.2 Mean errors, empirical variances and confidence interealSDE [5.3)

h i} G2 a b
21 | -7.925E+03| 2.818E-01 | -7.925E+03| -7.925E+03
EXEM 20 | -4.127E+02| 2.748E-03 | -4.127E+02| -4.127E+02
271 | -4.777E+01| 8.555E-04 | -4.777E+01| -4.776E+01
272 | -7.296E+00| 6.418E-04 | -7.302E+00| -7.290E+00
273 | -1.369E+00| 5.752E-04 | -1.375E+00| -1.363E+00
24 | -2.992E-01| 5.557E-04 | -3.048E-01| -2.936E-01
21 | 6.573E+02 | 2.146E-03| 6.573E+02 | 6.573E+02
PL2 20 | 1.010E+02 | 1.921E-04 | 1.010E+02 | 1.011E+02
271 | 1.678E+01 | 1.192E-04 | 1.678E+01| 1.678E+01
272 | 2.676E+00 | 1.064E-04 | 2.674E+00 | 2.679E+00
23 | 4.665E-01 | 1.064E-04| 4.641E-01 | 4.690E-01
24 | 9.702E-02 | 1.034E-04 | 9.461E-02 | 9.943E-02
21 | 8.202E+10 | 1.589E+23| -1.249E+10| 1.765E+11
PL3 20 Inf NaN NaN NaN
21 NaN NaN NaN NaN
272 | 3.810E-01 | 6.677E-05| 3.791E-01 | 3.829E-01
23 | -9.317E-02 | 8.318E-05| -9.533E-02 | -9.101E-02
24 | -1.930E-02 | 9.220E-05| -2.158E-02 | -1.703E-02
21 | 1.360E+03 | 9.350E-02 | 1.360E+03 | 1.360E+03
DRIL 20 | 3.948E+01 | 6.535E-05| 3.947E+01 | 3.948E+01
2-1 | 1.525E+00 | 8.976E-05| 1.522E+00 | 1.527E+00
272 | -1.412E-01 | 1.012E-04| -1.436E-01| -1.388E-01
273 | -3.861E-02 | 1.054E-04 | -4.105E-02 | -3.618E-02
24 | -3.432E-03 | 1.032E-04 | -5.841E-03| -1.022E-03
21 | 3.649E+01 | 8.416E-05| 3.648E+01 | 3.649E+01
ANSDI 20 | 1.871E+00 | 8.809E-05| 1.869E+00 | 1.873E+00
2-1 | -4.186E-01| 7.102E-05| -4.206E-01| -4.166E-01
22 | -6.042E-02 | 6.130E-05| -6.228E-02 | -5.857E-02
23 | -5.103E-03 | 8.299E-05| -7.263E-03 | -2.943E-03
24 | 3.022E-06 | 9.237E-05| -2.276E-03| 2.282E-03
12 T T T T -
101 1
8, 4
6, 4
§ 4r <4 g
o ~
g 2 ]
O 4
-<-EXEM
_off e -PL2 * 1
* PL3
-4f - DRI1 1
*AN?Dl ‘ ‘

1 15 2 25 3

0 05
Iogm( function and random number evaluations )

Fig. 5.2 Computational effort per simulation path versus precisamrSDE [5.3)
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Table 5.3 Mean errors, empirical variances and confidence interealSDE [5.5)

h i G a b
2t -3.122E-01| 1.279E-10| -3.122E-01| -3.121E-01
EXEM 20 -7.717E-03| 1.808E-11| -7.718E-03| -7.716E-03
271 | -1.082E-03| 2.299E-11| -1.033E-03| -1.030E-03
272 | -1.848E-04| 2.527E-11| -1.860E-04 | -1.836E-04
273 | -3.759E-05| 2.876E-11| -3.887E-05| -3.632E-05
2t 3.491E-01 | 9.822E-12| 3.491E-01 | 3.491E-01
PL2 20 2.984E-02 | 1.040E-11| 2.984E-02 | 2.984E-02
21 4.796E-03 | 8.046E-12| 4.796E-03 | 4.797E-03
272 1.006E-03 | 7.765E-12| 1.005E-03 | 1.006E-03
2-3 2.325E-04 | 6.647E-12| 2.319E-04 | 2.331E-04
2T -4.468E-02 | 3.591E-13| -4.468E-02| -4.468E-02
DRI1 20 -4.712E-03| 5.216E-12| -4.713E-03| -4.712E-03
21 | -4.603E-04| 7.853E-12| -4.610E-04 | -4.597E-04
272 | -5.199E-05| 7.022E-12| -5.262E-05| -5.137E-05
23 | -6.531E-06| 6.369E-12| -7.130E-06| -5.933E-06
2t 2.526E-02 | 9.516E-12| 2.526E-02 | 2.526E-02
AN3D1 20 7.390E-04 | 7.190E-12| 7.383E-04 | 7.396E-04
21 3.150E-05 | 5.109E-12| 3.096E-05 | 3.204E-05
2-2 1.459E-06 | 6.996E-12| 8.314E-07 | 2.086E-06
23 4.859E-08 | 6.152E-12 | -5.395E-07 | 6.367E-07
0 ‘ : :
<
_l F N N N 4

Iog10 error
|
N
‘

=6[{-<-EXEM
PL2

=7 -« DRI1
——AN3D1

%.5 1 15 2 25
Ioglo( function and random number evaluations )

Fig. 5.3 Computational effort per simulation path versus precisarSDE [5.5)

The solution value BX2(T)) is approximated with step sized,2..,272 at time
T = 2. The results are presented in Tablg 5.3 and Figude 5.3 (hateéPL3 is not
applicable here). Again, AN3D1 performs best.

6 Conclusion

We have presented a general class of SRK methods for the vppa@amation of
SDEs with additive noise, together with the correspondiradgen conditions up to
order three. A concrete explicit third order method has kegived, for which a nu-
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merical comparison with some well known other methods mdiggrits performance
yielded very promising results. In contrast to the methoRlafen, it needs only two
random variables and four drift evaluations per step andsis applicable to SDEs
driven by a multidimensional Wiener process. Future retearay be done by con-
structing implicit methods with good stability propertiése. which are suitable for
stiff problems, and by developing methods for more geneseen
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