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ABSTRACT. In this paper we deal with pointwise approximation of solutions of stochastic
differential equations (SDEs) driven by infinite dimensional Wiener process with additional
jumps generated by Poisson random measure. The further investigations contain upper error
bounds for the proposed truncated dimension randomized Euler scheme. We also establish
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of numerical experiments performed by using GPU architecture are also reported.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We investigate strong pointwise approximation of solutions of the following stochastic
differential equations

dX (1) —a(t,X(t))dt—l—b(t,X(t))dW(t)+/c(t,X(t—),y)N(dy, dt), t € [0, 7], "
X(0) =, ’

where T > 0, € = RY := R¥\ {0}, &’ € N, and W = [W;, W, .. .]” is a countably dimensional
Wiener process on a complete probability space (£2,%,P), i.e., an infinite sequence of inde-
pendent scalar Wiener processes defined on the same probability space. We also assume that
N(dy, dt) is a Poisson random measure with an intensity measure v(dy) dt, where v(dy) is
a finite Lévy measure on (€, B(£)). We assume that N and W are independent. In the sequel
we will also impose suitable regularity conditions on the coefficients a, b and c.

Analytical properties and applications of such SDEs are widely investigated in [5] and
[11]. It follows that the case of countably dimensional Wiener process naturally extends the
well-known case when only finite dimensional W is considered. It allows us to model much
more complicated structure (in fact, infinite dimensional) of noise but we do not have to use
(somehow involved) theory of stochastic partial differential equations. However, in most cases
exact solutions of the underlying SDEs are not known (even when only finite dimensional
Wiener process W is considered) and efficient approximation of solutions, together with
implementation of developed algorithms, is of main interest.

The topic of approximation of jump-diffusion SDEs driven by finite dimensional Wiener
and Poisson processes has been widely investigated in the literature in recent years, see, for
example, [2], [7], [8], [9], [13], [14], |15], [31], and [27], which is a standard book reference.

Lower error bounds and optimality issues have been raised in [10], [16], [1§], [29], [30]. The
1



EFFICIENT APPROXIMATION OF SDES 2

growing popularity of SDEs with jumps follows from their wide applications in, for example,
mathematical finance, modelling energy markets etc., see [27], [32], [33].

In this paper we define so-called truncated dimension randomized Euler scheme X J\I}En and
we use it to approximate the value of X (7T'), where the error is measured the LP({2)-norm. In
particular, the algorithm uses only n finite dimensional evaluations of WM = Wi,..., Wyt
This algorithm can be seen as a generalisation of the randomized Euler method investigated
in 23], [24] for SDEs driven by a finite dimensional Wiener process. (See also [19], [25] where
the authors defined randomized version of the Milstein algorithm.) Recall that randomization
in the drift coefficient a = a(t,y) allows us to handle discontinuities wrt the time variable ¢,
since we assume that a is only Borel measurable in the variable t. We investigate properties
of the method X ﬁﬁb such as: error bounds and their dependence on the parameters M, n;
its cost optimality in certain classes of coefficients and among algorithms that use only fi-
nite number of evaluations of (a,b,c), WM and finite number of samples from the Poisson
random measure N. Moreover, we propose effective implementation of this algorithm in C
programming language with CUDA application programming interface (API).

In summary, the main contributions of the paper are as follows:

e derivation of upper error bounds for proposed truncated dimension randomized Euler
algorithm X A}ZER together with its convergence rate (Theorem ,

e establishment of lower error bounds and complexity bounds for numerical approxi-
mation in a particular class of algorithms (Theorems [2] [3)),

e cffective implementation of the method X ﬁb; which utilises GPU architecture, and
numerical experiments that confirm our theoretical findings (Section 5).

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section [2| we describe the main problem and
provide necessary notations, and definitions. In Section [3] we define the truncated dimension
Euler algorithm and show its upper error bounds. Then, in Section |4 we deal with lower error
bounds in the class of algorithm under consideration. We also provide complexity bounds
and establish optimality of the previously defined algorithm in some particular subclasses of
the input data. Our theoretical results are supported by numerical experiments described in
Section [bl There, we also provide the key elements of our current algorithm implementation
in CUDA C. Finally, auxilliary lemmas together with their proofs are presented in Appendix.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let d,d > 1,M € NU {oco}. We treat a real d-dimensional vector as a d x 1-dimensional
matrix. By |- || we denote Frobenius norm for R“*™ matrices respectively. In case M = oo, by
|- |l : R¥*>® i+ R we understand the Hilbert-Schmidt norm for infinite dimensional matrices.
The norms appearing in the paper will be clear from the context. We also set

CRY ={z=(zM,2?, .. )| 20 eR? for all j € N, ||z|| < +o0},
(4)

. a1 o (12 iR ) o) /2
where z0) = | |, |jz| = (Z H;c(J)H2> = (ZZ E3% ]2> . Let (2,%,P) be a com-
xdj) j=1 J=1k=1

plete probability space and Ny = {A € ¥ | P(A) = 0}. For a random vector X :  +» R?
we write || X||rrq) = (E||X|[P)/P, p € [2,+00). Let v be a Lévy measure on (£, B(£)),
i.e., v is a measure on (&,B(£€)) that /min{||z||2, 1}v(dz) < +oo. We further assume that

&
A =v(E) < +oo. Let W = [Wy, Wa,...]T be a countably dimensional Wiener process and let
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N(dz, dt) be a Poisson random measure, both defined on the space (€2, 3, P). We assume that
W and N are independent of each other. Let (X;);>0 be a filtration on (2, 3, P) that satisfies
the usual conditions, i.e., Ny C Xg and (3;);>0 is right-continuous, see [28]. We assume that
W is an (X¢)¢>0-Wiener process and N(dz, dt) is an (3;)>0-Poisson measure with the inten-
sity measure v(dz)d¢. Then, by Theorem 1.4.1 in [21], there exists a scalar Poisson process
N = (N(t))s>0 with intensity A and an iid sequence of E-valued random variables (&)
with the common distribution v( dy)/A such that the Poisson random measure N (dz, dt) can
be written as follows N(E x (s,t]) = Z 1p(&) for 0<s<t<T,E € B(£). The d’-
N(s)<k<N(t)
dimensional compound Poisson process, associated with the Poisson measure N, is defined as

N(t) t
Lit)=3 &= //yN(dy, ds). We also set Do = a(U zt), >z = a(U a(Z(t))), Z ¢
k=1 0 r >0 >0
{N,L,W1,Ws,...}, and we define H; = U(No U U EOVZ’“), Hi = U(No U U EZ’“)
k=1,..,M k>M+1
for any M € N. Of course Hjs and ’HL are independent for any M € N. Moreover, for all
M €N, Z € {N, L} the o-fields o(Hp UH],) and £Z are independent. For a cadlag process
(Y'(#))eefo,r) by (Y (t—))ico,r] Wwe mean its caglad modification. We refer to Chapter 2.9. in
[1] for further properties of cadlag mappings.
For D, L > 0 we consider A(D, L) a class of all functions a : [0,T] x R? s R? satisfying
the following conditions:

(A1) a is Borel measurable,
(A2) |la(t,0)|| < D for all t € [0,T],
(A3) [la(t, =) — a(t,y)|| < Lljz —yl| for all z,y € R, t € [0, T].

Let A = (5(14:));;’? C R be a positive, strictly decreasing sequence, converging to zero and
let C' > 0, o1 € (0,1]. We consider the following class B(C, D, L, A, p1) of functions b =
M, 63 ) 2 [0,T] x RY = 2(RY), where b : [0,T] x R* = R? j € N. Namely, b €
B(C,D,L,A, p) iff it satisfies the following conditions:

(B1) [6(0,0)]| < D,

(B2) ||b(t,z) — b(s,z)|| < L(1 + ||z|])|t — 5| for all z € RY and ¢, s € [0, T],

(B3) [|b(t, z) — b(t,y)|| < Lllx — y]| for all 2,y € R? and t € [0, T,

(B4) supg<i<r |Ib(t,z) — Ppb(t,x)|| < C(1 + ||z|)d(k) for all £ € N and = € R, where

Py, : 2(R?) — £2(R?) is the following projection operator

Pex = (M 2@ 2® 0,0,..), ze2(RY.

We denote b¥ = Pyb and then b*(t,y) = Py(b(t,)) for all (t,y) € [0,T] x R, We also
set Py, = Id, so Psox = for all x € (2(R%).

Let p € [2,+00), 02 € (0,1] and let v be the Lévy measure as above. We say that a function
¢:[0,T] x R x RY — R? belongs to the class C(p, D, L, 02, v) if and only if

(C1) ¢ is Borel measurable,

() ( / Hc<o,o,y>\%<dy>)”p <D,
I

1/p
(C3) (/ lle(t, x1,y) — c(t, z2,y)||” U(dy)) < L||zy — a9 for all 21,29 € RY, t € [0, 77,
I
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1/p
(C4) </ lle(tr, z,y) — e(ta, x,y)||” V(dy)> < L(1 + ||z||)]t1 — t2|? forall z € R% t1,ty €
I

Finally, we define the following class
J(p, D) ={ne LP(Q) | o(n) C Xo, [nllLr@) < D}
As a set of admissible input data we consider the following class
F(p707D7L7A7917927V) - A(D7L) X B(C,D,L,A,Ql) X C(p7D7L7927V> X j(paD)

The constants T, d, d’, A together with p, C, D, L, o1, 02, the Lévy measure v, and the sequence
A are referred to as parameters of the class F(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,v). Except for T, d,d’, \, v,
the parameters are not known and cannot be used by an algorithm as input parameters.

Since N (dy, ds) is a finite random (counting) measure, and X (s), X (s—) differ on at most
countable number of time points, the equation can be written as

n+/a s, X(s ds+/b(s,X(s))dW(s)+//c(s,X(s—),y)J\7(dy, ds), (2)
0 0 0 &
where
N(dy, dt) = N(dy, dt) — v(dy)dt

is the compensated Poisson measure, and

a(t,z) = a(t,z) + /C(t,x,y)l/(dy). (3)

£
Moreover,
t t
/b(s, Z/b (s, X (s5)) dW;(s)
0 7=10

is the stochastic Ito integral wrt the countable dimensional Wiener process W, see pages
427-428 in [5]. (See also [11] where even more general setting than is considered.) In the
case when W is countably dimensional Wiener process the above stochastic It6 integral can
be understood as a stochastic integral wrt cylindrical Wiener process in the Hilbert space
22, see pages 289-290 in [5] and Remark 3.9 in [6]. Alternatively properties of such stochastic
integrals were widely described and proved in [3], [22]. From [5] and the papers [3], [22] it
follows that the stochastic Ito integral wrt the countably dimensional Wiener process W
has analogous properties as in the case finite dimensional case - in particular, we can use
the Burkholder’s inequality, It6 formula etc. Moreover, by the Fact 2] and Lemma 17.1.1
in [5] for any (a,b,c,n) € F(p,C,D,L,A, p1,02,v) there exists a unique strong solution
X = X(a,b,c,n) of the equation (and therefore also (1))).

The aim of this paper is to construct an efficient scheme that approximates X (7'), i.e., the
value of solution of at the final time point T. We consider algorithms that use only finite
dimensional evaluations of W at finite number of points in [0, T]. The idea of approximating
the solution of X is as follows. For a fixed M € N as a first approximation of X we use the
process XM - a unique strong solution of the following SDE

t t

=n+ [ a(s,XM(s))ds+ [ bM (s, XM (s))dW (s)
[roxtones |
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t
+// s, XM(s-),y)N(dy, ds), te [0,T]. (4)
0
Since for any M € N
¢ M 1
/b (s, (s)) ; bk 5 (s)) dW;(s ):|k:1,2,...,d’
0 =1y

the SDE can be equivalently viewed as a finite dimensional SDE driven by the M-
dimensional Wiener process WM = [Wy, W, ..., Wy]T. Again, by rewriting the equation
analogously as in we get by Fact [2| and Lemma 17.1.1 in [5] that for all (a,b,c,n) €
F(p,C,D,L,A,p1,02,v) and every M € N U {oco} the equation has a unique strong
solution XM = XM(qa,b,c,n). From the uniqueness of solution for any M € N we have
XM(a,b,c,n) = X(a,b™,c,n), and X*° = X for M = co.

In the following lemma and proposition we gathered results on moments bound, LP(Q)-
regularity of XM and main approximation property of X . The proofs are postponed to the
Appendix.

Lemma 1. There exist C1,Co € (0,400), depending only on the parameters of the class
F(p,C,D,L,A, o1, 02,v), such that for every M € NU {oc} and (a,b,c,n) € F(p,C,D,L,A, o1, 02,V)
we have

E( swp XM ()IP) < & (5)

and for all s,t € [0,T] the following holds:
(i) if ¢ Z 0 then
E|XM(t) - XM ()P < Coft — ],
(ii) if b# 0 and ¢ =0 then
E[ XM (1) = XM (s)|P < Coft — 5P,
(iii) if b =0 and ¢ =0 then
E[XM(t) - XM ()P < Caft — s

Note that the cases (i) and (ii) coincide only when p = 2. Moreover, we stress that C, Ca
in Lemma 1| do not depend on the truncation parameter M.

Proposition 1. There exist K1, Ky € (0,+00), My € N such that for any M € N it holds

sup sup || X (a,b,¢,n)(t) = XM (a,b,c,n)(t)|| o) < K16(M), (6)
(a,b,c,n)eF (p,C,D,L,A,p01,02,v) 0<t<T

and for any M > My we have

1
sup sup || X (a,b,¢,n)(t) = XM (a, b, ¢,n) ()] 2() > §K2T1/25(M)'
(a,b,c,n)eF (p,C,D,L,A,p1,02,v) 0<t<T
(7)
Hence,
sup sup ||X(a’7 b7 0777)(75) _XM(a’ b’ ) n)(t)”LP(Q) = @(6(M))7 (8)

(a7b7c7n)€f(p7C7D7L7A7gl’92)11) 0<t<T

as M — +o0.
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The next step is to approximate XM via truncated dimension randomized Euler scheme
X ﬁ% In the next section we provide definition and analysis of the algorithm X ﬁ‘[% Moreover,
in some subclasses of F(p, C, D, L, A, o1, 02, V) we establish complexity bounds and optimality
of the truncated dimension randomized Euler scheme by using Information-Based Complexity
(IBC) framework, see [34]. Finally, we show efficient implementation of the method X A}ZE;L and
present result of numerical experiments performed on GPU.

Unless otherwise stated all constants appearing in estimates and in the ”O”, ”Q)”, 7@”
notation will only depend on the parameters of the class F(p,C, D, L, A, o1, p2,v). Moreover,
the same letter might be used to denote different constants.

3. TRUNCATED DIMENSION RANDOMIZED EULER ALGORITHM

We define the truncated dimension randomized Euler algorithm that approximates the

value of X(T'). Let M,n € N, t; = jT/n,j =0,1,...,n. We denote by AW; = [AW; 1, AW, ...

where AW, = Wi(tj41)—Wi(t;) for k € N. Let (0])7;:_11 be a sequence of independent random
variables, where each 6; is uniformly distributed on [t;,¢;41], j =0,1,...,n — 1. We also as-
sume that o(6p, 01, . ..,0,-1) is independent of X,. For (a,b,c,n) € F(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,V)
we set

X35 (0) =1
X3 (ti1) = X§E () + a0, X35 () & + bM (85, X315, (t5) AW (9)
N(tj+1)
+ > ety X ), &), i=0,1,...,n—1
k=N(t;)+1 '

The truncated dimension randomized Euler algorithm X ﬁ}% is defined by
Xit(abye,n) = X§5(T).

In order to analyse the truncated dimension randomized Euler scheme X J\]}b;l we define its

time-continuous version denoted by X ﬁEn Set
RE
XM,n(O) ="
and

X3b ) = X550 (t) + a0, X35, )) (¢ — t5) + b (45, X55,) (W (t) — W (L))

¢
+//C(tj7Xﬁ€z(tj),y)N(dy’ ds) (10)
i €

for t € [tj,tjy1], 7 =0,1,...,n — 1. Due to the fact that v is a finite Lévy measure, there
are only finitely many jumps of (N(t)).cpo,7] in every subinterval [t;, ;1] and

N(t) t
S ety XEE (1)), &) = / / (t;, XEE.(t), y)N(dy, ds),
k=N (t;)+1 e

for ¢ € [t;j,t;41]. Hence, it can be shown by induction that

Xint) = X35 t), j=01,....n. (11)
Note that the trajectories of Xﬁ[b;l = (Xﬁ%(t))te[o,;p] are cadlag. As in [24] we consider
the extended filtration (X7);>0, where ¥ = O’(Et U 0(90,91,-'-7971—1))- Since ¥, and
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o(0o,01,...,0,—1) are independent, the process W is still (i?)tZO—Wiener process while
N(dz, dt) is (X})s>0-Poisson random measure.

Lemma 2. Let M,n € N and (a,b,c,n) € F(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,v). Then the process Xﬁ% =
(Xﬁ%(t))te[o,ﬂ 18 (i?)tE[O,T} -progressively measurable.

The proof easily follows from induction and the well-known fact that adapted cadlag pro-
cesses are progressive. We now state the upper error bound on the error of the truncated
dimension randomized Euler algorithm.

Theorem 1. There exists a positive constant K, depending only on the parameters of the class
F(p,C,D,L,A, o1, 02,V), such that for every M,n € N and (a,b,c,n) € F(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02, )
it holds

1X (a,b,¢,m)(T) = XEF (0 b, m)| ooy < K (n™mm{ered/oh 4 5(a) ).
For the proof of Theorem [I| we need the following result.

Proposition 2. There exists a positive constant Cy, depending only on the parameters of
the input data class F(p,C,D,L, A, o1, 02,V), such that for every M,n € N and (a,b,c,n) €
]:(p7 Ca Da La Aa 01, 02, V) it holds

sup HXAPZEn(t) — XMt ) < Con™ min{g1,02,1/p}
0<t<T

In particular, if b=0 and ¢ Z 0 then
sup [|X375, (1) = XM ()| 1o () < Con™nlez /el
0<t<T

when b £ 0, ¢ =0 we have

sup || X35, (8) = XM (#)| 1o () < Con™minter /2,
0<t<T

while if b=10, ¢ =0 then

sup || X175,(t) — XM ()|l o) < Con™ /2.
0<t<T

Proof. We deliver the proof in general case with drift, diffusion and jump coefficients being
non-zero. Firstly, we can rewrite (4) for all ¢ € [0,T] as follows

:n+/t s—l—/tl;M(s) +j/ N(dy, ds), (12)
0 0 0

f(s) = Z f(37XM<3>) ) ]l(tj,tj+1](3)7 fe {avbM}v

J=0

with

n—1

. M
C(y7 S) = ZC(SaX (8_)7y) : ]15><(tj,tj+1](y75)'
j:
Moreover, we define three auxiliary functions

n—1
anrn (s Za QJ’X tj)) - ]l(tj,tjﬂ}(s)’
Jj=0
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n—1
bl (s) =Y oMty X§E (8) - Lty 00 (5)s
=0
n—1 _
éM,n(y7 8) = Zc(tij]RW%(t]) ) ]15><(tJ tj+1](y7 )7
=0

Xﬁ%(t) = n+/7th7n(s) ds + /ti),]‘{[(s) dW (s) + /t/ N(dy, ds). (13)
0 0 0

Due to Lemma [2| all stochastic integrals involved in are well-defined. By and ,
we get for t € [0, 7] that

E[XM (1) — X5 @I < 377 EIAY O + EIBY O + ElCy (4)IP), (14)

where
t

EAY (1) | = EH [ (@65) = astats))

0

p

)

t

BB = | [ (%06 - 3 (9) aw (e

0

p

t

BICY O =B [ [ (60:5) — (005 ¥, a5
0 &
Moreover, we have for all ¢t € [0, T]

EllAY (t)|P < 371 (EI AT M )P + EIlAZDM ()P + EIJATDM (1)]|P),

p

where

I
—

EJ AREM (4) | = H / ™ (als, XM (5)) — (s, XV(E) - 1,
0 J

p

9

1(s)ds

titi+1

I
o

n—1

t
P
Ell Az O = H / > (als, XM (1)) — a8, XM (1)) - Lo, 4,0 (5) ds
0

)

n—1

t
~ p
ELASEM O =B |3 (a6, 1) = (65, KERGD) L0 (6)
0

The Lemma [1| together with the Holder inequality yields
n—1 tita
Bl AT M @)|P < TP ey / E| XM (s) — XM (t;)||Pds < Kyn~*
Jj=0 t;

Proceeding analogously as in the proof of inequality (71) in [23] we get by Lemma [1| that
B[l Az O < Kon P2,
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Again by the Holder inequality for every ¢ € [0, 7] it holds

EAREM (1) < K3/ZIEHXM 7 L, (5) ds.

Finally, we obtain the following estimate

¢
E|AM@#)|P < K4/ sup EHXM(u) - Xﬁ%(u)“pds + Ksn L. (15)

0<u<s

By the Burkholder inequality we have for every ¢t € [0, 7] that

E[ By (1)IIP < Ke / 16 (s) — 3 (s)I1” dis.

Therefore
E|BY 0] < Kr(B[Bi Y (0] + E[B (0] + (B (1)]), (16)
where
tn—l
BB (0] =& [ 3710 (5, X (6)) = 0 (s, X7 Ly,(5) s,
o J=0
tn—l
BB (0] =B [ 3 1096, XM 1) = 9 13, XD g0, 5) s,
o J=0
tn—l
BB (0] = B [ 37 10¥(65, XY () = 0 (65 KR )P Ly 5)
o J=0
By Fact 2] and Lemma [1] (iii) we get
E[BIM1)] < KSE/ZHXM MNP D, 45, (5)ds < Kgn™'. (17)

Moreover,
t,
E[BM(1)] < KmIE/Z L+ XM ()Y (s — )P Dy, 4,0y (s) ds < Kyin ™72 (18)
H =0
Finally for ¢ € [0,T] we get

t

n—1
E[BSM ()] < Ko / STEIXM(ty) — XEE )P L, 00 (5) ds (19)
o J=0

Combining (16)), (17)), (18], and we have for ¢t € [0, 7] that
t

E|BY (#)[P < Kis(n™' +n7P2) + K14/0§ug EXM(u) — X375 (w)||P ds. (20)
<u<s
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Now we estimate the jump part in . By the Kunita inequality (see, for example, Theorem
2.11 in [20]) we have

p

E|lCY (1) < K5EH / [ (€09) = earaly. ) W (g, a5
0 &

t

< Ky / / 16(y, 5) — Ertn(y, )P0 ( dy) ds.
0 &

p

+K15E0/tg/(é(y,8)6M,n(y78))l/(dy) ds

Hence, we have for all ¢t € [0, 7] that

E|CY I < Ks (E[Ci ()] + E[Con ™ (0] +E[C2Y (1))

t —_
BCTEM () =B [ [ 3 s XM (5-),0) = el XV (), 0) 1P+ Loy (500 dy) s,
0 &
t
BICSEM O] =B [ |37 lels, X600 = et X (6) )P Loy (50 d9) s,
0 &

le(ty, XM (t5), ) — ety, XA ) DIP - Lesisy a0 (y, 8)v(dy) ds.

Thanks to Lemma [1| together with the fact that Ly ¢, ,)(¥,8) = 1e(y) - 10,4 (8) we
obtain

— KyE / SOUXM () = XM ()P Ty, 0,0 (5) ds

t

n—1
< KlS/Z s =t - Ly, 0,00y (s) ds < Kign™, (21)
o J=0

Again by Lemma [I], we obtain

—_

n—

J=

t
B[OSEM (0] < Kao [ 3 (14 EIX)17)ls — 7% - g0, (9)ds
0 0

(22)

< KoynPez,
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The following also holds for ¢ € [0, T

t
E[Cff’M <LP / sup E[| XM (u) — X§2 (uw)||P ds. (23)

0<u<s
0

In view of , , and (23)) we can see that

t
E|CM(#)[[P < Kaa(n™! +nP2) + Ko / sup E|XY(u) - XEE )P ds.  (24)

0<u<s

Finally, by (14), (15), (20), and the following holds for ¢ € [0, 7]

t
sup B[ XM (w) = X{F5, (w)|P < K24n_pmi“{91’92’1/”}+K25/ sup E| XM (u) = X177, (u)[[” ds,
0<u<t 0 0<u<s
where Ko4, K95 depend only on the parameters of the class F(p,C, D, L, 4, 01, 02, V). More-
over, from Lemma ﬁ and (B)), the function [0,7] 5 ¢ — sup E|| XM (u) — X]\Pﬁl(u)Hp is Borel
0<u<t

(as a non-decreasing function) and bounded. An application of the Gronwall’s lemma yields
then

sup E|XM(t) — X35 ()P < Con~Pmin{et,e2,1/p}
0<t<T

where Cy depends only on the parameters of the class F(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02, V).

In other cases, when some of the coefficients b, ¢ vanish, we use the same proof technique.
Note that the LP(Q)-regularity of a solution X might increase due to Lemma |l which
results in different, usually higher, convergence rates. O

Proof of Theorem (1} For any ¢ € [0,7] it holds
1X(1) = X375 Ol o) < 1X () = XM (0| o) + XM (8) = XEE 00
and applying Propositions we get the thesis. [J

4. LOWER ERROR BOUNDS AND COMPLEXITY

In this section we provide some insight on lower error bounds and complexity bounds of nu-
merically solving . We consider the following subclasses of the main class F(p, C, D, L, A, o1, 02, V)

gi(pacaDaL7A7Q1792vl/) :A(DvL) X B(CaD7L7A7@1> X Ci(p7D7L7927V> X j(paD)
for ¢ = 1,2, where
Cl(vavLa 9271/) = {C € C(p?D>L7Q21V) | C(tax7y) = C(t,l’,())
for all (t,z,y) € [0,T] x R? x RY},

Co(p, D, L, 02,v) ={ce€C(p,D,L,ps,v) | 35:[0,T}XR¢»—>RdXd, ce(t,z,y) = ¢t x)y
for all (t,z,y) € [0,T] x R? x RY}.

Note that Ci(p, D, L, 02,v) C C([0,T] x R? x R¥;R%), see Remark [3| For the class G, we
additionally impose the following assumption on the Lévy measure

1/p

D) mye= (/ ||y||pu<dy>> < too,
£
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which assures that Co is non-empty, see Remark |4l Moreover, for all ¢ € [0, 7

/

c(s, X (s—),0)dN(s), if c € Cy,

//c(s,X(s—),y)N(dy, ds) =
0 ¢ é(s, X (s—))dL(s), if ¢ € Ca.

S O —_

Both classes Gy, Go are important from a point of view of possible applications in finance,
see, for example, [4], [27].

We consider a class ®ps,, of algorithms X M, that are parametrized by the pair (M, n),
where n € N is a discretization parameter while M € N is a truncation dimension parameter.
In a subclass G € {G1,G2} we assume that any X M,n uses only finite dimensional discrete
information about the coefficients (a, b, ¢), the Wiener process W, and the process Z € {N, L}.
Namely, the vector of information used by Xy, is of the following form

NM,n(CL, b? c, 1, W’ Z) = [a(e())yo)?a(ela yl)a cee aa(ekl—la yk1—1)a
bM(t(]a 20)7 bM(tb Z1)7 ey bM(tlﬂ—la Zk1—1)7

E(UO’ U0)7 E(Ul, Ul)a s 7E(uk1—la Uk1—1)>
WM (s0), WM (s1), ..., WM (sp,_1),

Z(q0), Z(q1), - - - Z(Qk371)777:|a

where é(t,z) = c(t,z,0) (if Z = N)oré(t,z) = é(t,x) (if Z = L), and WM = [Wy, Wa, ..., Wa?
is the M-dimensional Wiener process. We assume that k; € N, for ¢« = 1,2, 3, are given and
such that

ki = O(n), 25
max ki = O(n) (25)
[00,01,...,0k,_1]" is a [0,T]*-valued random vector on (Q,%,P), such that the o-fields
o(0o,61,...,0k 1) and X are independent. Furthermore, to,t1,...,tk—1, S0, S1;s-- -, Sko—1,
UQ, ULy - o, Uky—1,405 15 - - - s Qks—1 € [0,T] are given discretization points such that t; # ¢,

u; # Uj, S; # 84, ¢; 7 q; for 1 # j. The evaluation points y;, z;,u; for the spatial variables y;,
zj, vj of a(-,y),bM (-, 2), and &(-,v) can be given in adaptive way with respect to (a,b,c,n),
W, and Z. It means that there exist Borel measurable functions v, j = 0,1,...,k1 — 1, such
that the successive points y;, z; are computed in the following way

(yﬂa ZD:”O) - ¢0 (WM(50)7 ey WM(SkQ—I)u Z(QO)v ey Z(ng—l)ﬂ?)a
and for j =1,2,...,k — 1

(yj7zj7vj) = 1/]] (Q(GO)yO)>a(017y1)7” . 7a(6j—17yj—1)7
oM (to, 20), 0™ (t1, 1), ... . DM (tj1, 251,

¢(uo,vo), e(ur, v1), .. ., c(uj—1,v5-1),
W(So), W(Sl), . ,W(Sk2_1),

Z(q0), Z(q1)s - -+ Z(ngq),n)-

By the (informational) cost of computing the information Nj, we mean the total number
of scalar (finite dimensional) evaluations of (a, b, c,n), W, and Z. Hence, for all (a,b,c,n) € G
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and for all trajectories of W and Z € {N, L} it is equal to
2dky + M (dky + ko) + ks + d
if (Z,G) = (N,G1) and
d(1+ d )k + M(dky + ko) + ksd' +d
if (Z,G) = (L, G2). However, by in both cases the cost is O(Mn).

An algorithm Xz, € sy, using N, that approximates X (7') is given by
XM,n(av b’ ¢, VV, Z) = QZ)M,n (NM,n(aa bv ¢, VV? Z))v (26)

for some Borel measurable function
¢M,'rl . Rdxk:l-l-dx(Mk1)+d><k‘1+M><k‘2+1><k3+d><1 S Rd

when Z = N and
¢M,n . Rdxkl—i-dx(Mk1)+d><(d’k1)+M><k2+d’><k3+d><1 s Rd

if Z = L. The error of Xps,, € @1, for a fixed (a,b,¢,n) € G, where (Z,G) € {(N,G1), (L,G2)},
is defined as

_ _ 1/
e®) (XM,n, (a,b,c, 77)) = (EHX(CL, b,e,n)(T) — Xmn(a,b,c,n, W, Z)||p> p.
The worst-case error of X Mn € Py, in G is given by
e(p) (XM,na g) = sup e(p) (XM,TH (CL, b7 c, 77)) )
(a,b,c,n)€G

see [34]. For € € (0,400) we define the e-complexity in G € {G1,Ga} as follows
comp(e,G) = inf{nM | M,n € N are such that

Fprs 0 N, With max k; = O(n), maxk; = Q(n) and €@ (Xp1,,G) <e,
: : 1<i<3 i=1,2

where XM,n = (bM,n ONM,n}-

Note that we consider complexity only for the worst-case error measured in L?(Q2)-norm (i.e.,
for p = 2). Moreover, we narrow our attention to algorithms X M, for which kq + ko = Q(n),
which in turn implies that the cost of any such algorithm is Q(Mn). Such assumption is not
too restrictive and is often satisfied by algorithm used in practice, for example, for X ﬁEn

In order to establish upper bound on the complexity we need the following corollary that
directly follows from Theorem [T}

Corollary 1.

(i) There exists a positive constant K, depending only on the parameters of the class
gl(p7 C: D7 L7 Av 01, 02, V)) such thatfor every M7 n € N and (CL, b7 ¢, 77) € gl(pa C> D> L: Aa 01, 02, V)
it holds

1X (@, by e,m)(T) = XFE (a,b, .0, W N) ooy < K (nmin{erent/od 4 g(ar)).

(i) Let kp < +o00. There exists a positive constant K, depending only on the parameters
of the class Go(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,V), such that for every M,n € N and (a,b,c,n) €
g2(p7 C7 D7 L7 Aa 01, 02, V) it holds

1 (@, by, m)(T) = XEE, (0,5, 0, W, 1) | gy < K (mminlevent /o) 50y ).

For the both classes the (informational) cost of Xﬁﬁl is O(Mn).
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In the following part of the section we deal with suitable lower error bounds in G;, i = 1, 2.
For a better clarity the proof is divided into number of auxiliary lemmas stated below.

Lemma 3. (Lower error bound for the Lebesgue integration) For i = 1,2 and for any algo-
rithm Xnrn € ®arp it holds that

eP)(Xarn, Gi) = Q(n~12).
Proof. We consider the following class

My = A x {0} x {0} x {0}

with
A={a e AD,L) | a(t,x) = a(t,0) for all t € [0,T],z € RY}.
T
For (a,b,c,n) € M; we have X(a,b,c,n)(T) :/ a(t,0)dt. Since M; C G; for i = 1,2,
0
k1 = O(n), by Theorem 4.2.1 from Chapter 11 in [34] we obtain the thesis. O

In the sequel we will make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Let Z € {N,L}. There exists My € N, depending only on the parameters of the
class F(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,v), such that for all M > My and any o(Hyr U XZ)-measurable
random vector Y : Q +— R® it holds

sup E|Z(b) - Y|* > sup E|Z(b) - Z(b™)|* = C*T(5(M))*,  (27)

bGBO(C,D,L,A,Ql) beBO(C7D’L7A’Ql)
T
where I(b) = /b(t, 0)dW(t), and
0

Bo(C,D,L,A,01) ={be B(C,D,L,A,p1) | b(t,x) = b(t,0)
for all t € [0,T),z € RY}.

Proof. Firstly, note that for all M € N we have that sup E||Z(b) —Z(b™)||? < +oo.
bGBO(C,D,L,A,Ql)

Let M € N and let us consider any o(Hy; U 2 )-measurable Y : Q +— R?. If E||Y]? =

+00 then sup E||Z(b) — Y||? = +oo and the first inequality in is obvious. If
beBy(C,D,L,A,p1)

E||Y]|? < 4oo then by the projection property of conditional expectation we get for all
be By(C,D,L,A, p1) that

E|Z(b) - Y|* > EI|Z(b) — E(Z(b) | o(Har UEZ))II*.

oo L
Since Z(bM) = Z/bu (t,0)dW;(t) is Hps-measurable, Z(b — b™M) = Z /b (t,0)dW;(t)
j=17% j=M+17
is H1,-measurable, and E(Z(b — b™) | o(Hp UXZ)) = 0, we get
E||Z(b) — B(Z(b) | o(Har USE)IIP = EIZ(b - b™)]*.
This ends the proof of the first inequality in .
Let us consider the function
bar = (B89, B0 B ), (28)
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where l;S\J} =10,...,0]T for all j # M + 1 and l;g\]/yﬂ) = [C§(M),0,...,0]T. Note that there
exists My such that for all M > My we have by € Bo(C, D, L, A, p1). Moreover,

E|\Z(bar) — Z(Paubar)|* = C*T(5(M))?,
which ends the proof. O

Lemma 5. (Lower error bound for the stochastic Ité integration) Leti = 1,2. There exist pos-
itive constants Cy, ng, My € N, depending only on the parameters of the class G;(p, C, D, L, A, 01, 02, V),
such that for every n > ng, M > My and Xy, € @, we have the following lower bound

P (Xnn, Gi) > Comax{n=9,§(M)}. (29)
Proof. We split the proof into two parts corresponding to different components of the lower
bound . Firstly, we define the following class
Mz = {0} x {be B(C,D,L, A, 01) | b(t,z) = b(t, 0,6 (t, ) = 0
for all i+j >3, t €[0,T],z € R} x {0} x {0},

where My C G; for i = 1,2. For any (a,b,c,n) € Mo we have

T T T
X (a,b,¢,n)(T) = / b0 (2, 0)dW; (1) = [ / b (&, 0)dIW (£),0,...,0] .
0 0

Hence, from Proposition 5.1. (i) in [23] and by the fact that k1 = O(n) we get that for any
XM,n S (I)M,n that

eP) (X ppp, Ma) = Qn=9). (30)

(Note that by the results of [12] the lower bound holds also in case when the evaluation
points for W/ are chosen in an adaptive way.)
In order to establish a lower bound dependent on M, we consider the following class

M3z ={0} x Bo(C, D, L,A, 1) x {0} x {0},

where M3 C G; for i = 1,2. For every (a,b,c,n) € M3 we have
T
X(a,beeo)(T) =) = [ be,0)aw ()
0

By Lemma [4 we have that there exists My € N such that for all M > My, n € N, and any
algorithm X Mn € @y the following holds

) - 1/2
P (Kas M) = sup (EJX(0,6,0,0)(T) — Xara(0,5,0,0,W, 2)|?)
bEBo(C,D,L,A,Ql)

> CT'V25(M), (31)

since by we have that o(X,,(0,0,0,0,W,Z)) C o(Hy UXZ) for Z € {N, L}. Since
M; CGj,i=2,3, =1,2, by and we get

P (Xnrn, Gi) > max{e® (Xnsn, Ma), e® (X nsn, M3)} = Q(max{n=2,5(M)}).

This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 6. (Lower error bound in the class G for the stochastic integration wrt Poisson
random measure) There exist positive constants C1 and ny € N, depending only on the pa-
rameters of the class G(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,Vv), such that for every n > ng, M € N and for
every algorithm X'M,n € ®pry 1t holds

e<P)(XM,n,g1) > Cin~92.
Proof. Let us consider the following class
My = {0} x {0} x C; x {0},
where
Cr={ceCp,D,L,os,v) | c(t,z,y) = c(t,0,0) for all (t,z,y) € [0,T] x R? x R¥},
and My C G;. If we consider the input vector (a, b, c,n) € My then it holds

X(a,b,c,m) = // (¢,0,0)N(dy, dt) = /(t,0,0)dN(t).

Let X Mmn € Puy,. By using suitably chosen bump functions we can construct two map-
pmgs c1,c2 € Cy such that ci(t,z,y) = [c11(¢),0, 0T otz y) = [c2,1(1),0, .50

‘/ c1,1(t) —c21(t))dt| = Q(n~9) and c11(u;) = 0 = e2,1(uj) for j =0,1,...,k; — 1, where
= O(n). (The construction of such mappings is well-known and widely used in the literature

vghen establishing lower bounds, see, for example, [26]). Then we have that Xy,,(0,0,¢1,0, W, N) =
Xnn(0,0,¢2,0,W, N), and by Lemma 6.1 (i) in [10] we get

. . 1
P (Xns Ma) 2 e (Xag, Ma) 2 5 (E|Z(er) - I(e)|2) "
T T ) 1/2
/\/ c11(t) —can(t dt+/\2</ c11(t —021(t))dt>
0 0
> K‘/ (c11(t) — c21(t)) dt‘: Q(n=92).
0
This ends the proof. O

The analogous lower bound can be obtained in class Gs.

Lemma 7. (Lower error bound in the class Go for the stochastic integration wrt Poisson
random measure) Let k, < +oo. There exist positive constants C1 and ng € N, depending
only on the parameters of the class Go(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,V), such that for every n > ny,
M € N and for every algorithm XM,n € P we have

P (X s, Go) > Cyin~22.

Proof. Let
Ms = {0} x {0} x C3 x {0},

where

Cy={ceC(p,D,L,oz,v)] 36:[0,T]deHRdXd’ :c(t,x,y) = é(t,0)y for all (¢, z,y) € [O,T]dex]Rd/}.
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We have M5 C Ga. Furthermore, for every (a,b,c,n) € Ms it holds
st T
X(a,b,c,n) = //tOyNdy,dt [Z/ (t,0) dL;( } /tOdL
=10 Led g
where the last integration is with respect to d’~dimensional compound Poisson process L(t) =
[Li(t),...,La(®)]", t € [0,T], and & = [521),...,5,(€d/)]T, k > 1, are iid &-valued random
variables with the common distribution v(dy)/A. By k, < 400 it holds for all £ € N, and
I =1,2,....d that (E[g)1)/2 = EI"1)/2 < (BI|&1]2)/2 < (BJ|&|P)/P < +oo. Since
P(& = 0) = 0 we have that E||&||> > 0. Therefore, there exists jo € {1,2,...,d'} such that
E\§§j°)|2 > 0, although it might happen that Efgjo) =0.

The next part follows analogous proof technique as in the proof of Lemma @ Let X Mpn €
® 1. We construct two mappings ci,ca € Co such that c¢i(t,z,y) = ¢i(t)y, ca(t,z,y) =
T

Ex(t)y oy = 0 = Gy whenever (i,) # (1,J0), | / (e1.0(8) = 2150 (1)) dt| = 2(n~22) and

0
C1,150(uj) = 0 = E2150(uy) for j = 0,1,..., k1 — 1 with k1 = O(n). Consequently, we obtain
XM,n(O, 07 C1, 07 VVa L) = XM,n(Oa 07 C2, O’ W7 L) and

e®) (X pms Ms) > % (EHI(cl) —I(CQ)Hz)l/z _ ;<E [ /OT (1,140 () — G215 (1)) dLjo(t)r)l/?

For the notational brevity we denote ¢;, := €1,1j,(t) — ¢2,1j,- By the martingale and isometry

properties for stochastic integral driven by the cddlag martingale (L (t) — /\tEglj 0) Et> 0]
te b

(see, for example, Theorem 88, page 53 in [33])

- 2 T , , T
<e<2>(XM,n,M5)) 241[«:( /0 io(8) (AL (1) — XEEP™ at) + AEE(™) /0 &y (t) dt>

E|£(Jo)‘ ./OT(éjO(t))th+/Y(E(éjo)))Q(/oT%( )dt>
2
> 4TE!€130)!2 (/OTEjo(t) dt) :

which results in the following inequality

2

2

eP) (X npn, Ms) > @ (Xppp, Ms) > = \/7 Hﬁljo 220

N0 dt\ o),

and the proof is completed. O

Remark 1. Since C; N Cy = {0}, we have to show lower bounds in Lemmas @ separately
for each class G; and Go. Furthermore, see also [10] where the authors established lower
error bounds for approximate stochastic integration wrt homogeneous Poisson process but in
different class of integrands and in the so-called asymptotic setting.

From Lemmas we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.
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(i) There exist positive constants C’, ng, Mo, depending only on the parameters of the class
Gi(p,C,D,L,A, 01, 02,v), such that for all n > ng, M > My and for every method
XM,n € (I)MJL 1t holds

PN (Xnpn, G1) > C(n~minteel/2b 4 5(0r)),

(ii) Let kp < +00. There exist positive constants C, ng, Mo, depending only on the param-
eters of the class Ga(p,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,V), such that for all n > ng, M > My and
for every method Xy, € ®pry, it holds

€PN (Xprm, Go) > C(n~minleve2/2} 4 5(pr)).

4.1. Complexity bounds. We are ready to establish the optimality of previously defined
Euler algorithm @D in the class G;, 1 = 1,2. and for p = 2.

Theorem 3. Let v = min{p1, 02,1/2}.

(i) There exist positive constants C1,Ca,Cs,Cy, €0, depending only on the parameters of
the class G1(2,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,v), such that for all € € (0,g¢) the following holds

C1(1/2)/767(e/Cs) < comp(e, 1) < C3(1/e)"767 1 (e/Cu).

(ii) Let ke < +o0. There exist positive constants Cy,Co,C3,Cy,e0, depending only on
the parameters of the class Go(2,C, D, L, A, 01, 02,V), such that for all € € (0,&¢) the
following holds

C1(1/2)"757!(e/C2) < comp(e, Ga) < C3(1/2)!76™(e/C).
Proof. Let us define
Ule) = inf{Mn | M,n are such that n™7 + §(M) < 5}.
By Corollary [I] we have that for sufficiently small € > 0
comp(e, G;) < U(e/K)

for i = 1,2. To bound U(e/K) from above it is sufficient to take the value of nM with the
minimal n, M such that
Kn™7 <¢g/2, K§(M) <¢e/2.

This gives upper bound for comp(e, G;). For the proof of lower bounds consider an arbitrary
algorithm Xy, = ¢arm © Ny, such that max k; = Q(n). Then the informational cost of
=1,

computing of Ny, is Q(Mn). If e (Xarn,Gi) < € then by Theorem [2] we get
Cn™" <e, C6(M) <e,
and hence
n> (C/le)'7, M >6"1e/C).
This implies the lower bound for comp(e, G;). O
Remark 2. For example, if v = 1/2 and §(M) = O(M~**Y/2) o € [1,400), then, by
Theorem |3, the complexity is @<(1/5)2jal). Hence, if o = 1 then the minimal cost is

O(e~*), while in the case of finite dimensional W the minimal cost is equal to ©(¢~2) with
M embedded in the error constant. This example shows that the complexity significantly
increases when we switch from finite to infinite dimensional driving Wiener process.
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Remark 3. It turns out that
Ci(p, D, L, 03,v) = {c: [0,T] x R x RY = R? | [|¢(0,0,0)[| < D/AVP,
le(tr, 1, 91) — elta, 2, yo) | < (L/AYP)([l21 — ol + (1 + [[2a]) [t — t2]®)
for all (ty,z1, 1), (t2, 22,9) € [0,T] x R? x R?}.

Remark 4. If the measure v satisfies (D) then Cy(p, D, L, 02,v) C Ca(p, D, L, 02, ), where

62(p7DaL7 02, V) = {C [O T] x Rd X Rd = Rd | 3~€C(p7D/;q/p L/kp,02) * C(t>$7y) = 5(t,.%')y

for all (t,z,y) € [0,T] x RY x RY},

and

C(p, D, L, 02) = (¢ [0,T) x R o> R | (0,0 < D, (¢, 21) — &(t, 22)]| < Lil1 — ],

|&(ty, z) — é(ta, z)|| < L(1+ ||| |ty — t2|? for all t1,te,t € [0,T], z1, 2,z € R},

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS AND IMPLEMENTATION ISSUES IN CUDA C

In this section we compare the obtained theoretical results with the outputs of performed
simulations. Firstly, we consider the jump-diffusion Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process. Next, we
focus on Black—Scholes—Merton equation with stochastic integral driven by compound Poisson
process (L(t))¢cpo,7)- In our analyses we will use the following fact.

Fact 1. For given 0 € Ry, a € [1,+00) let b9 : [0,T] x R — R be as follows
b (t, x) = %x, jeN.
J

Then b= (b b3 .)€ B(C,D,L,A,1) for some C,D,L >0 and §(M) = O(M—+1/2),

If 6(M) = O(M~°t1/2) o ¢ [1,+00), and v = 1/2 then from Theorem |3| we get for the
randomized Euler algorithm X ]\@[E;l that the optimal (up to constants) choice of (M,n) is

M(e) = O((l/s)ﬁ), n(e) = O((1/5)2> and hence we can take M(e) = O((n(g))za%)

The error of XtE expressed in terms of the informational cost, is O ((cost(X' ﬁ%))i*%) =

O(e). Hence, the slope of regression lines computed for the log(error) vs log(cost) scale should

1 1
be close to ic — 3

5.1. Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with jumps. Now we consider the following equation
¢

¢
:n+/u AX (s ds+Z/U]dW —|—/01 t €[0,T], (32)
0

0

where A, € R, o > 1, and (Uj);;o‘f is a bounded sequence of positive real numbers, ¢y is a
given function, and N = (N(t)),c[o,7] is a Poisson process with intensity A > 0. The solution

of the equation is of the form of
t ¢
X(t) = e (nw / eASds—i—Z / AT (s) + / eAie, )). (33)
0 0
For the simulation purposes, we set 0; = 0 = 04,5 € N, ¢(t) =t T = 153, p =
0.08, a = 1.2, A = 1.21. Note that while the analytical formula is known, it involves
the stochastic integrals calculation. Therefore, we simultaneously execute schemes X ]\I}b;l and
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X ﬁfw 100, Pased on common rare grid and fine grid, respectively. We estimate the L?(2)-error

in the following way

K 1/2
(2), 1 = = 2
6%) (X]\}Z,En7 (CL, ba ¢, 77)) = <K Z |X1%?V[,100n,l(aa bv ¢, 77) - X]}\Elgz,l(ch b, c, 77)| ) (34)
=1

with K = 10° trajectories and n = [10 - M1'4J- By the virtue of Corollary (1| and Fact
éD(XEE (a,b,c,n)) = O((cost(XTE))~7/24).

We take M = |20 - 1.31/4j, 1 =20,1,...,19. In Figure |lal we can see that the obtained slope
coefficient (—0.288) almost perfectly matches the predicted one (—0.292).

0.00 +

375 1 -0.25

—0.50
—4.00 -

loglerr)
log(err)

-0.75 A

-4.25 4

-1.00

—4.50 T T T T T T T -1.25 T T T T T T T T
9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0 115 12.0 12.5 115 12.0 12.5 13.0 13.5 14.0 145 15.0
logl(cost) log{cost)

(A) Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with jumps  (B) Merton model with compound Poisson process

FIGURE 1. The log(error) vs log(cost) plots.

5.2. Merton model. Let us consider the following equation

X(t)=n+/tu Zoo/t
0 :O

where p € R, @ > 1, (Uj)j:OT is a bounded sequence of positive real numbers, and L =
(L(t))tefo,r] is a compound Poisson process with intensity A > 0 and jump heights (&);-
The solution of the equation can be described by the following formula

@\q

Wi(s) —|—/X(s—)dL(s), t€0,77, (35)
0

X(t)zneXpKM—li 2> +Z St }ﬁ)(lﬂ%)

For the simulation purposes, we set 0; = 0 = 0.4,] eN, T =153 u=008a=1n=
1,A = 1.21. Let (Y;);L% be a sequence of independent random variables that are normally
distributed with zero mean and unit variance. We assume that the jump heights sequence of
random variables is defined by &; = —0.5 - 1 0](Y3) + (0.5 +Y7) - Lo 1o0)(Y;). We estimate
the error in the L2(Q) norm in the following way

K

1/2

R 1 = 2

(2) (XM no (CL, ba ¢, 77)) = (K Z ‘XlloM(T) - X]\}Elgz,l(a’ ba ¢, 77)’ ) 9 (36)
=1
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where K =5 -10° is the number of trajectories and XM (T') is the Ith sample of X10M(T).
We also set n = 200M, where M = |20-1.3%2%], i =0,1,...,29. By Corollary [1] and Fact

e (X110, (a,b,¢,m)) = O(cost(X15) 714,
The method in Figure [Lb] exhibits convergence rate equal to —0.272.

5.3. Details of implementation in CUDA C. In this section we present the crucial parts
of the code of X ]@[b;l algorithm implemented in CUDA C and executed on NVIDIA Titan
V GPU (Graphics Processing Unit). The details of CUDA C concept can be found, for
instance, in [16]. In addition in [16] the author presented implementation of Milstein scheme
(based on equidistant and nonequidistant mesh) and used it for optimal approximation of
solutions of SDEs driven by Wiener and Poisson processes. The architecture of GPU enables to
significantly decrease computation time by simulating multiple trajectories in parallel for e.g.
Monte Carlo approximation; see [17] for performance comparison between CPU (Computer
Processing Unit) and GPU. In particular, this refers to the errors estimation as per and
(39)-

The current implementation solution consists of several separate .cu and .cuh files in or-
der to maintain the code brevity. The input data (including model choice, solution formula
if available, input parameters’ values) is sourced from input.cu file. In main function lo-
cated within kernel.cu the user defines whether exact solution is known or rare/fine grid
approach should be leveraged, as well as whether the underlying Wiener process is count-
ably dimensional. Note that the user may also specify the relation between parameters M, n.
Consequently, investigate_error_w_exact or investigate_error_w_unknown function is ex-
ecuted. Moreover, the jumps sequence (if applicable) for a single trajectory is generated within
jumps. cu file.

We provide three listings which illustrate the critical parts of our code together with
relevant comments. The comments linked to one particular line are appended at the end of
this line while the comments referring to a certain part of the code are appended before the
corresponding code fragment.

__host__ double investigate_error_w_unknown(int rare_grid_density, int rare_wiener_dim, int
fine_grid_ratio, int fine_wiener_dim, int trajectories, int power) {
// (1)
int iterations = trajectories >= MAX_TR_BLOCKS ? trajectories / MAX_TR_BLOCKS : 1;
trajectories = MAX_TR_BLOCKS;

/7 (2)

srand (time (NULL)) ;

doublex* errors = (double*)malloc(sizeof (double) * trajectories);
double* errors_dev;

/7 (3)

cudaEvent_t start, stop;

HANDLE_ERROR (cudaEventCreate (&start));
HANDLE_ERROR (cudaEventCreate (&stop));
HANDLE_ERROR (cudaEventRecord(start, 0));

HANDLE_ERROR (cudaMalloc ((void**)&errors_dev, sizeof (double) * trajectories)); // (4)

double result = 0.0;
for (int i = 0; i < iterations; i++) {

calculate_scheme_error << <min(trajectories, MAX_BLOCKS), 1 >> > (errors_dev,
fine_wiener_dim, fine_grid_ratio, rare_wiener_dim, rare_grid_density, trajectories, power,

rand()); // (5)

HANDLE_ERROR (cudaMemcpy (errors, errors_dev, sizeof (double) * trajectories,
cudaMemcpyDeviceToHost)); // (6)
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for (int j = 0; i < trajectories; i++) { // (7)
result += errors[j] / (trajectories*iterations);
}
printf (" %d/%d Done\n", i + 1, iterations);
}
// (8)

HANDLE_ERROR (cudaFree (errors_dev));

HANDLE_ERROR (cudaEventRecord(stop, 0));
cudaEventSynchronize (stop) ;

float time;

HANDLE_ERROR (cudaEventElapsedTime (&time, start, stop));
cudaEventDestroy (start) ;

cudaEventDestroy (stop);

free(errors) ;

printf ("Error investigation with unknown: %3.1f ms for {dim_w:%d, dim_W:%d, n:%d, N:%d} (%d
samples) .\n", time, rare_wiener_dim, fine_wiener_dim, rare_grid_density, rare_grid_densityx*
fine_grid_ratio, trajectories); // (9)

return pow(result, 1.0/power); // (10)

LisTING 1. Fragment of the code where the trajectories are split between
separate available threads.

(1) Dividing given number of trajectories into MAX_TR_BLOCKS number of blocks that
run in parallel for the specified number of iterations.

(2) Initializing pseudo-random number generator (PRN).

(3) Starting performance measurement by creating so called time events which will return
elapsed time of GPU computation.

(4) Allocating memory for the kernel function output (partial results computed in paral-
lel).

(5) Choosing at most 65535 of the available blocks, which is the number determined by
the GPU architecture.

(6) Copying the results from device to host and finishing performance measurement.

(7) Calculating the average error for all trajectories.

(8) Releasing memory allocated for the kernel function output and the results copied
from the GPU.

(9) Printing the current set of parameters together with execution time for the user
convenience.

(10) Returning the value of Monte Carlo estimator for the scheme error in the p-th norm.

__ void calculate_scheme_error (double* errors, int fine_wiener_dim, int fine_grid_ratio,
int rare_wiener_dim, int rare_grid_density, int trajectories_num, double power, long seed) {
int trajectory_index = blockIdx.x * blockDim.x + threadIdx.x; // (1)

/7 (2)

curandState_t state;

curand_init (seed + threadIdx.x + blockDim.x * blockIdx.x, O, 0, &state);

while (trajectory_index < trajectories_num) {
double fine_X = x0;

double rare_X = x0;

// (3)

double* fine_wiener_increment = (double*)malloc(sizeof (double) * fine_wiener_dim);
double* rare_wiener_increment = (double*)malloc(sizeof (double) * rare_wiener_dim);

Jump* jumps_head = (Jump*)malloc(sizeof (Jump));

// (4)

generate_jumps (&state, INTENSITY, T, jumps_head);
Jump* rare_grid_jump = jumps_head;

Jump* fine_grid_jump = jumps_head;

// (5)

double H = T / (rare_grid_density * fine_grid_ratio);
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double h = T / rare_grid_density;

double ti, tj;
for (int i = 0; i < rare_grid_density; i++) { // (6)
ti = i * h;

for (int k¥ = 0; k < rare_wiener_dim; k++) {
rare_wiener_increment [k] = 0.0; // (7)
}
rare_grid_jump = first_jump_after_time(rare_grid_jump, ti); // (8)
fine_grid_jump = rare_grid_jump;
for (int j = 0; j < fine_grid_ratio; j++) {
tj = ti + j * H;
for (int k = 0; k < fine_wiener_dim; k++) {
fine_wiener_increment [k] = curand_normal (&state) * sqrt(H); // (9)

if (k < rare_wiener_dim) {
rare_wiener_increment [k] += fine_wiener_increment [k];

}
}
fine_grid_jump = first_jump_after_time(fine_grid_jump, tj);
fine_X = random_euler_single_step(fine_X, fine_wiener_increment, fine_wiener_dim,
fine_grid_jump, tj, tj + H, state); // (10)
}
rare_X = random_euler_single_step(rare_X, rare_wiener_increment, rare_wiener_dim,
rare_grid_jump, ti, ti + h, state);
}
errors[trajectory_index] = pow(abs(fine_X - rare_X), power); // (11)
// (12)

free_jumps_list (jumps_head);
free(fine_wiener_increment);
free(rare_wiener_increment) ;
trajectory_index += gridDim.x * blockDim.x; // (13)

LisTING 2. Fragment of the code where the scheme error is investigated using
parallel processing.

(1) Assigning every single trajectory to the separate kernel function block in order to be
run in parallel.

(2) Obtaining distinct random numbers per simulation and trajectory by initializing our
PRN generator with particular seed (current time) and trajectory index.

(3) Allocating memory for the truncated Wiener process increments generated on rare
and fine grid, and for the head of jumps list.

(4) Independently generating sequence of jump times for the current trajectory.

(5) Initialising step size per grid.

(6) Starting the outer loop (indexed with i) in order to iterate through rare grid points.
The inner loop (indexed with ’j’) iterates through fine grid points.

(7) Assigning every rare Wiener increment coordinate value equal to zero.

(8) Retrieving subsequent jump time given the previously located jump.

(9) Assigning the value of truncated Wiener increment on the fine grid. For this purpose,
we use CUDA C sampling from normal distribution.

(10) Calculating the randomized Euler scheme’s single step in order to find the approxi-

mated value of scheme in the current time point.

(11) Calculating and saving the p-th power of the absolute difference between approxi-

mated solution on rare and dense grid.

(12) Releasing previously allocated memory.
(13) If the number of trajectories is greater than the number of blocks, we assign another

trajectory to the currently running kernel function block and start another simulation.
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1 __device__ double random_euler_single_step(double prev_X, double* wiener_increment, int wiener_dim

, Jump* jumps, double time_from, double time_to, curandState_t state) {

[\

double X = prev_X;

X += func_a(time_from + curand_uniform_double(&state) * (time_to - time_from), prev_X) * (
time_to - time_from); // (1)

o ot

for (int k = 0; k < wiener_dim; k++) { // (2)
X += func_b(k + 1, time_from, prev_X) * wiener_increment [k];

© 00 -1

}
)
0 if (jumps != NULL) { // (3)
1 while (jumps->time < time_to) {
2 if (jumps->time > time_from) {
3 X += func_c(jumps->time, prev_X, jumps->height);
4 }
5 jumps = jumps->next_jump;
6 if (jumps == NULL) break;
7 }
8 }

return X;

w

LisTING 3. Fragment of the code where the single step of truncated dimension
randomized Euler algorithm is executed.

(1) Adding drift-related term.
(2) Adding diffusion-related term.
(3) Adding jump part-related term.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated complexity bounds in certain input data classes for the pointwise approxi-
mation of the systems of SDEs which contain integrals with respect to countably dimensional
Wiener process and random Poisson measure. We presented the implementable truncated
dimension randomized Euler scheme X ﬁ%, derived its convergence rate O(n~™ir{en.e2,1/p} 4
d(M)) together with optimality in the class of input data which are important from the point
of view of possible applications. Our theoretical results are supported by numerical experi-
ments performed in CUDA architecture embedded into high level programming language C.
The usage of GPU in this case is justified by high dimensionality and complexity of inter-
mediate computations. Finally, we conjecture that the lower error bound in the considered
setting also depends on p, i.e., 1/p should also be present in the exponent of the error bound.

7. APPENDIX
The proof of following fact is straightforward, so we skip the details.
Fact 2. (i) If a € A(D, L) then for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R?
la(t, )| < max{D, L}(1 + ||z[]).
(ii) Ifb € B(C,D,L,A, 01) then for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R4
|b(t, z)|| < max{D + LT, L}(1+ ||x]|).

(iii) Let b € B(C,D,L,A,p1). Then for all M € N we have that b € B(C,D, L, A, 01)
and for all (t,x) € [0,T] x R?

16Y (¢, 2)|| < max{D + LT, L}(1 + ||z)).
(iv) Let b € Bo(C,D, L, A, p1). Then b € Bo(C, D, L, A, 01) for any M € N.
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(v) If c € C(p, D, L, 02,v) then for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R?
1/p
( [ etz u<dy>) < max{L, LT® + D}(1 + |a).
E

(vi) If (a,c) € A(D,L) x C(p, D, L, 02,v) then the mapping a, defined as in , is Borel
measurable and for all t € [0,T)], z,y € R?

la(t, 2)|| < (max{D, L} + AvT max{L, LT® + D}) (1 + ],

~ ~ _pP_
la(t, z) —a(t, y)|| < (1 + A=) L]z — yl|.

Proof of Lemma The proof of follows the usual localization argument, see, for
example, [33], |7]. The main part of the proof consists of use of the Burkholder and Kunita
inequalities and the fact that the constant in the linear growth bound for 8™ does not
depend on M. Since we were not able to find a direct reference in literature that covers
the case considered in this paper, for a convenience of the reader we provide a complete
argumentation.

Let us fix M € NU{oco} and define the stopping time 7g = inf{t > 0 | || XM (t)|| > R} AT,
R € N. (Recall that we take X> = X). Since trajectories of X are cadlag, we get

IP(Rgl{TR = T}) =1 (37)

Furthermore, | X (t—)|| < R for all 0 < ¢ < 7. This and Fact imply that for f € {a,bM},
t€[0,T]

tATR tNTR—

B[ 5 o)Pds =B [ 5 XV )7 ds < K(1+ R < +ox,
0 0
and
tATR
E / /||c(s,XM(s—),y)||p1/(dy)ds§K(1—|—R)p<+oo.
0 £
tATR tATR
Hence, the processes (/ bM(s,XM(s))dW(s),Et> and (/ /C(S,XM(S—),y)N(dy, ds),2t>
0 t€[0,T 0 ¢ t€[0,T

are LP(Q)-martingales. By using the Burkholder and Kunita inequalities we obtain for all
te[0,T], ReN

tATR

E|XM(t ATr)P < KE[n|P + KTP™'E / la(s, X (s)) [P ds

0
tATR p/2 tATR p/2
+KIE</ HbM(s,XM(s))H?ds> +KIE</ /Hc(s,XM(s—),y)u%(dy)ds>
0 0 £

tATR tATR

+KE / / le(s, XM (=), p)|Pw( dy) ds < Ky (1 + Elly|P) + FE / XN (s) P ds,
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which, in particular, implies that

sup E||XM(tA7R)|P < Ki(14E||n|P) + KoaTRP < 400,
0<t<T

and

t
E|XM(t ATp)|P < Ki(1+E[n|P) +K2/E||XM(S/\TR)||pd8'
0

Since the function [0,7] > t +— E|| XM (¢ A 75)||P is bounded and Borel, by the Gronwall’s
lemma we get the following (independent of R) bound E|| XM (t A 7g)||P < K3(1 +E||n||P) for
all ¢ € [0, T]. By applying Fatou’s lemma and we get

sup EJ|XY (1)[IP < K3(1+Elln]”). (38)
0<t<T

By using together with the Holder, Burkholder and Kunita inequalities we obtain (/5]).
Namely,

T
B sup [XY(OIF) < KEJl? + KT71E [ fa(s. X (5)ds]” ds
0

0<t<T
T p/2 T p/2
+KE( / HbM<s,XM<s>>Pds) +KE< / / ||c<s,XM<s—>,y>||2u<dy>ds)
0 0 &
T T

AKE [ [ (s, XM 5), ) IPu(dy) ds < K (14 Ellll?) + Ko [ BJXV ()7 ds < Co.
0 ¢ 0

We now justify (i)-(iii). By applying the Hélder, Burkholder and Kunita inequalites, Fact

and ([]), we obtain for all N € NU {oo}, s,t € [0,T] that

E[ XM () - XM (s)|? = E[ XM (t v s) = XM (tAs)|P

tVs tVs
§K(t\/s—t/\s)p_1E/ |ya(s,XM(s))|ypds+K(tvs—ms)’z’—lE/||bM(s,XM(s))||pds
tAs tAs

tVs

+K<()\(t Vs—tA 8))3_1 +1HE / / le(s, XM (s=),y)||Pr(dy) ds

ths &€
M D D M p g
<K (1B sup [XM@))7)[t— sl + K (1+E(sup XM (8)]7)) ¢ — s
0<t<T 0<t<T
R (D) 4 1) (14 E( sup [ XM @)7)) [t - s,
0<t<T
from which (i), (ii), and (iii) follow. O

Proof of Proposition [1, For any ¢t € [0,7], M € N, (a,b,¢,n) € F(p,C,D,L,A, 01, 02,V)
we have that

E[XY () - X@)F < 471 (E]AY @7 + E|BY @)|P + EI B3 (O + E|CY @)IIF) |
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where
p

Y

]EHAM(t)Hp :EH / (a(s,X(s)) — a(s,XM(s))) ds
0

t

BB O =B [ (oo X(00) — s X)) a5

0

p

)

p

)

E|BY (1) = EH o Pt XM aws)
0

p

ElC 1P =5 / [ (el X(5).9) = el XV (5-),) Ny, )
0 &

Firstly, by the Holder inequality
t
E[AY @)|IP < TpleE/ IX™(s) — X (s)|” ds. (39)
0

From (B3), (B4), Lemmal[l|and by the Burkholder and Hélder inequalities, we get for ¢ € [0, T

that
t

E[| B ()|IP < Ky /EIIX(S) — XM (s)|P ds, (40)
0
E| By (1)|" < K> /EH(b — Parb)(s, XM (5))IIP ds
0

< K1+ OgggTEuxM(sW) (5(M))P < K4(5(M))P. (41)

Finally, from (C3) and by using the Kunita and Hélder inequalities we obtain

’ ~ P
E|CM () < ZEH [ [ (et X051, = et XM (5-),0) Ny, )
0 &

p

+2p1EO/t€/(c(s,X(s),y)c(s,XM(s),y)) v(dy) ds

< K5LPE/ | X (s—) — XM (s—)||Pds = K5LPE/ [ X (s) — XM (s)||P ds. (42)
0 0

Combining , , and we have for t € [0, 7] that

E[X(t) = XM @)|P < Ka(6(M))? + K /EHX(S) — XM (s)|IP ds.
0
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By Lemma [1] and Tonelli’s theorem the function [0,7] > ¢ ~ E[|X™(¢) — X (t)||P is Borel
measurable and bounded. Hence, application of the Gronwall’s lemma yields for all ¢ € [0, 7]

E[| X (t) — XM (@)|[P < K7(3(M))P,
with K7 depending only on the parameters of the class F(p,C, D, L, A, o1, 02,v). This im-

plies @

Take arbitrary M € N, (a,c,n) € A(D,L) x C(p,D, L, 02,v) x J(p,D) and any by,by €
B(C,D, L, A, o1) such that b} (¢, z) = b3 (¢, z) for all (¢, z) € [0, T]xR%. Then XM (a,b1,c,n) =
X(a, oM c,n) = X(a,b)!, c,n) = XM (a, by, c,n) and by the triangle inequality we have that

sup sSup HX((L, b, ¢, 77) (t) - XM(aa b, c, 77) (t) ||L2(Q)
(a»bﬁ»n)e}—(PvC,D»LyA,Ql7Q27V) OStST

1
> 5 sup || X(a,b1,¢,n)(t) — X(a,bz, ¢,n) ()]l L2(0)- (43)
0<t<T
In particular, by taking a = by = c=1n =0, by = by (defined in ) we get bM = b3 =0,
X(0,0,0,0)(t) = 0, X(0,b,0,0)(t) = [CHM)Wrr11(t),0,...,0]T which together with
implies . Finally, is a direct consequence of (@, , and the Holder inequality. [

Lemma 8. Let p € [2,4+00). There exists K € (0,400), depending only on the parame-
ters of the class F(p,C,D,L,A, 01, 02,v), such that for every M,n € N and (a,b,c,n) €
F(p,C,D,L,A, o1, 02,v) it holds

sup E| X35 (0[P < K. (44)
0<t<T

Proof. First, we prove by induction that

RE (1 \||P
onax B[ Xzn L5)[F < +oo. (45)
Let us assume there exists [ € {0,1,...,n — 1} such that &aglE]\Xﬁ%(tj)Hp < 400 (in the
<j<

case when [ = n — 1 the thesis is immediate). The set of such indices [ is non-empty since for
[ = 0 we have E|n||” < +o00. Therefore, by the Burkholder, Kunita and Holder inequalities,
and Fact [2] the following estimate holds

tiv1
|| X375 () 1P < Ki(1+ E X35 (6)]) +K2E/ 1M (¢, X375 (8))|IP ds
17}

ti4+1

+K3E / (/ llc tl,XMn (t), )Hpu(dy)> ds < K4(1 —i—EHXMn(tl)Hp) < +o0.

Hence 0<max EHX (t])Hp < 400 and, by the rules of induction, the proof of (45]) is com-
<j<

pleted. By (10| , and , and by using analogous argumentation as above we get for all
telt; til j= 0, coon — 1, that E|XEE (t)|]P < K (1 + E||Xﬁﬁ(tj)||p), and hence

sup BIKEE O < & (14 max EIXEE@)I7) <-+oc. (46)
0<t<T ’ 0<j<n—1 ’
Currently constant in the bound depends on n. In the second part of the proof we will
show, with the help of the Gronwall’s lemma, that we can obtain the bound with K that
is independent of n.
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Using the same decomposition as in (13)), we obtain that for ¢ € [0, 7]
t

P
E|XEE @I < K<EHan ) [anas)ds
0

+1EH /t / értn(ys $)N(dy, ds) p). (47)
0 &

By the Kunita and Hélder inequalities, and Fact [2| we get

t
p
EH//éM,n(yvs)N(dyv dS)
0 &
t

p

HEH j bM(s)dW (s)
0

t
< KlE//|5M,n(y7 s)[[Pv(dy) ds
0 &

n—1
= KJS/Z(/IIC(tj,Xﬁ%(tj),y)HPV(dy)) Ay, (s) ds
0 7=0
§K2+K3/ZEHX AP Ly 1,00 (5) ds. (48)

In analogous way we can obtain for all ¢ € [0,T ] that
t
/aMn

max{]E 0 H/bM ) dW (s) }

<K4+K5/ZIE||X P L, 45,0 (s) ds. (49)

Combining (47)), (48), (49) we get for all ¢ € [0, T

t
sup E[|X{F5 (w)[IP < K6+K7/ sup B[ X777 (w)||P ds, (50)

0<u<t 0<u<s

where K¢, K7 depend only on the parameters of the class F(p,C, D, L, A, o1, 02,v). By (46))
the mapping [0,7] > ¢t — sup E[XEE (u)|P is bounded and Borel (as a non-decreasing
0<u<t ’

function). Thus, togethe; with the Gronwall’s lemma imply . (]
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